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AUTHENTICATE~ 
U.S. GOVERNMENT 

INf'ORMATION 

GPO 

H. Res. 660 

In the House of Representatives, U. S., 
October 2019. 

Resolved, That the Permanent Select Committee on In

telligence and the Committees on Financial Services, Foreign 

Affairs, the ,Judiciary, Oversight and Reform, and Ways and 

Means, are directed to continue their ongoing investigations 

as part of the existing House of Representatives inquiry into 

whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of Representa

tives to exercise its Constitutional power to impeach Donald 

,John Trump, President of the United States of America. 

SEC. 2. OPEN AND TRANSPARENT INVESTIGATIVE PRO

CEEDINGS BY THE PERMANENT SELECT COM

MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE. 

For the purpose of continuing the investigation described 

m the first section of this resolution, the Perrnanent Select 

Committee on Intelligence ( referred to in this resolution as 

the "Permanent Select Committee") is authorized to conduct 

proceedings pursuant to this resolution as follows: 



26704

(1) The chair of the Permanent Select Committee 

shall designate an open hearing or hearings pursuant to 

this section. 

(2) Notvvithstanding elause 2(j)(2) of rule At of the 

Rules of the House of Representatives, upon recognition 

by the chair for such purpose under this paragraph dur

mg any hearing designated pursuant to paragraph (1), 

the chair and ranking minority member of the Pen11a

nent Seleet Committee shall be permitted to question 

witnesses for equal specified periods of longer than five 

minutes, as determined by the chair. The time available 

for each period of questioning under this paragraph shall 

be equal for the chair and the ranking minority member. 

The chair may confer recognition for multiple periods of 

such questioning, but each period of questioning shall 

not exceed 90 minutes in the aggregate. Only the chair 

and ranking minority member, or a Permanent Seleet 

Cmmnittee employee if yielded to by the chair or ranking 

minority member, may question witnesses during such 

periods of questioning. At the conelusion of questioning 

pursuant to this paragraph, the committee shall proceed 

vvith questioning under the five-minute rule pursuant to 

clause 2(j)(2)(A) of rule XI. 

(3) To allow for full evaluation of minority witness 

requests, the ranking minority member may submit to 

•HRES 660 EH 
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the chair, in vvriting, any requests for witness testimony 

relevant to the investigation described in the first section 

of this resolution Virithin 72 hours after notice is given 

for the first hearing designated pursuant to paragraph 

(1) . . Any sueh request shall be accompanied by a detailed 

wTitten justifieation of the relevance of the testimony of 

eaeh requested vvitness to the investigation deseribed in 

the first seetion of this resolution. 

( 4)(A) The ranking minority member of the Perina

nent Seled Committee is authorized, with the c-oncur

rence of the chair, to require, as deemed necessary to the 

investigation-

( i) by subpoena or otherwise-

(I) the attendanee and testimony of an,y 

person (ineluding at a taking of a deposition); 

and 

(II) the production of books, records, cor

respondence, memoranda, papers, and docu

ments; and 

(ii) by interrogatory, the furnishing of informa

tion. 

(B) In the case that the ehair declines to coneur in 

a proposed action of the ranking minority member pnr

snant to subparagraph (A), the ranking minority mem

ber shall have the right to refer to the committee for de-

•HRES 660 EH 
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cision the question whether such authority shall be so ex

ercised and the chair shall convene the cornmittee 

promptly to render that decision, subject to the notice 

procedure8 for a committee meeting under clause 

2(g)(3)(A) and (B) of rule AT 

( C) Subpoenas and interrogatories so authorized 

rnay be signed by the ranking minority member, and 

may be served by any person designated by the ranking 

minority member. 

( f5) The chair is authorized to make publicly avail

able in electronic form the transcripts of depositions con

ducted by the Permanent Select Committee in further

ance of the investigation described in the first section of 

this resolution, vvith appropriate redactions for classified 

and other sensitive information. 

(()) The Permanent Select Committee is directed to 

is8ue a report 8etting forth its findings and any rec

onnnendations and appending any inforrnation and nia

terials the Permanent Select Committee may deem ap

propriate with respect to the investigation described in 

the first section of this resolution. 'l'he chair shall trans

mit such report and appendices, along ,vith any supple

mental, minority, additional, or dissenting views filed 

pursuant to clause 2(1) of rule XI, to the Committee on 

the ,Judiciary and make such report publicly available in 

•HRES 660 EH 
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electronic form, with appropria.te redactions to protect 

classified and other sensitive information. The report re

quired by this paragraph shall be prepared in consulta

tion ,vith the chairs of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

and the Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

SEC. 3. TRANSMISSION OF ADDITIONAL MATERIALS. 

The chair of the Permanent Select Cornmittee or the 

chair of any other committee having custody of records or 

other materials relating to the inquiry referenced in the first 

section of this resolution is authorized, in consultation with 

the ranking minority member, to transfer such records or 

materials to the Committee on the ,Judiciary. 

SEC. 4. IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY PROCEDURES IN THE COM

MITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

(a) 'l'he House authorizes the Committee on the Judici

ary to conduct proceedings relating to the impeachn1ent in

quiry referenced in the first section of this resolution pursu

ant to the procedures submitted for printing in the Congres

sional Record by the chair of the Committee on Rules, includ

ing such procedures as to allow for the participation of the 

President and his counsel. 

(b) The Committee on the Judiciary is authorized to 

promulgate additional procedures as it deems necessary for 

the fair and efficient conduct of committee hearings held pur

suant to this resolution, provided that the additional proce-

•HRES 660 EH 
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dures are not inconsistent with the procedures referenced m 

subsection (a), the Rules of the Committee, and the Rules of 

the House. 

( c H 1) The ranking minority member of the Committee 

on the ,Judiciary is authorized, ,vith the concunencc of the 

chair of the Committee on the Judiciary, to require, as 

deemed necessary to the investigation-

(A) by subpoena or othenv:ise-

(i) the attendance and testimony of any person 

(induding at a taking of a deposition); and 

(ii) the production of books, records, cor

respondence, memoranda, papers, and documents; 

and 

(B) by interrogatory, the furnishing of information. 

(2) In the case that the chair deelines to corwur in a 

proposed action of the ranking minority member pursuant to 

paragraph (1), the ranking minority rnemher shall have the 

right to refer to the committee for decision the question 

whether such authority shall be so exercised and the chair 

shall convene the committee promptly to render that decision, 

subject to the notice proeedures for a eommittee meeting 

under clause 2(g)(3)(A) and (B) of rule XI. 

(3) Subpoenas and interrogatories so authorized may be 

signed by the ranking minority mernber, and may be served 

by any person designated by the ranking n:1inority member. 

•HRES 660 EH 
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( d) The Commi ttce on the Judiciary shall report to the 

House of Representatives such resolutions, articles of im

peachment, or other recommendations as it deems proper. 

Attest: 

Clerk. 

•HRES 660 EH 
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October 31, 2019 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE H8683 
D 0915 

AFFIRMING U.S. RECORD ON 
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 

(Ms. LEE of California aRked and was 
given permfasion to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remc1.rk:s.) 

Ms. LEE of California.. Madam 
8:Deat:er, I rise today in Btrong support 
of H. Res. 296, which is an im:portant 
resolution a.rarming the United States 
record on the Armenian g·enocit1.e that 
the House overwhelmingly passed on 
Tuesday. This historic resolution 
mak:ee. clear that our Nation unequivo
ca.lly recog-n.izes the Armenian geno
cide and encourai;es education a.ml un
Uersta.nding of the!'.e tragic events. 

Ma.da.m Speaker. the Armenian g·eno
cide, the first genocide in the 20th cen
tury. took: place from 19Hi to 1923. Dur
ing- this tragedy in history, 1.5 million 
~-'..rmenians \Vere killed-men, vrnmen, 
and cl1ildren. 

I was :tirivileied to visit Armenia ear
lier this year and talk to many Arme
nians about this tragic history. We 
mm,t remember and aclmowledg·e the 
lives that v:ere ta.ken and the pa.in that 
was inOicte<l. We can neither forRet the 
atrocities that took pla.ce th0n, or 
other examples of ethnic cleansing, nor 
allow them to continue. 

Ma.dam Speaker. I am pleased that 
the body pa.sRed this critical resolution 
on Tuesday for constituents in my dis
trict. across the Nation, and the world. 

DIRECTING CERTAIN COMMITTEES 
TO CONTINUE ONGOING INVES
TIGATIONS INTO WHETHER SUF
FICIENT GROUNDS EXIST FOR 
THE IMPEACHMENT OF DONALD 
JOHN TRUMP. PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Spealrnr, by 

direction of the Committee on Rules. I 
call U:D H. Rea. 660 and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk rea.d the resolution. as fol
lows: 

H, RES. 660 
Resolved. That, lhe Perm111.nont Bell"ct Corn

miLtefc on Int+-Jlli_-l'ncfl an(l the OnmmitteM 
on Fin&ndw.l Service•. Fo:rdgn Affail'I\, th<: 
,Jndieia1y, Ovnrl".ight •nd H.oform, a.mt Way!\ 
ilnd ~ifoun!!, "'ro <lirected to continue their on
~oini. inve11ti1;r111.tion(II. at- part of the 1~.xil"-tini:r 
HtmM· of Rep1•fiMntativ"'" inquiry into 
wbcthet· rinfficient i,,:1·ound~ e.xie.t for t,he 
ROU(II.C ofRoprt\P.OntaliHll'< to !~.X!~T'eil'IC itl'I Oon
>ltituUonal po;vnr tn imti"ach Dnnctlll ,John 
Trump. Pre~ident of tho "Cnited St11.tel'!- of 
Amorica. 
SEC. 2. OPEN AND THANSP ARENT INVE:ST!GA'rIVE 

PROCEEDINGS BY THE Pl-:RMANENT 
SELimT COMMITTim ON INTEL· 
LJGENCE. 

For tho purpo!!f! of oontinuintr tho invo•
ti)';a.tion dMci·ib"d in tho fir11t Motion of thie. 
l"tii".Olution. Lho Pcrm,~nent Bt~lcct Oornmittoc 
on lntolligenco (refC'rrfld to in thil'l rel".olution 
a11 tho ·'P1wmanent 8f'loct Commitlfici''J is 
authnrizoll to 1:onduct pro,cttNlini:o~ pursuant 
to thi,._ rol'lolutiou l\1o< followl'I: 

,J) 'T'bti chair of tho Pennanont RelMt 
Committee "hall do•ign&lo an open hoa1•in{,',· 
or httarimr,. puriman t to thi,i !lection. 

(:l) Notwith11tanding clau"e 20)(~) of rulo XI 
of the Rule,., of Urn HouM of H"l)l'C!lentativnl'I. 

upon recognition by the ch.:1ir for Mich pm·
poM under thil'I p.i.ugr,lph durin~ any hf'l1r
ing df',-i~nated purl\uant to pilrni;;T"-Ph lJ), t,hf" 
chQ.it' and rttnkini.· minorit:r' member of the 
Ptwme.nent Helttet Committee 1".hall be per
mitted to QUttl'ltion witnel'!-l'le1' fur equal epcei~ 
fie(l pPrirHll\ of longor than fivo minute!\, U.l'I 

(leterminod hy the chair. The tim,i avail&blo 
for Paoh pcl'iorl of q_UcRUoning und"r thit. 
l)arag:raph t.ba.11 be C(Zl\al for tho eh~it' <\Ud 
tht~ 1ankin&' mino1•ity momb1~1·. Thi~ ()h<\ir 
may oonfor r<'lOognition for multiplf\ p('riorll". 
of •uch q_uel".tioning, but (:a.oh I)(ll'iod of quM
tionin1,1; P.}U\ll not oxccf)d 00 minute,. in th1"c 
•~Jil'Og<tte. Onl>" the chw.ir anrl ranking• mi
nority rnembt~t·. OJ' a Pm-mane,nt St'!hiet Oom
mitiot'I emplo).reo if :r'icld"i1 to b3,· t.ht'I chai:r 01' 

ranking min01·ity membt'lr. may queet.ion 
witn1!l'l~c,., <lurinQ' "'uch pcriodl'! or quel".lionin;,;. 
At the condu,iion nf que11tionin).{ pur.-.uant to 
thie parilgr11.ph, tho commi Ltne •hilll J)roetied 
wit,h que11tionin~ undor the fivci-mi.nutH rulo 
punmant to clauM 2(il(:2)(A) nf rule XL 

\3) "ro allow for full ev.iluaUon of minority 
witn<~M r,,.quc~tl'I. th1:1 rankin::: minorit~' mf:m
bor mti:r· l".Ubmit to thri chair, in wriling, any 
requo8tl'I for witne•" t<'lwtimony 1·<'llcivant to 
the inve~tigation Ue,.cribe\\ in tho firl'lt l'IOC
tion of thi!I repo,olution within 72 hour!\ a.ftor 
noliel'! il'I givon for t.he firal hoarinii; dol".
ip:n&te<l purt'lua.nt to pHa+:-raph (1). Any 11u<:h 
J'(JQUMt ehall bf'! t\C()01TlI)Q.ni11d by a. <lo~ilod 
writt,en jul'llit'ict1t,inn nf the re1evanee or the 
teBtimnny of each roquMted witnt'M to lhe 
inV(ll.fltigation dt,eorib.,\l in thf'! firet Sf:Ctlnn of 
thit'I reio.olutinn. 

(·fl(.-11.) Tho 1'"-0king mino1·ity m11rnber of the 
Permilrnmt, At'.loot CommiUM 11'1 autl10riud, 
with the concu1·r('ncto of tl:w chair. to requirfc, 
al'! drit'm(II.(\ necl"Me.ry to the investit;alion-

(i) h:r' !'lul.>poena. or oth"rwil'ln 
(I) the atternlilnot• and rn~timonr of 111.ny 

(includinR at a taking of a ,tepo,ii
and 
the production of books. rf'cord11, cor

not1pon<tenoll, 1ne1no1·ilnda, paper:-;, ,ind docu
mnntl\: a.rn1 

(ii) by intn:rrogatory, the furnishing of in
fnrm;il.tion. 

(B) In tht1 case that the nh&ir rlodino11 to 
Conour in a prop:-H•,ed a.ot-ion of the ranking,' 
minority mmnbc1· punmant to ,,.nbp1;1.rag1'aph 
(A), the ranking minoril:r momhcr ~hall hav,1 
t,ho l'ight, to refer to the committee !'o:r doci-
1\ion tho question whethct· l\uch t1.uthOI'il;r' 
"hall be RO o.xcroiMtl and the dlair ehall eon
veno the committee promptly to t'flndm· t.hilt 
df',Ci!!ion, 11uhjoct to lht' notiefl procfldUit"l'I for 
a comrnittne mcictini. und11r clauM :l/g)(~)(A) 
and (D) of rnle XI. 

(C) SubpoenQ.!! and inlerrog·•~toT'iM sn au
thorilNl may hfl l'ligned by tho r11.nkin!"!: mi
nority member, and may be eP.rved by ans 
l)t:tfl.on dol'lignat,od by the n\nking minority 
mt•mbcr. 

(5) Tho ch&ir ii\ a.uthorized to make pub
licl}' a vailablfl in <'lloclronio form the tnm-
1\Cl'iPtl". of <k110,.,i Li one oonductod by th(' 
mtm◄•nt 81:kct Committc◄~ in furthcJ'<.\Tict' 
the inve1nig:ation tleec1'illM1 in the firet, Mo
tion of thil". re~olution, with a.ppropriato 
redQ.etionl". for ela.B•ifit•d a.mt othor Bern!itiv" 
information. 

(6) The P(it·manont, Select Oommit.tM i8 di
rected to i(II./IIUe a report •nHini; forth it~ find
ings and any rt'commC'n<lQ.tione arnl a.ppen,l
ing any infonna.tion a.nd materi•l"' the Per
m1;1,.non1 Solnct Oommittee may doem appro
priaro with rol'lpcr:t Lo tbf'! invel'll..igat.Jon do
Plet·ibNt in the firl'lt sr-ction of thie l'f"PIOluiion. 
The chair eh11.1l t.riln11mi t 1mch rnport. am\ ap
pi-mdwril'!, ulon!l with an}' ,;upplemental, mi
nority, alldHional, or 1tiM<mting- vfrw11 fik(t 
PUl'l".UQnt, lo clau•e 2(1) of J'Ule XI, to the 
OommiU.<'lo on the Judicim·y an<l mako euuh 
report publioly asailable in elcetronio form, 
with a.ppropria.te rtcdilctiom1 to protcet elal".
!lified Q.nd other •cn(ll.itiYe informa.1-ion. The 

repmt roqui1•<1d h}' thi~ p1o.ril..'iO'a.ph sfot11 be 
prepared in C'on•ultation with tho cht\ir11 of 
the Oommitien on Foreign Af!ft.ir!! •ml tho 
Oommitieo on Ovoreight ilnil Reform. 
SEC. 3. TRANSMISSION OF ADDITIONAL MATI~

HIALS. 
Tho chair of the Permawmt Select Oom

mitte,: or th!'> oh"-il' of .i.ny othor oommitt.oo 
h•vini:i: cuiJtody of l't'lc(H'dPI or other m.J.leri•l8 
n1lating to the inquirr rllfenmced in the first 
MJCtion of thi• I'Ofl!nlution l• e.uthorfaed, in 
oon11ult.ation with the l'Q.Uking minority 
memlHJr, to tranl'lfer l".Uch rt•(:m·d!'I or mate
rialfl. to the Commltter: on th ◄! ,Judiciary. 
SEC. 4. TMPEACHJ\U•;NT INQUIRY PROCEDURES IN 

THE COMl\HTTKII ON THE JUDICI
ARY. 

(1,1,.) The House authorizes thfc CummiLiee on 
the ,Judiciary to conduct prooc<:<ling,1 telat
ini,.:: lo the impoachment inquiry reforonoed 
in th~ firr,t !'loeLion of thi11 rcP.nlution purMt
ant to th(' procodUJ'lll'!- •nhmittnd for printing 
in tho Con!);1·el'll'liOnQ.l H.oeord hy the chair of 
tho Oommitteo on Rulel".I, includini; !!uoh pro
cetlurel\ ae lo allow for the pcirticipalion of 
the PrMidont and hi" oouneel. 

(b) The Oommiiteo on th11 Judiciary ie au
thorized to promulp;a.te ilU<lition.ll proo(ll.
durel\ aR it (h\1\m• neco!!-Nll'Y fo1• thc: fair and 
~fficionL condnet of committ('fl hoat·in~" hold 
pnreuant to lbll". rMolu1..ion. proYhlod that, 
the a,Mitlona.1 procNlurf'II are not ineon
eil".ltent with the l)rocetlurn!! rC'i'ereneed in 
eubl'.ection (aJ, tho H.ulol\ of t,hl"; Oommiti◄"e, 

and. thli H.ukPI of the HoUM, 
(c)(l) Tho ranking- minority member of th(' 

Committ11e on tho ,Judiciary iiJ il.Ut.horir:crl, 
with the concurrence of t.h11 oh.iir nf tho 
Oomrnittoo on the ,JuUiciary, to rnquirr1, as 
dDnmed ucn◄~l'IMLJ'Y to the inve11tii,:ation--

(1'.) by :,nbpo<mi\ or otherwi"•~ -
(i) tht> w.Uendanci, 111.nd lf'(ll.titnony of an}' 

p,~:r,.on (ineluding at a takini:r of a ,ll"poP.i
tion); and 

(ii) the product.ion of bookg, rooordl'I, cor
reP.pomlenee. memoranda, papcrs, and d<wu
m"nti,,;: and 

(B) by interrogatory, the furnishing of in
formation. 

c;n In tho case that the oha.ir deo1inf'le to 
concur in fl pro1)o•ed twthm of tht~ rankinlcl 
minot·ity mombor pur11uant to p&r-ag1·aph (1), 
the nmking minority membm· .-.hall have lhfl 
rif{ht to rofer to tht1 eommiltee for rlocil\ion 
the (jl\ClltiOD whetbffr .'IU0h authol'ity ~hall be 
.?-o t;).'.()t'eil'IOd o.nd the ehair ~rui.11 oonv11nc tho 
cummitt11e pr·ompti}' Lo l'!mdor ihi:1.t decil'lion, 
I\Ubjt'>ct to tho notkn proeedu:ro~ for a com
mittee meeting- under clauM 2(g')(3)(A) and 
(B) nf rule XL 

(3) Subpoenil,., and intor:rogatorie!! so au
thorh:ed may he iJign~d by the r&nkinK mi
rnwity mt!mbor, arnl ma:v b(• ,ierved h>" an}' 
pPrsnn dt:l'lignaled by the ranking: minor-it}' 

CommittoH on tho Judicia1·y shall 
1·opo1·t to the Houe{J of ReJ)l'Mflnt•livM such 
re,io1utionl"., aI'tklM of imptt&uhment, nr 
othor reonmmendaLionl'I a,i it (iet•ml'I proper. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massa,chmiet.ts is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Ma.da.m StieA.i:er. for 
the purtiose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the g'en
tleman !rom Oklahoma. (Mr. OOLF.). 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Let me say, Madam Speaker, I atitire
cia.te the profes8ionalism that my 
friend from Oklahoma has dem
onBtra.te<l throughout this process. We 
don't see eye to eye on this impeach
ment inquiry. but he ha.s a.lwa.yp. con
dueted him.Relf with integrity and de
fended this institution. 
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During consideration of this resolu

tion. all time yielded is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

GENERAL Ll~A YE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous (.;Onsent that all Mem
bers be given 5 legislative day:o; to re
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, on 

Wednesday afternoon, the Committee 
on Rules marked U:D and favorably re
ported H. Res. 660, directing certain 
committees to continue their ongoing 
investiga.tionR a:;;; pa.rt of the existin.1,r 
House of Retiresentatives inquiry into 
whether :mftident gTounds exist for the 
House of Representatives to exercise 
its constitutional power to impeach 
Donald ,John Trump, President of the 
United States of America. 

Madam Speaker, this is a sad <lay for 
our country. Over 230 years ago. when 
the Founders of our country wrote the 
Constitution, they entrusted us with 
the gift of Relf-government, but they 
knew the :DerRistence of this gift was 
not as8ured. 

It may be taken for ~ranted todi.,y, 
but having just shaken arr a tyrant. the 
Founders knew better. They under
stood that the very foundations of our 
country are dependent on safeg-uarding 
against one branch of government en
croachinJi;' on the others. That is what 
the idea of checks and balances is all 
about. 

Within that system, the Framer8 
gave only this Congress the power, if 
need be, to im:Deach a President over 
possfole wrongdoing. This fact--that 110 
one is above the law-is what separates 
this country from so many others. 

Because of its seriousnesR, the irn
peac:hment :Drocees has been rarely 
used for Presidents. For jm,t the fourth 
time in our Nation·s history. Congress 
is now investig-ating' whether to in1-
peach a President of the United States. 
Our authority to do so under Article IL 
Section 4 of the Constitution of the 
United States and the Rules of the 
House of Re:Dresentatives is clear. and 
the courts have recently agreed. 

For all the disagreements I have Viti th 
President Trump, for all of his policies, 
his tweets, and his rhetoric that I deep
ly disagree with, I never wanted our 
country to reach this point. I do not 
take any pleasure in the need for this 
reAolu tion. 

We are not here in some partisan ex
erci8e. We are here because the facts 
compel us to be here. 

There is serious evidence that Presi
dent Trump may have violated the 
Constitution. This is about protecting 
our national security and safeguarding 
our elections. That is why the Intel
ligence Committee has been gathering 
evidence and hearing testimony. 

Like any investiga.tion, reasonable 
confidentiality has been paramount. 
\Vitnesses should not he able to coordi
nate testimony in advance. The truth 
must be allowed to prevail. 

Republicans have been a part of 
every single proceeding conducted so 
far. Republicans conducting these 
depm,itions, along with their staffs. 
have had an O:D:DOrtunity to question 
each and every witness. 

Now. Madam Speaker. we are enter
ing the public-facing phase of this 
:Drocess. and I commend the investiga
tive committees and their staffs for the 
:Dro!essional manner in which they 
have conducted themselveR. 

I would also like to c:ommend the 
courageous public servants that have 
bravely come forward to tell the truth. 
Without their courage, this pm;sible 
wrongdoing' would never have seen the 
light of clay. 

The public should not be left in the 
dark. They should see the facts about 
the President's conduct firsthand. 

That is why I introduced this resolu
tion. It establishes the next steps of 
this inquiry, including eRtablishing- the 
I)rocedure for public-facing hearing-s 
conducted tiy the Intellig•ence Com
mittee and the I)rocess for transferring 
evi<.lence to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

It i8 about trans:Da.rency. and it is 
about due process for the President. 
Some on the other side will never be 
satisfied with any :Droce~ that uncov
ers the truth of what the President did. 

Madam Speaker, none of us know 
whether or not President Trump will 
be impeached or convicted. Only the 
facts. and how· we respond to them, \vill 
dictate the outcome. But I truly Ue
lieve that. 100 yea.rs from now. histo
rians will look back at this moment 
and jmlge us by the decisions we make 
here tolta.y. 

This moment calls for more than :DOl
itics. It calls for :D00:Dle concerned not 
about the reactions of partisans today 
but of the consequences of inaction 
decades from now. If we don't hold this 
President accountable, we could be 
ceding our ability to hold any Presi
dent accountable. 

At the end of the clay, this resolution 
isn't about Donald Trump. It isn't 
ahout any of us. It is about our Con
stitution. It is about our country. 

I urg·e my colleagues to not just 
think about the political pressures of 
the moment. These will pass, Please 
consider the heavy responsibility you 
have today to this institution, the Con
stitution, and to our country. 

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

D 0930 
Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I thank 

the i;::entleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOYERN) for yielding me the 
customary 30 minutes, and I yield my
self such time as I may consume. 

I want to tiegin tiy thanking my 
friend for his kind words and for the 
professionalism with which he handled 
last night's hearing. 

But tie!ore I begin. Madam Speaker, I 
would ask the chairman if he would 
withdraw his resolution. at which time 
I wil1 ask unanimous consent that the 

House immediately :Drocee<1 to the con
sideration of H.R. 668 instead. which 
provides for consideration of H. Res. 
660, under a rule. 

Madam Speaker. this would in no 
way prevent consideration of the re8o
lution before us today: however, it 
would :Dl'OVide us with an opportunity 
for all Members to participate in the 
:DroceRs. 

My :Dl'O:DOBed rule would provide for 4 
hours of general debate on H. Res. 660. 
allow for amendments under an open 
procesR, and provide for a motion to re
commit. 

On an issue as important as this, 
Madam Speaker. 1 hour of debate on a 
resolution written in the dark of night 
and marked up in a I)rocess where no 
Republican amendments were accepted 
is simply insufficient. 

Additionally, it would allow all Mem
bers to offer amendments to improve 
the proceRs to get to the truth. which I 
am sure is the goal of all my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle. 

Mau.am 8:Deaker. with that. I would 
ask the chairman to accept m:v l'e
quest. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. McGOVERN. No, I do not. 

RKtlUJ;:B'l' TO IBX'l'KKD DEBATE TIME 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the debate 
time on H. Res. 660 be expanded to 4 
hours so every MemUer could partici
pate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
DP,OB'f'l'R). The gentleman from Massa
chusetts ha.s yielded all time for debate 
only. The gentleman from Massachu
setts would have to yield for that re
quest. 

Mr. COLE. Mau.am Speaker. I want to 
begin by echoing· my friend's words. It 
is a Rad day for all of us. for me perRon
ally. I am sure for all of my colleagues 
on the Rules Committee, and for the 
institution as a whole. 

Today·s resolution sets forth a :Droc
ess for impeaching' the President of the 
United Sta.tea. It is not a fair I)rocess; 
it is not an open procem,: it is not a 
transparent proceRH; but, instead, it is 
a limited and a closed procegs with a 
preordained outcome. 

Impeachment of the President is one 
of the most consequential acts that the 
House of Representatives can do, and it 
should only be done after the fullest 
consideration. Yet. over the laRt 
month, without a vote and with only 
the Speaker's say-so. committees have 
been engaged in a closed impeachment 
inquiry on what amounts to nothing 
more than a partisan fishing expedi
tion. 

At least today the majority is admit
ting- what we have known all along: 
that the House was not follm"ing an 
approp11ate process for impeachment. 

But I do not think the process we are 
setting forward in this resolution is a 
fair one either. It iR not fair to the 
President of the United States: it is 
not fair to the House of Representa
tives; and it, is not fair to the American 
:Deople. 
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The process laid out in the resolution 

before us is different from the J;)rocesfl 
used for both President Nixon in W74 
and President Clinton in 1998. Today's 
resolution :DrovideH fewer proce$, pro
tections and fewer proteetions for mi
nority rights than what we have seen 
in previous imveachment efforts. 

At our markup yesterday, Re:i;,ub
licam.; tried to change that. We tried to 
offer constructive amendments that 
made the :tirocess more fair. that would 
. ~Ove rights to the minority. that would 
.ictve rig•hts to the accused, and that 
would ensure due process for everyone. 

Republicans offered 17 amendments. 
and not one~not one, Madam Speak
er-wa.R a,;.;cepted. Not one. 

We offered amendments that would 
alie;n the subpoena powers in this reso
lution with the subpoena. powers used 
for President Clinton. 

Unlike the Clinton inquiry. toda;\7's 
resolution does not provide for coequ11l 
subpoena power. Instead, it grants the 
minority the right to subpoena wit
nesses and materials only with the con
currence of the chair. with no such lim
itation on the rights of the chair to 
issue subI)oenas. \Ve offered amend
ments that would change that, but the 
majority rejected each of them in turn, 

We offered an amendment that would 
allow all Members the right to fully ac
cess committee records. This is com
mon sense. If you are (loin~· something 
as serious as im:rieaching the President, 
then Members should have the right to 
see what recor<.ls the committee pro
duced so that they will know what they 
are voting on. Yet the majority re
jeeted that. 

We offered an amendment that would 
require the chairman of the RuleR Com
mittee to promnlg-ate procedures to 
allow for the partici:Dation of the Pl'esi
dent and his <.;oum1el in pro<.;eedings of 
the Intelligence Committee, the Over
sight and Reform Committee. and the 
Foreign Affairs Committee. This right 
was granted to President Clinton in 
1998, Yet it is not present here. And the 
majority, again. rejecteU the amend
ment. 

I think the difference is clear: To
(.\a.y's resolution fails to give the 1ni
nor1ty the same right8 ag were present 
during the Clinton impeachment, and 
it fails to offer the same due procesR 
protections that were given to Presi
dents Nixon and Clinton. 

And, in the latter case. I note those 
rights were g'iven by a Republican 
House to a Democratic President. To
day's resolution showR a Democratic 
House failing to give these same pro
tections to a. Revnblica.n President. 

Madam SI)eaker, the unfairness is 
clear. This is not a !air I)roces.!'I, nor 
was it ever intended to be. It was pre
ordained from the tieginning. 

Without due process and without a 
fair process that respects minority 
rightR. I do not believe the American 
peovle will regard that process as le
g·itimate. A legitimo.te proceHR is one 
that oflers protections for everyone in
volved. Without thm;e protections. thiR 
will be seen as just another partisan 
exercise, one the majority has l)een 

vushing- since the very first days of the 
116th Cong-ress. 

We can do better than that, Madam 
Speaker. The RuleR Committee should 
have done better than this. But since 
the Rules Committee didn't, the House 
must. 

Madam Speaker. I urge opposition to 
the measure, and I reserve the balance 
ofmy time. 

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

Let me just say, brieiJ.7,', that this 
resolution provides tletter protectionR 
for the President than those Presidents 
Nixon and Clinton received. And just 
like under Nixon and Clinton, in the 
Judiciary Committee, the President's 
counsel can submit additional testi
mony or evidence for the committee to 
consider. The President and his counsel 
can attend all hearing·s and raise objec
tions. They can question a.ny witness. 

This is going beyond Nixon and Clin
ton. This reia.olution allows the Pre~i
dent's counsel to ask questions at the 
vreHenta.tion of evidence. 

Urnler our I)rocedureH, the ranking· 
minority members of the Judiciary 
Committee and the Intellig:ence Com
mittee may issue subpoenas if author
ized by a committee vote. These are 
the same subpoena powers that the 
ranking minority member was given 
during Clinton and Nixon. 

Our resolution allows for greater 
Member participation than under past 
imvea.chment procedures. including; a 
ro1mst procesH for the minority to pro
pose witnesBeR and even issue sub
poenas if authorizetl by committees. 

And let me just say. I think the fa.ct 
of the matter is I don't think there iR 
any I)rocess that we can I)ropose that 
Republicania. who prefer to circle the 
wa.gonH around this President and pre
vent us from getting to the truth would 
acceI)t. 

Madam Speaker, I include in the 
RJ.:COIUJ H. Res. 581 from the 105th Con
gress, the Clinton impeachment in
quiry resolution that contains the 
same minority subpoena powers as this 
resolution. 

Aut,horir.ing and direoting tho Oommitto\"I 
on the ,Tuditia.r}' t,o inv01Jt,igatn whflthcr Mtf
fieient, g1·oum\;i; t~Xl!:'-t. for t,he impoachmont of 
William ,Jeffer!'.on Clinton, Pre~itlenL of the 
United S~.:ttfl~. 

Rl'~nlved. That the Oommitt.ee on the Judi
eh.U'Y, aetins· a::; w. whole or by any euh
eommi t,LM th\"lr\"lof apr,ointod by tho chtdr
man for the pm,:>oMe he1·eof trnd in a.ccord
t1.nco with the ruloe of t,hf'I commitleo. if!. au
thoriu1d and dirt'lcted to inve11tiJ,,t"ate fully a.nrl 
eomplett'lly wht1ther suffici0nt grounds e-xiet 
for t,he Houee of Rt,pl'Ol'lf:ute.t,ivM to ("-J:e1·ciM 
ill" con,.._t,itutional powe1' to iml)l~<tch William 
Jttfforeon Clinton, Pl'O/il.ident of tho Gnitetl 
8tatt:1e of America. The oommittoe ehw.ll re
port to thl'l Houeo nf Repref!.Antativol'I omch 
reJ!.olutione. a:rtiolee of impeachment, or 
othN' rec:ommondationl'I ti.fl: it dfl<~mB propttr. 

SEC. 2. (&) For th\"I purpo1\"I of m-.king ,mch 
invMtig•a.tion, thfl committee ie a.uthorir.ed 
1.,0 roqmro--

(ll by eubpoena. or otherwiM----:-
lA) the att\"lndamoe ttml leet.lmony of any 

per,i;on (includini,: at a taking of"' d\"lpol">ition 
by coun,...ol for tlH~ commiLt,~e); and 

(B) tht'I production of 1moh thingt1; -.n<l. 
(:.I) by int,mTogatory, the furnil'lhing of ,i;uch 

inform..tion; a.e it dMmfl nflcessary to PIUcb 
invMLiia.tion. 

(bl Such auth,wity of the committee may 
be exerei~od 

(J) by tho ehairman and ~he rii.nkinEI, mi
nority member acting jointly, or, if oithAr 
(\i:r:lil10.e t,n cvit. by th(~ othi,r act.ing 11.lorn~, cx
eopt thtl.t, in t,h\"I ov\"lnt i,ithor PIO <kolinel'!-. e\
th<ir ebttll ha.vt'I thn right to refor to thn (1om
mittt11": for decision tho QUOl!\t,ion whothor 
euch AULhnrity l'lha.11 he ::;o t'IIOl'ni.eod a.ml t)w 
committoo .ehAll be com·cned rwomptly to 
rendcJ- that deci/il.ion, or 

(2) hy the committee acting"'"'"' whole or 
by eubet>mmi1.tel"I. 

Subriocnae aml inton·ogat,oriM ,i;o author
izod may bo il',lrnort over the l'!-i~maturo of the 
chairm.:1,n. or rrmkinll minorit~, memher. or 
any member doeiKn&to<!. by eithnr of t,ht'lm, 
a,nd mt1.y btt ~m·vod by any pr:rson de.eittna.ted 
by lhe chairm.:m, or ranking minority mem~ 
bflr, or ii.DY mt1mber dt'l"'itrnAtelt by either of 
thorn. Tho chairm<.m, or ranking minority 
member. ot' any mnmber dm•,ii;no\ted by ei
ther of t,hom (or, with re.epecl to any dopo,.i
tion, answer lo inurrrn~·atory, or aJl'i.do.vit. 
ii.DY pm·.eon authorizod by law to administer 
oathl'I) may ii.dminh1ter oath,.., to any wilnee!'I. 
Fol' tho pnrpm,e"' of thi.e Met.ion. "thingl'I" in
cludee. without limitation, bookf', records. 
corn~.epondenoo. log;c., journal.e, memoran
dums, PcJ.per,:, doeumAntPI, writing.e, tlraw
ingl'I, graph", cha.1·tl'I, photngn1.phl'I. rcproduc
tionJ't, rf!cordingP., tal)t'll'!., tran,i;eripts, print..
oute, data eompilii.tion.e from whieh info:rma
t,ion oan lw 1)htainetl (tranl'llat\"ld ifneeel'l..,ary, 
throutrh dotf:ction deviool'I into re~l">onably 
u"~blo form), t,angibl(~ object:.\, and oth(~r 
t,hings of any kind. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. I 
also include in the RECORD H. Res. 803 
from the 93rd Congress. the Nixon im
veachment inquiry resolution, which 
ah10 contains the same minority sub
poena powers as this resolution. 

Rct10'1:l."d, 'That the Committee on the Judi.
ci~ry, acting as a whole or ty any snb
committfle thereof appointf'd by the chair
man for tho purpoeoe hereof and in accord
ance with tho 1-nkl'I of tho committee, it'I au
thorited ,md dirMted to inv(',etigato fully and 
oomplet,oly whet,hor l'>Ufficitint i:roundl'I oxil'lt, 
fot· the HnuM of H.or,rol'lont::1.Uvet1 to oxordM 
it.e conetitutional pow\"lr to impeach TT.ioha.rd 
M. Nixon, Pre.eident of thfl United States of 
Amfirica. Tho committe\"I f'lhall report to th\"I 
Houl'tl"I of Repre?,enlolil.tives PIUch 1·0Aolutionio:. 
arttolei<. of impoaehmont. or oth,~r rcc
ommonda.tionJ". a~ it dl'JOIDl'I propflr. 

Sec. 2. (a) .For th0 purpol'le of making· p;uch 
lnvt:i<.tigation, the 0ommit.tol'l iPI a.uthoriiod 
t,o 1·equiro--

(l) by subprma or otherwise--
(A) the attendance an,1 t.01Llmon;{ of any 

per.eon tJncluding at a takini· of a depoJ".ition 
by coun::;el for the committee): an<l 

(H) the production of such Lhing1'°; and 
(:JJ by int\"IJTog-i.tory, the furnil"-hing· of .euoh 

information; a:,; it (kemto. m:e1ossary to .eur:h 
invoet.igation. 

(1) Such authority of the committee may 
ht: oxerciklod-

tl) by Uw ch<\irman and th\"I ranking mi
nority mombor acting jointl}', or. if either 
declinfls to ttct. by the othor acting· alon1:1, ex
eopt that, in t,ho ovont \"l]t,ber ,:;o d\"lolinoJ"., ei
t,her l'lba.11 havt~ tho right t,o 1•ofer t,o tho com
ml ttN'J for deoi,ion tho quo;i;tion whetht'lr 
suo..:h authorit,y "'hall be so oxo1·ci.eed and Lhe 
committt~P .ehall be conv1:1ned promptly to 
render that decision; nr 

(2) by the committf,e acLin:; a,- a whole or 
hy 1'!-UbcommitLM. 

Suhpl"lna• an<l. int\"lrroga.torlM /il.O authorized 
may be hurned over th11 /!.ignature of Lhe 
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chaii·man. or nmkini:r minorit,Jt member, or 
any member deii1ignAtNl by "ither of them. 
a.ml may bt1 l"!O!'V()d by any person rlel'lignAt-1~d 
hy the chairman, or ranking· minority mem
ber, or any memhflr dMignatfHl by either of 
them. The chail'man, or ranking minority 
mombttr, or any memhiw del"ignatod by ei
ther of thorn (or, with ro!!-p,,ct to a.ny dopol'li
tion, answer to int•l~r1·01,1·t1.tor:.', 01· arfi.da.vH,, 
any pcr-e-on trnthnrizod by law to i.dminii,tor 
oathfl) may adminisler oathl'I to any witness. 
For the purpo!'!e!'- of thiB section. "thingi!-" in
clude,.,. without limitation. books, records, 
con:ef'.pondenco. log"IJ, journa.11'1, memoran
ifo.mi,, pa.pcr1'. documontl",. wrilini:P"· (lt·aw
ingl'I, p;raph1t, cha.rtl'I, photOflTAI,)h!"., reproduc
Linn"', rt'!00rllin~e.. t.apeP.. tra.ne.1:ript;oi. print
outfl, data compilat,inn;oi frnm which informlil-
tion can bt1 obLa.ined (trane.lat,tal ifner:el!leary, 
throug·h detection deYi(H."IH into rea"om.tbly 
uPJa.blt1 form). tang-ihlc objects. and other 
things of l.l.n}- kind. 

Sec. 3 . .For tho purpose of mo.king such in
Vlil!ltifie.Uon, th•~ committee. u.nd a.ny 11,ub
commHtce tht-1·oof, r;;1.1·e a.uthnrited Lo ttit a.nd 
act. without rogard to clam,e 31 of rule XI of 
1..ht'I Rulet"' nf lhf' Hou11t~ of RepreHcntativeP., 
durin~ the pre:-ent OongrM~ at t"'uch time:-
arid phtce" within 01· wit.houl the Cnit-ed 
StatoPJ, whether the Hou11,e i:c. met1ting. ha" 
rece•irnd. or has adjourned. and t,o hold such 
h1:a.ringl!I. at1 it deeml'I nce(;Mary. 

Bee. 1. Any fund& ma.1lt~ available t,o the 
OommittM on t,h1'J ,Judioiary under Hou,e 
Resolution 702 of the :Sinoty-third Oongre~PJ. 
adopted Xovember 15, 1973, or made a.vaila.ble 
for the purpose hereafter, rnt1.1· lie f'XpenrlNl 
fo1· thn purpoM ofcar1-ying out lhti in1te~t,iga
tion authori,;ed a.n(\ directed by ~hi" rel!lolu
tion. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the ~·entleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. Lu,JAN ), the Assistant 
Speaker. 

Mr. LUJAN. Madam Spea.ker. I rise 
today in support of the resolution on 
the floor. 

We are here today because of the rule 
of law. This resolution. the inquiry. is 
Cong-res3 upholding the oath we 
pleclg·ed to the Constitution. 

We are here because of the President, 
his act.ions, his jeopardizing· our na
tional security for his own political 
gain. 

\Ve are here because we know the 
White House and the President admit
ted that President Trump used the 
power of the Presidency to preRsurn 
and strong·-a.rm the President of a for
eign country for his political gain. He 
called it '·a favor." ·'Do us a favor," he 
said. But it wasn't a favor. It was a co
ordinated attempt to undermine the 
rule oflaw. 

Because of those actions. Congress. is 
compelled to be here to uphold the rule 
of law; to make sure Americans hear 
the truth; to say that no one, not even 
a President, can abuse the system 
without fair and just conse(tnences. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Bpea.ker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia (Mr. Nl:N:t<~R). the distinp;aished 
ranking member of the House Intel
ligence Committee. 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker. we are 
not here to run a show trial in an effort 
to impeach the President of the United 
States. 

It is clear that, since the Democrats 
took control of the House of Represent-

atives. they have always intended to 
transform the Intelligence Committee 
into the impeachment vommittee. 
Every one of their actions, from the 
Rtarr they hire to the Trump con
spiracy theories they investig·ate. their 
willful neglect of our basic overBig-ht 
duties. demonstrate that this has been 
their plan from day one. 

And now this is further confirmed by 
the adoption of these ruleR, which sim
ply give the House approval for the In
telligence Committee Democrats to 
continue pursuing- their bizarre obses
Rion with overturning the results of the 
last Presidential election. 

Nevertheless. after spending- 3 years 
trying to manufacture a crime they 
can attribute to President Trump. they 
have come up empty. 

First, they insisted that the Presi
dent is a Russian agent. Then they 
claimed he is a money launderer and a 
tax cheat and a fraudulent business
man. And now they have decided they 
don't like the way he talks t,o foreign 
leaders. 

But they have no evidence and no ar
gument to support impeachment. All 
they have is the unconditional coopera
tion of the media to advance their pre
posterous nanative. 

I! they had a real case. they wouldn't 
be wasting time spoon-feeding ridicu
lous attacks that include defamation 
and slander on both current and former 
Republican staff of the Intellig•ence 
Committee. 

What v-rn are seeing among Demo
crats on the Intellig•ence Committee 
down in the SCIF right now iR like a 
cult. These are a group of people loy
ally follov.ring their leader as he 
bounces from one outlandish con
spiracy theory to another. 

And the media are the cult followers. 
permanently stationed outside the 
committee spaces. pretending to take 
everything seriously. because they. 
too. support the g-oal of removing the 
President from office. 

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

Mr. COLE. I yield the gentleman 
from California an additional 15 sec
onds to close. 

Mr. NUNES, After today, The House 
Intelligence Cammi ttee ceases to exist. 
Oversight is not beiI1,_g· done, and we 
now have a full-fiedg·ed impeachment 
committee in the basement of the Cap
itol. 

Think about that. America. 
Mr. McGO\l'ERN. Madam Speaker. I 

yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Maryland \Mr. RAsKrn), a distinguished 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker. the 
House impeachment inquiry has dis
t.;OVered a substantial body of evidence 
that the President of the United States 
has violated the Constitution by plac
ing his political interests aliove the in
tefests of the country. thereby putting 
both our democracy and the Nation's 
security in jeopardy. 

In light of this evidence. the House of 
Representittives mnst fully investigate. 

We have sworn a sacred oath to uphold 
and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, for
eign and domestic. We will honor our 
oath by countering all high crimes and 
misdemeanors committed against the 
American people and our Constitution. 

Today's resolution sets the table for 
the next phase of the inquiry. This 
phase includes open hearings, led by 
the Intelli.!~·ence Committee, to allow 
the American people to hear from wit
nesses who have personal knowledge of 
the President·s actions. Relevant mate
rials will then be transferred to the Ju
diciary Committee so we may fulfill 
our solemn and time-honored duty to 
determine whether to recommend Arti
cles of Impeachment, 

The majority has conducted hearings 
up to this point in a scrupulously bi
partisan way. giving professional staff 
counsel for both the majority and the 
minority :precisely equal time to ques
tion witneRseg and equal opportunities 
for members of the majority and the 
minority to question them. too. 

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

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen
tleman from Maryland an additional 20 
seconds. 

Mr. RASKIN. We will afford the 
President all the due process protec
tions that were afforded to his prede
cessors in a similar situation. That, in
cludes the ability to attend hearing·R, 
question witnesses. and submit evi
dence. 

As recently as Friday. the Federal 
courts have reaffirmed that the House 
is the sole judge of impeachment. and 
we set the rules here. These rules are 
fair and strong and \.Vill make sure that 
we can and we will defend the Constitu
tion of the United States. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the .~;entleman from Ohio 
(Mr. J0RDAX), the distinguished rank
ing member of the House Oversight 
Committee. 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, try
ing to put a ribbon on a sham process 
doesn't make it any less of a sham. 
Never forg-et how this whole thing 
started. 

Democrats are trying to impeach the 
President of the United States 13 
months before an election llased on an 
anonymous whistleblower with no 
firsthand knowledge. who has a bias 
against the President and who vwrked 
with Vice President Bi den. 

The Uay after the now famous phone 
call between President Trump and 
President Zelem,ky. the ;;o-called whis
tleblower getR a readout from some
body on that call. writes a memo. In 
the memo, he uses terms like "this call 
was scary ... "frightening'.'' 

But what does he do? He waits 18 
days before he files a complaint. 

And who is the first per;;on he goes to 
see. the first people he goes to see in 
that 18-day timeframe'? Chairman 
SCHIFF''s Btaff. Chairman SCHIFF 0 S staff. 
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Madam Speaker, 435 Members of Con

gress and only one individual. one 
MembtH' of this body, knows who thiR 
person is who started this whole darn 
crazy process: Chairman SCHIFF. 

And what does this resolution do? It 
gives him even more power to run this 
secret proceeding in a bunker in the 
basement of the Capitol. 

D 0945 
This resolution continues the unfair 

and partisan process. Just 2 days ago. 2 
days a.go. vve were prevented from hav
ing' the witness answer our questions in 
one of these depositions. And this reso
lution is going' to give more l)ower to 
the person who made that decision in 
the bunker in the basement of the Cap-
itoL 

We have le;;s than 13 monthR before 
the next election. Americans under
stand that thi::-; iR unfair. Americans 
g:et fairness. They instinctively know 
this is an unfair and partiRan process. 
They ·w111 see how unfair and partisan 
it fa today when the vote happens on 
the floor of this House. We can do a lot 
better than thiR. We can do a lot better 
than this. and the American people s-ee 
through it. 

I urge a "no" vote on this resolution, 
and I thank the gentleman on tlle 
Rules Committee for his work and his 
leadership. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Spes.ker. I 
include in the RECORD a New Yol'k 
Times article entitled ·'Army Officer 
\Vho Heard Trump's Ukraine Call Re
ported. Ooncerns" in which Colonel 
... -'i..lexan<l.er Vind.man. an Army officer 
who was on the ea.11. said, ·'I did not 
thinlc it was proper to demand that a 
foreign government investigate a U.S. 
citizen." and '·This would all under
mine U.S. national security." 
lFrom the New York TimP.:;, October 28. 20Hfl 
ARMY (H-'FICF;u Wno HlURD TRF~lP'S GKHAINE 

0.-'..LL R1,;ponTJ,;D 00KCEHK8 

(By Danny Hakim) 
THE TOP l'KRAlN.E EXPEBT AT 'J'HE WHITE HOFSEJ 

WILL TELL ll\.!PEACHMENT 1.:,;;VESTJGXJ'OHS .HE 
T\\'1(;]:<; Rf<~POHTED CONCERNS ABOFT PHF:sr
DENT TRC~lP'S PlU~SBFHE TACTICS ON 
l"KR.AINE, AUTlNG Ol"l' OF A "SE;NBE OF Dl'T'i.'." 

WARHINGTON~A \\"hite Houge national e.e-
curity official who is a decorated lra(] war 
veteran plan:oo. to tcl1 House impeachm•mt in
ve11t.igt1.tor:oo. on Tueioiday that hi'! heard Pre:si
dent Ttump appet\l to Ukraino':oo. IH'1'11'1id~nt t,o 
tnveH.lig1:1.tc one of hi• leading political ri
va.11'1, a rcquei,t t,he aide (:on11idored Ro dam
,1,ging lo Amerioi:m interests that he rcpor1A1d 
it to a H.UPl'!l'i or. 

Lt. Ool. Alo:x:a.rnlor S. Vindmn.n of 1.ht: 
A1·my. t.ho top Ukraine ex:p{\I't on the Na
tion1\l Soourity Conndl. twlco r1:1gietered in
il~t·trnl objoetiont1 abnut how Mr. Trump and 
hil'I inner cirolo were trl'!atini; Ukraine, out of 
what he calll'ld a ":wnse of llutJr,"' he plan~ to 
tell the inquiry, aocorrling to a dl'iil,ft of his 
n1Jening p;tatement obtained by The New 
YorkTimM. 

He will ho tbt'! fh-1-1t Whito HouM official to 
tci,;tify who lil'ltt'!nod in on tht'! ,July 2.5 t,cle
phono call between Mr. Trump and Pn•:oo.idnnt 
Volod}rmyr Zel,msky of "CJo::ra.ine that ii; at 
the center of the impeaehm~nt inquinr, in 
which Mr. Trump a11ked Mr. ZohmH-ky t,o in
voi,1th-ntte former Vieo Pt'<J!lidenl ,luMJph R. 
Eiden ,Jr. 

·'I did not think lt was proper to demand 
that a foreign go;rt'!rnmcnt invN•,tigatc ,;e U.8. 
oitizcn, and I wap; worrind about, tho implica
tion:; for tbn U.8. govr,rnm<~nt'l'I l'IUl)port of 
Ukraine," Colonel Virntme.n :;airl in hil\. o'!tatl'!
rnent. ''I realized that if Ukraine pu:r"'ued an 
inveo'!tigatinn into the Hirloni; lil-nd Burip,ma it, 
would likely ho interpreted a11 a J:nl'lil'!a,n 
pla.y which would urn\oubtcdly r1:11mlt in 
"Ckra.ine lol\.ing t,he bipartisan support it has 
thut1 far maint.a.ino<L" 

Buriema Hnlrlinge ito. cm energy company on 
whose hoard Mr. Hiden'g son served while his 
fa.ther w•~ vice pre~ident. 

''Thi& would all untlermin~ U.S. national 
t"-ecurity." Cnlonol Vindma.n ti.(i(kd. rdening 
to ~r. Trump·,, commente. in tho ca.ll. 

The colonel. a Ukrainian-American immi~ 
irant who 1·ocoivcd a Pnrplo Hoa.rt after 
being wounded in lra.q by a roadside bomb 
and whol'le et.akm<'nt ii, full of r·oforoncee to 
duty an<l p;:~triotit1m, could be a more dif
ficult witne,:;s to Uil'<.miM than htf:-1 c:ivilian 
oounto1·l)artl'I. 

"l am a patriot." Colonel Vindman plane\ 
to tell the invet1tiRatorJ1<., "and i~ is my sa
cted duty and honor to <vh•a.nce and (lofond 
our country il't'e~pectivc of rx,,rty or 1)0Ji
Uct1 ... 

Ho W.:l.s to bo interviewed priva.tel;,· on 
Tuo11day by the HouM Intolligonoe, Foreign 
Affairs arn.1 Overl'light and Refonn Commit
t,ee!I, in defiance of a White Houto.t~ odict, not 
t,o eoopor;:\tc wit,h the imJ)oa.ehmont inquiry. 

The oolonel. who il'I roprMf•ntl'ld by Mioha!'!l 
Volkov. a former federal proMoutor. declined 
to commont for thii,1 art.iole. 

In hil'I tel'ltimony, Colonel Vindma.n phmp, 
t.u MY t,hat. he is not t,l:w whi•tle-blowor "'ho 
initially l'l'!ported Mr. Trump·~ prel'l1mr1~ cam
paign on Ukraino. But he will proYidt'! an ac
count that corrohoratl'IP. and f\t'!f1.}rni,,1. out cru
cial eloment,l'J in tbat compla.int, which 
promptttd DttmocratPJ to opPn thoir im-poach
mont inveAti~ation. 

"f did convPy cortain concorn~ internally 
to national l'lficurity officia.lf'. in aocordanco 
wl th my 1ii~eadet1 of l'!xperiflnee and training. 
sonse of duty, and obligation to o:perate 
within the chai.n of command," he -plane to 
say. 

He will te,.,tify th~1t he wa.tchn11 wilh alarm 
ag "outside influnncen1" bega..n puto.hini:; a 
''falMi nanati.ve .. about l:krainl'I that was 
countt'r to the consensus view of American 
national io.eeurity officials. and harmful to 
Unitnd Stat,cPJ inierc&t,PJ. According to docu
mont!'I rcviuwod b::i1 The Tim1~1,1 on th\• eve of 
hill congretieional t,Mt-imony. Colonel 
Vim!man wae cononrnt'!d ~,._ h~ discovered 
that RtvlohJb W. Giuliani, th<, president's 
pe:rl'lonal Jawynr, was ll'lu.ding an effort to 
prod Kiov to invel'!-tigatfl Mr. Bidfln'11 son. and 
to discnirlit effort.II to in;rei,1tigate Mr, 
Trum1-1'" former campaign chairman. Paul 
:.iana.fort,. and his buPJinoM dealings in 
Ukrnino. 

Hil'I account PJtrongly suggel'ltl'J that he may 
have been among tht~ aides the whistlfl-blow
er referred to in his coml)le.int when he wrote 
that White Hou.PJo officiull'I hat\ recountt~t1. the 
con\'eri,ation bot,woen Mr. Trump and Mr. 
Zok:n11ky to him. and ·'were ,foeply UJ,;turbotl 
by what had tran,-:pire(l in lhe :Dhone call.'. 

Onlnnol Vindman did not interact directly 
with the pre,:;idtmL hut.. Wal'!, pte!lent for· a M

ries of convcr:o.alinn,:; t,ha.t ehod light on hi11 
preMurti campaign on Ukraine. 

H11 will alp,o te11tify that hl'I confronted Gor
flon D. Bondland, the United States am1Jas
S<td01· to the European Union, the day thi; 
i;nvoy !lpokt: in a Whit,o Hou110 mMt,ini,:.· with 
"Ckrainian officia.ll'I about "lJkru.ino ,1eliv
(Win~ l'lpncifin invel'lt,igationl'!- in order t,o se
cure tho mooting with tho pr-0t1ident. ·· 

Even al'I hf\ expro11PJed a.lo.rm about lhfl pt·o&
,:;m'e ca.mpa.iH:n. tht~ colon"] and ot,hcr offi
cials worked to keep t.h~ United Sl-at.eR rnla-

t,ionl'lhip with Ukraine on t1·ack. At the tlirec
tion ofhit1 ..,upnrior·!'I at the ;'i'ationa.l 8eourity 
Oounoil, inclu<lin!r ,John R Bolton, thnn thl'l 
11atinnal Recurit,y a.dyiei,e1·. Onlon<~l Vindmau 
drafted a memorandum in mirl-Augu11t that 
:oo.ought to rest.art 11eourity aid that was being 
withhflld from Ukraine, hut Mr. Truml) rl'!
fused to 11ip;n it, a,ccording to document,11 1·e
viewed by tho Timeti>. And he 1lra.flNl ct letter 
in May cnngratnlaling Mr. Zelon111'q: on hir,. 
ina.u.gurM,i.on, hut ".\1r. Trump ,lid not sign 
that, oithcr. acco1·ding t.o t,hc documcntl'I. 

Onlonel Vinrlman was concflrned artor he 
learned that the White Hou:;e budget offioe 
ha.d Laken th1' unusual lltop of wit.hholdin~ 
the S391 million packago of security aRsist
anrn-, for Ukra.ine that hu.d b1~on tJ.pproYO<l by 
CongTeM. At leal'lt on1: ptoviout1 witnl'll'll'I ha:oo. 
rn,.tific!l th•t• Mr. Trump (lireete<l that, the 
aid be fl'O.Il'IU unt,il ho could ,.\~ou1·1'l a commit
ment from Mr. Zt'!lenl'lky to announce an in
Yl'lfltlg·atiun of the Birlene. 

While Colond Vindman'e concerns Wl'lre 
.eharod by a numher of other officials, some 
of whom have already testified. he was in it 
uni(IU(: pot1ition. BocauM he emim·al,ed fnim 
l:kra.ine along wit,h hi:oo. famlly when ho wal'I 
a child nnd il'I fluent in Ukrainian and Ruf\
!'l)a.n. Ukrainian officialR /'\ought advice from 
him about how to rl!'!al with Mr. Giuliani, 
thou~h they typically oommunicat<id in 
Englh1h. 

On two or:ea.,.ion~, t,hc onlon1~l brought hil!> 
conol'lrnti> to ,John A. Eisenberrcr. tho top law
~'or .:i,t the :!\ational Seeurity Council. The 
firr1t came on ,July 10. That flay, Mnior 
American official?- mol with :oo.ouior "Gk:rain
ian officie.lp,, at the White Hous.e, in a stormy 
meeting in which Mr. Bolton il'l ~a.id Lo have 
had a tenl'IO exchange wit,h ~1r. Sondland 
after the arnbassarlor raised the matter of in
voM,i~:Jtion/". he \f.\ntod l:kJ'aino to under
take. That m,iot,in,I!.' bal'I bt:nn det1cdbNl in 
p1·cvinus testimony ln th1~ impoa.ehmont in
qnir}' . 

At a. rlnbriefing: h\tor that day at,tr~nded by 
the colomil. Mr, Sandland again Ul'ged 
Ckrainian offici:.\le to hell) with invePJtiga
tions into ::'dr. Trump'11 political rivalPI. 

''Amha•l'laclor 8ondlan<l omrihaf.i.xed the im
:rort.a.nco that Ukraino deli;rer tho inve!'ltiga
t,iom~ into the 2.)11:l t1ll'lction. t,hn Birlent1 ~n<l 
Buriema, ., Colonel Virnlman eaid in hi:; flraft 
:oo.tatement. 

'·I l"-tatod to Ambasf!<tdor Sondla.nd thM, his 
st.atemcnt,s w"1·0 inappropriate'' an<l t,ha.t, the 
''l'€'flUMt to inveet,igate Bidl'ln and biPI son 
hall nothing to do with national ,security, 
and that 11uch inveet.igationl'I weni not some
thing the XS,C. ·was .going to get involved in 
or pUPJh.'' htl added. 

The colonfll'• account echoed the testi
mony of Fiona Hill, one of hi,. PIU'L)t'!rim:-,,;, who 
bafl. pMvioui,,1.Jy t,ol'ltirind hebind (:loi:\t'!d dom'!'I 
tha.t, l'lhe and Mr. Bolton were angornd by ef
forts to polit-icizn the interaction11 with 
"Ckrainf'. 

Thl'I uolonel said t,hat aft.er hie confronta.
tion with Mr. Samtla.nd. •·Dr. Hill then en
tered the room an!l as,;ert.ed to Amhaeeador 
8ondlan(l that hip, sk'ttement,; were ine.ppro
l11'ia.t.e.·· 

M~. Hill. tho formur 1",Cnior diref,t,{W for Eu
ropl'la.n and 1-1.ueeia.n a.ffai.tl'I, also re-p01·tt:d the 
ind,tcnt t,o ML Eii,onbor~. 

'1110 colonel wont to Mr, Ei:oo.enberg a ooul)le 
or weeks later, after the l)l'Milleut·11 cull with 
Mr. ZfllenPJky. Thie timt., the colonel wa:,,. ac
companied by hi• i<lentical twin brothor. 
Yevgeny. who i~ a lawyer on Uw ~o.tiona.l 
Security Council. 

The picture paintf"d by Colonel Vindman's 
tt'!etimony has betm flr:hoed by several other 
senior offioiall'<.. including William B. Ta}r]or 
Jr .. the t,op Amcric,m diplomat in Uk1·atne, 
who te11tified la.&t, wet:k Lh;;it multiple ,:;enior 
administ,rnlion offieiall'l httd told him tktt 
t,be president hlocked ReeuriLY aid Lo 
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Lkrainc and would not mtiet with l\1r. 
Zdent1ky until he puhlicly pledgf!d to im'tie;
t,ip:•to :\fr. Trump'!'l political rival..,, 

Whilfl tho White HouM ha!!! urgttd witm,e,i:ee 
!'lubpoonaed by Oongrel!!e not to participate in 
the imp11aehment, inquiry. failing Lo compl:1t 
with a congro1u~ional eubpoena. would be a 
rieky cat·em- move for a.n a.diVtHllltl,' mili
t.Ary offiet:r. 

Ae tnngione; grew over Ukraine poliey, t1v, 
\Vhite HouM appearf'. to have frozen out, Oolo
nfll Vindmlil.n. Since P.arly Aug·ul'!-t, he has 
been ttxcluded from a numlier or 1·eleva .. nt 
meetinp:1!! tmd ovente, inehHling a diplomatic 
trip t,o tht·tie uountrie• under his purviow: 
Ukr,:1.ino. Moldova and lfolat·ue. 

Oolond Vimlman Mill hi' hliiLli reported cnn
CP.rns up his chain of command bec;,1,mie ho 
believed he Wfl.1' oblii;rated to do 1:m. 

··on ma.ny occ•"ioni, I ha.H! bMn told. I 
1'hould expri~ita my view1' t1.nd J:1,hat·e rn;v con
corn• with my cha.in of command &nd proper 
rmthnritiN1," he said. "I beli.1•vc that any 
good military officnr l!lhould and would do 
the same. thus providing hil" or her best ad
vice to lea(terf.hip." 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madan1 Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the g'entleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN), the ma
jority whip, 

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding· me 
the time. 

Over the last month, the impeach
ment inquiry has built a powerful body 
of evidence around President Trump'fo 
call with Prm-1ident Zelensky of 
Ukraine when he told a foreign leader, 
"I'd like you to do us a favor, though.'' 
We have learned so much about that 
call and thing·s that followed it because 
some dedicated public servants ha.ve 
demom1trated patriotism to this great 
country by coming forward and testi
fyinR and giving: us the information .as 
they know it. 

TheRe brave :patriots, career dip
loma.tR, have been called "radical 
unelected bureaucrats.'' They have 
been called that by a g:roup of people 
who Thomas Paine would ca.11 summer 
soldiers and sunshine patriots. He 
warned us that these people wilL in a 
"crisis. shrink from the service of their 
country: but he that stands by it now, 
deserves the love and thanks of man 
and woman. Tyranny, like hell, is not 
easily conquered: yet we have this con
solation with us, that the harder the 
conflict, the more glorious the tri
umph. --

We are here today because brave. 
dedicated public servants and patriots 
are standing up for their country. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BURDESS), my good friend and fel
low member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. Yes
terday the Rules Committee reported 
an impeachment resolution that was 
hastily drafted without Republican 
input with just 24 hours' notice for re
view. Last night we offered, on the Re
publican side. 17 amendments. 
Unsurprisingly, none were adopted. 

Despite assurances tha.t all Members 
will have access to materials sup
:porting: the Articles of Impeachment, 
to date, Chairman SCHIFF has ignored 

72 bipartisan requeRts to view Ambas
sador Volker'R transcript, but pursuant 
to rule XI, clause 2(e)(2), committee 
records are the property of the House. 
and thus, Members of the House should 
have a.ccess. 

Last night at the Rules Committee, 
it was Btated that perhaps Republicans 
were not requesting the information at 
the ri~:ht time, so we have to ask: 
When iR the right time to ask to view 
our own House records? Republicans re
quested an authorizing vote, and now 
we will have one. However, this proceRR 
has not been open and transparent, and 
it diverts from precedent set in the two 
most recent Presidential impeachment 
investigations. As a result, this inves
tigation will be conducted with no mi
nority input. 

A Presidential impeachment inves
tigation is a national trauma. All 
Members must take this constitu
tionally vested power Beriously, and 
Americans deserve to be represented in 
this process. lJnfortuna.tely. neither se
rious nor equal consideration, nor full 
access to recordf.; appear to be a cri
teria under which the Democrats are 
willing to conduct this investigation. 
That is a shame. and it renders this 
process a sham. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania (Ms. SCANLON), a 
distinguished member of the Rules 
Committee. 

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, I 
take no joy in contemplating- the im
peachment of a President because, in 
contemplating it. we must acknowl
edge a threat to our Constitution and 
the values that bind us not only as 
Members of CongTess but as Americans. 

We have triecf to work within tradi
tional means to get to the bottom of 
serious allegations of misconduct so 
that we can deliver the truth to the 
American people. CommitteeR have 
Galled witnesses and requested evi
dence, only to be stonewalled. The 
President's defenders have tried to dis
tract the American people 1Jy falsely 
claimin,g:· to have been exclmled from 
the investig-ation while their stunts 
and Rmears have hindered the constitu
tional process. 

This resolution outlines ground rules 
for the House as we move forward, 
granting the same or greater due proc
ess rights to the President and the mi
nority as they themselves drafted when 
they were in the majority. We will 
have open hearings. They can question 
witnesses. They can propose subpoenaA. 
They can present evidence. 

I am proud to sponsor this resolution. 
Our ConRtitution requires it, and our 
democracy depends on it. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the g'entleman from Geor
gia (Mr. COLLINS). my g-ood friend and 
distinguished Republican ranking 
member of the House Judiciary Com
mittee. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, no matter what is said by the 
other side today, this is a dark day, 

and a cloud has fallen on this House. It 
has been fa.Hing for 10 months, and it is 
showing: itself today. 

\Vhat we are seeing is this: If the gen
tleman, who is a friend of mine from 
the Rules Committee. would actually 
have wanted to talk about whether 
these are the same rules as Clinton and 
Nixon, then we vrnuld have had a much 
longer period of debate. because he 
knows and I know it is not. There are 
similarities-.">ome better, some not
but they are not the same. Let's get 
that out of the way Orst, 

The problem I am having here is the 
resolution before us today iB not about 
transpa.re1wy; it is about control. It is 
not about fairness; it is about winnin,g. 
It isn't about follmving the facts. This 
resolution is about delivering results. 
You know how I lcnow this? Because 
the resolution gives no proper way for 
how these abilities or transferring of 
documents from the Intelligence Com
mittee to the ,Judiciary Committee 
will happen. It doesn't even give a 
time!rame. 

~.\nd I have heard a lot of discussion 
today about maybe we didn't know how 
to properly ask last night in Rules 
Committee. I guarantee you, my staff 
and I know how to properly use rule XI 
2( e) to ask for information. and we 
were told yesterday by one of the com
mittees that we couldn't have accesR to 
that because the Parliamentarian said 
we couldn't. That is just false. It needs 
to stop. 

This House is developing and shred
ding procedures every <lay. And if Mem
bers on the minority or the majority 
cannot have the rig·hts that they are 
given, then we are in a. sa.U situation. 

And, in fact, in the haste to put this 
together they didn't even exempt. as 
was done in Clinton and Nixon. the rule 
XI 2(e). They didn't exempt it out. 
Even in those two impeachments, it 
was known that maybe we don't let 
every Member come see this while this 
is going on. We didn't even exempt it 
during this time. We were so hurried to 
impeach this President. we don't really 
give a darn about the rules. 

But here is my bigg·est concern: As 
ranking member of the Judiciary Com
mittee. I have a question. We have been 
here 200-plus years as a committee, and 
our committee has been neutered. Our 
committee who handles impeach
ment-we are the reason in that com
n1ittee; that is our juriRd.iction-we 
have been completely sidelined. Our 
chairman and others have been side
lined. so I have been sidelined. It is so 
bad that they had to have the Rules 
Committee write the Presidential due 
process and give it to UR. This iR not 
right. 

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 
an additional 15 seconds to the gen
tleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker. I do not know what happened 
to our committee. but we still ex.fat. 
Due process only kiclrn in at Judiciary 
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for the President. It does not kick in in 
the closed-door, secret hearings of 
ADAM 8CHIFP. ThiR iR a travesty. 

No one shoulU vote for this. This i;; a 
sad day. The curtain is coming down on 
this Eom~e because the majority has no 
idea about vrocess and procedure. They 
are simply after a President. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. I 
g·et it. My friends on the other side of 
the aisle want to talk about process. 
proce~s. tiroce&"L but it is interesting
that not one of them wants to talk 
about the President's conduct and 
that speaks volumes. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. HAS
TIN08), another distinguished member 
of the RulBB Committee. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Madam Spealcer, I 
thank Ranking Member COLE for the 
manner in which you all are shep
herdi:Q.g- us through this difficult proc
esR. 

Ma.Jam Speaker, it i8 time for the 
American people to see how the admin
istration put our national security on 
the auction block in exchange for po
litical ravorf'>. 

At the heart of this scandal is the 
White House's decision to slam the 
brakes on nearly $400 million of mili
ta.ry aid for Ukraine. military aid for a 
vital tiartner. military aid that was 
deatierately needed to beat back Rus
sian ag.gTession, military aid that was 
key to our own national security and 
essential in keeping an adversary at 
bay. 

We know what our Ukrainian friends 
thoug'ht about this. They were horli
fied. The facts are clear. Our top na
tional security experts viewed it as a 
grave and dangerous mistake. And as 
we have seen time and time ag•a.in from 
the Trump administration, this deci
sion played riKht into Vladimir Putin's 
hands. 

The SPEAKER pro temtiore. The 
time of the gentleman ha8 extiired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield an additional 20 Heconds to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HAs
'l'IKGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
support tiushing ahead with thi8 in
quiry because I swore an oath to defend 
the Constitution a~rainst America's en
emies. The America.n people deserve 
the fact8 about how this abuse of power 
betrayed our national security and put 
our country at risk. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, before I 
proceed, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume to quickly respond to my 
friend. Mr. McGOVERN. 

We are debating tirocess here because 
that is what this is. This is a tirocess 
resolution to impeach the President of 
the United States. You didn't a.ccetit a 
single amendment last night. You 
ditln't confer with UR when you did it, 
BO that is why we are talking process. 
It is an unfair tiroces~. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
t,he gentlewoman from Arizona (Mrs. 
LESKO). my g-ood friend and fellow 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mrs. LESKO. Madam Stieaker, I 
thank Representative COLE for yield
in_g·_ 

This impeachment process is a total 
sham. This resolution. which seeks to 
legitimize it, misleads the American 
public. Section 2 of this bill is titled, 
''The Open and Transparent Investiga
tive Proceedings by the Permanent Se
lect Committee on Intelligence." but 
the process set forth in this resolution 
is far from open and far from trans
parent. In fad. it is the exact O:D:DOBite. 

The resolution continues the cloBed
door meetinRs that blocks entry to 
Members of Congress and l)rohibits the 
President's due process rig-hts. And it 
merely authorizes. but does not re
quire. Chairman SCHIFF to make tran
scripts public. 

Last night Republicans offered 17 
amendments to add some fairness into 
the process, but Democrats rejected 
them all. 

I had an amendment to ensure minor
ity witnesses could call an equal num
ber of witne8ses as the majority. Demo
crats said no. 

I had an amendment to require the 
Intel chairman to turn over excul
patory materials to the Judiciary Com
mittee. Democrats shot it down. 

I had an amendment to give ranking 
members the same authority as the 
chairman to submit materials to the 
Judiciary Committee. Democrats re
jected that, too. 

The process set forth by this reRolu
tion violates ba..sic standa,rd8 of fair
nes1:1. 

I urge opposition to this resolution. 
Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. I 

yield myself 10 second8. 
The g-entlewoman wants to talk 

about a sham process: let's talk about 
a sham tirocesR. 

Instead of reRl)ecting the consti tu
tional authority of the House of Rep
resentatives. the White House has ob
structed our investig-ation, ignored our 
duly authorized subpoenas, withheld 
key tlocuments, tirevented. witnesses 
from testifying, and intimidated wit
nesses. They have tried to Uistiarag·e 
Members of Congress who are trying to 
fulfill their responsibilities under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Article I of the Constitution g'ives 
the House the right to investigate the 
President. and we are taking' our re
spon8ibility seriouRly. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
JEFFR.ms). the chairman of the Demo
cratic Caucus. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Madam Speaker. the 
House impeachment inquiry is about 
abuse of power. It is about betra.yaL It 
is about corruption. It is a.bout na~ 
tional security. It is about the under
mining of our elections. It is about de
fending· our democracy for the tieople. 

The House is a eetiarate and coequal 
branch of government. We Uon·t work 
for thiR President or any President. We 
work for the American tieotile. We have 
a constitutional restionsibility to serve 
as a check and bala.nce on an out-of~ 

control executive branch. Our job is to 
ask difficult questions on behalf of the 
American people. 

What we are doing right here is eon
sistent with the wordR of James Madi
son who, in Federalist 51, said the 
House should be a rival to the execu
tive br1tnch. Why did Mattison use the 
word ''rival"? The Founders didn't 
want a king. They didn't want a dic
tator. They didn't want a monarch. 
They wantet1. a democracy, and that i8 
exactly what we are defending right 
now. No one is above the law. 

D 1000 
Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentlewoman from Wy
oming· (Ms. CHFJKEY), my good friend, 
the disting-uished Conference chair for 
the Republican Party. 

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker. I 
thank our Republican leader of the 
Rules Committee for yiehling- to me. 

Madam Speaker, we have heard a lot 
this morning· alreo,dy. a desire. a des
tieration almost. on the tiart of my col
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
that the Nation take this body seri
ously. They need to start acting like 
they take themselveH seriously. Madam 
Speaker. 

V:/hen we are here g-athel'ed. dis
cussing this most grave and solemn ob
ligation we have. addressing impeach
ment, we know. Madam Speaker, what 
a seriou8 tiroceRs would look like. We 
have seen it before. We have Reen Mem
l)ers on both sides of this aisle in the 
l)ast when we have been eng-aged in the 
impeachment of a President act in a 
wa,y that is serious, reflects the dignity 
of this body. and reflects the impor
tance of the Constitution. That is the 
opposite, Madam Speaker. of what we 
have seen so far. 

No matter what my colleagues say 
about this legislation, no mi.tter what 
my colleagues say about the proce~s 
they have been eng·ag-ed in to !late, it is 
absolutely the case that it has been a 
secret tiroces~ that ha8 denied rights to 
the minority, that has involved leaking
selectively things that the majority 
would like to have leaked, in which 
rights have absolutely been denied. and 
they cannot fix that. They cannot fix 
what has been a tainted record and a 
tainted tiroceRs by now suddenly pre
tending they are operling- it up. 

Madam 8:tieaker, let me say one other 
thing. Every time I hear my colleagues 
on the other 8ide of the aisle talk 
about effort8 to somehow undermine 
national security for l)0li ti cal gain, I 
can·t help but think aliout what they 
are doing precisely this morning. 

When we are facing the threats we 
are facing as a Nation. my colleagues 
on the other side of the a.isle-Speaker 
PELOSI, Chairman SCHIFF' and otherH,
take what is arguably the single most 
important national security eommittee 
in this body, the House Intellig-ence 
Committee. and they tell the Hmrne In
tellig•ence Committee: Turn away from 
those threats. Do not foeus on over
sight. Do not focus on the challenges 
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we face. Instead. we are going to con
sume you in a political. pa.rti~an :proc
ess to impeach the PreRident of the 
United States. 

Madam Speaker. my colleagues on 
the Democratic side of the a.i3le will be 
held accountable by history for what 
they are doing. 

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 
an additional 15 seconds to the gentle
woman. 

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker. they 
·will be held accountable by history for 
what they are doing. They have abso
lutely no right to talk about threats to 
this Nation if they are diverting the 
full attention, reRources, and focus of 
the House Intelligence Committee onto 
a sham political :process run by Chair
man SCHIFF and Speaker PEL0SL 

Madam Speaker, I urJ:;-e my col
leagues to oppose this resolution. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. SHALALAJ. a distin
guished member of the Rules Com
mittee. 

Ms. SHALALA. Madam Speaker. hav
ing· been through this before, I know 
how painful impeachment investiga
tiom, can be. I also know that I am not 
alone in saying that supporting this 
continuing· inquiry is not a decision 
that any ofns makes lightly. 

None of us ever hoped to consider in
vestijil;ating· our own President for com
promising our national security and 
obstructing· justiue. Regardless of polit
ical ideology, we all understand our 
com1titutional duty. 

It is with profound sadness and dis
appointment that we have to continue 
this investigation. The accusations the 
House is investigating _e;o straig•ht to 
the heart of our Constitution. 

Our Constitution endows us with not 
only the authority but also the duty to 
hold our colleag·ue3 in the Federal Gov
ernment accountable if they fail to act 
in the best interest of our Nation. I 
don't. think anyone here believes that 
domestic :politic:::i. should interfere with 
foreig11 policy. 

I hope vrn will all vote to continue 
this investigation simply so that we 
can be clear on all the factH. More than 
anything. I am confident that all of us 
possess a capacity for fairness and a 
commitment to cloin,.g what is right for 
the country we love. · 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BRADY). my good friend, the dis
tingui8hed Republican ranking- member 
on the House Ways and Means Com
mittee. 

Mr. BRADY. Madam Speaker. the im
peaohment and removal of the Presi
dent is a serious matter. At its heart, 
it lets a small, partisan group in Wa.sh
ington overturn the will of the entire 
American people. 

Above all, Americans believe in fair
ness and. when ac<.:used, the right to 
due proces:-;. This sham impeachment 
offers neither. 

It is secret. It is _partiHan. It is being: 
condu<.:ted behind closed doors to hide 
information from the American people. 
all with one goal in mind: take down 
President Trump by any means nec
esHary. 

I will not leg•itimize this unprece
dented and unfair charade with this 
vote today. 

sveaker PELOSI and Chairman SCHIFF 
long ago abandoned the due :process 
and fairneRs that was guaranteed dur
ing the Clinton impeachment. I know 
because I was here in Congress for it. 

There is simply no cause !or tllis im
peachment inquiry-none. It is shame
ful to create a constitutional crisis for 
purely partisan reasons. 

Mr. MCGO\'ERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SCHIFF), the distin
g-uiRhecl chairman of the Permanent Se
lect Commit.tee on Intellig;ence. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Madam Speaker, I rige 
in strong- support of H. Res. 660. 

I rise in strong· support, but I do not 
take any pleasure in the events that 
have made this process neceBsary. I 
rise in strong support of the resolution. 
but I do so with an understanding that 
the task before us is a solemn one. 

How each Member of this Chamber 
approaches the vote this morning'. and 
the days and weeks ahead. may he the 
most im:Dortant servil:e as Members of 
Congress we \Vill ever pay to the coun
try and Constitution that we all love 
and have :pledged to defend. 

For the l)ast several weeks. the Intel
ligence Committee, the OYersight and 
Reform Committee. and the Foreign 
Affairs Committee have engaged in an 
intensive investigation. That work. 
which has Ueen conducted with equal 
opportunities for both partie3 to ques
tion witnesses, has aclded a great deal 
to our understanding of the Presi<.1ent's 
conduct, as evident in the July 25 call 
record and the events that both pre
ceded and !allowed that call. 

That work has necessarily occurred 
behind closed doors because we have 
had the task of .rinding the fact8 our
selves, without the benefit of the inves
tig·ation that the Justice Department 
declined. to undertake. 

Despite attempts to obstruct. we 
have intervieweU numerous witnesses 
who have provided important testi
mony about the efforts to gecure polit
ical fa.vars from Ukraine, We have re
viewed text messages among key play
ers which show how securing- political 
investigations was placed at the fore
front or our foreign policy toward 
Ukraine. 

This resolution sets the stag·e for the 
next pha.se of our investi.Kati0n, one in 
whiah the American people will have 
the opl)ortun1ty to hear from the wit
nesses firsthand. 

We will continue to conduct this in
quiry •with the seriommess of purpose 
that our task deserve:_;:;. because it is 
our duty and because no one is above 
the law. 

Madam Speaker, I urge passage of 
the resolution. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 1 
minute to thB gentleman from Texa.s 
(Mr. BABIXL my .2:ood friend. 

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker. what 
began 'With a rallying cry of. "We are 
going to impear::h the ·ex:Dletive de
leted.· -- to a crowd of liberal activists 
and young children by my colleague 
from Mir::higan on the very first clay of 
this new Congress is now the major
ity's flag·ship initiative. What a shame. 
and what a waste of time in the peo
ple's House. 

In my view, our President was doinR 
his job, ensuring that if taxl)ayer dol-:.. 
lars from my constituents R.nd yours 
were going to the other side of the 
world. that it would be paired with a 
commitment to crack down on corrup
tion at all levels, no matt.er who some
one·s daddy is or what their political 
ambitions are. 

I think we all know that this wag in
evitable. From the moment Donald J, 
Trump was elected, the endg of harasR
ment and impear::hment have just been 
waiting; for the means, and they think 
that they have found them. They are 
wrong. 

There iR, however. one small measure 
we can take as one House to bring- a 
shred of dignity to thege dis~;raceful 
proceeding~. I can stand and be count
ed. We can stand and be counted, one 
by one, and announce our •·yea'' or 
"nay" with a vote by a call of the roll. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from California (1\18. PELosn, the 
Speaker of the House. 

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the g·entleman for yielding. 

I want. to begin my remarks with 
some of the most beautiful words in 
our country's history: ''We the people 
of the United States. in order to form 
a more perfect union, establi8h justice, 
ensure domestic tranquility. provide 
for the common defense. promote the 
general welfare, and secure the bless
ings of liberty to ourgelves and our 1)08-

terity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution of the United States of 
America ... 

It goes on immecliA.tely to establish 
Article I, the le~;islative branch: Arti
cle IL the executive branch: Article III, 
the judiciary-the Kenius of the Con
Rtitution. a separation of power8, three 
coequal branches of g·overnment to be a 
check and balance on ea,ch other. 

It is to that that we take the oath of 
office. We gather here on that opening· 
day with our families gathered around 
to proudly raise our hand to protect 
and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. And that is exactly 
what we are doing today. 

Sadly, this is not. any cause for any 
glee or comfort. This is something that 
is very solemn, that is something· pray
erful, and that we had to gather 80 

much information to take us to this 
next step. 

Again, thi8 is a solemn ocGasion. No
bod;:. I doubt anybody in thi8 place or 
a.nylmdy that you know, who comes to 
Congress to take the oath of offiue 
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comes to CongreRs to imJ;)each the 
President of the United States unless 
his actions are jeopardizing our hon
oring our oath of office. 

I am grateful to our committee 
chairs for all the careful and thought
ful investigation they have been doing 
i.B this inquiry has l)I'Oceeded. 

Today. the Honse takes the next step 
forward, as we establish the procedures 
for open hearings conducted by the 
House Intelligence Committee so that 
the pu!Jlic can see the facts for them
selves. 

This resolution ensures tram,
parency. advandng the public clisdo
sure of deposition transcripts, and out
lining the proc€1dure for the transfer of 
evidence to the Judiciary Committee 
to use in itB proceeding'R. 

It erntbles ef!ect1ve public hearings, 
setting out :procedureA for the ques
tioning of witnesseA, and continuing 
the precedent of giving the minority 
the Rame rig'hts in questioning wit
nesses as the majority, which has been 
true at every Ate:D of this inquiry, de
spite what you might hear fomenting 
there. 

It :orovi<.leR the President and his 
counsel opportunities to participate, 
including :oreAenting his case, submit
ting requests: for testimony, attending 
hearings, raising objections to testi
mony g·iven, cross-examin:ing wit
nesses, and more. 

Contrary to what you may have 
heard today. we give more opportunity 
to his caRe than was g·iven to other 
Presidents before. 

Madam Speaker. I thank Chairman 
SCHIFF for making that point so clear
ly. 

These actions-this :orocess. these 
open hearings. seeking· the truth and 
ma.king it available to the American 
people-will inform Congress on the 
very difficult decisions we will have to 
make in the future as to whether to 
impeach the President. 

That decision has not been made. 
That is \Yhat the inquiry will inves
tigate. Then. we can make the decision 
based on the truth. I don·t know why 
the Republicans are afraid of the truth, 

Every Member should support allow
ing- the American people to hear the 
facts for themselves.. That is really 
what thiR vote is about. It is about the 
truth. 

What is at stake? What is at stake in 
all of this is nothing less than our de
mocrai:;y. 

Madam Chair, I proudly stand next to 
the flag, and I thank the gentleman 
from New York for providing it for us. 
So many have foug:ht and died for this 
Dag, which stands for our democracy. 

\Vhen Benjamin Franklin came out of 
Independence Hall-you have heard 
this over and over-on September 17, 
1787. the da.y our Constitution was 
adopted, :oeople sa:id to him: '·Dr. 
Franklin, what do we have. a mon
archy or a republic?'' As you know, he 
said: "A republic, if you can keep it .. , 
If we can keep it. 

This Constitution iR the blueprint for 
our Republic and not a monarchy. 

□ 1015 
But when we have a Presjdent who 

says Article II Rays "I can do whatever 
I want:' that is in defiance of the sepa
ration of powers. That is not what our 
Comc;titution says. 

What 1~ at stake? Our democracy. 
What are we .f"lg-htin~: for? Defending 

our democracy for the peo:ole. 
In the early dayR o! our Revolution. 

Thomas Paine Ha.id, "The times have 
found us." The times found our Found
ers to t1eclare independence from a 
monarchy, to fight a war of independ
ence, to win, to write our founding doc
uments-and, thank God, they made 
them amendable so that we can always. 
be expanillng· freedom. 

Arnl the genius-again. the genius-of 
that ConRtitution was the separation o! 
powers. Any usurping· of that power is 
a violation of our oath of o!:Ooe. 

So, proudly, we all raised our hand to 
protect, defend. and support the Con
stitution of the United States. That is 
what this vote is about. 

Today. we think the times found our 
Founders. The times have found others 
in the course of our history to protect 
our democracy and to keep our country 
united. 

The times have found each and every 
one of UR in thiR room-and in our 
country-to pay attention to how we 
protect and defend the Constitution of 
the United States: honoring the vision 
of our Founders who declared inde:oend
ence from a monarch and eRtablished a 
country contrary to that principle; 
honoring the men and women in uni
form who fight for our fiaK, for our 
freedom. a.nd for our democracy; and 
honoring the aH:Diratiomi of our chil
dren so that no President. whoever he 
or she may be in the future, could de
cide that Article II says they can do 
whatever they want. 

Again, let us honor our oath of office. 
Let us defend our democracy. Let us 
have a good vote. today. and have clar
ity-clarit:v-a.s to how we proceed, 
why we proceed, and, again, doing so in 
a way that honorH the Constitution. 

We must honor the Constitution in 
how we do this: we muRt respect the in
stitution we serve: and we must heed 
the further words of our Founders, ··e 
plurihoR unum." '·out of many. one." 
They didn't know how many it would 
be or hOVI' different we would be. but 
they knew that we needed to always be 
unifying. 

Hopefully, as we go forvrnrd with this 
with a clarity of purpose, a clarity of 
procedure, a clarity of fact, and a clar
ity of truth-it is about the truth; it is 
about the Constitution-we will do so 
in a way that bringR people together 
that is healing rather than <.livid1ng·, 
and that is how we will honor our oath 
of office. 

Madam Speaker, I urge an "aye'' 
vote. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL). my 
good friend and ranking Republican 
member on the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Madam Speaker. I 
would also argue that Article I does 
not Ra.y you can do whatever you want 
to do. The Constitution AayR that. and 
our Founding Fathers said that, as 
well. 

Madam Speaker, for 38 days, I have 
objected to this impeachment probe be
cause it denies due process. runda
mental transparency. and basic fair
ness to Re:oublicans, the White House. 
and the .American people. 

From day one, Democrats have ig
norecl the rules and 45 years of historic 
impeachment precedent. 

Without any authorization. ADA"M 
SCHIFF has conducted a secret :orobe 
outRide of his committee's jurisdiction. 
He has blocked us from calling- our own 
witnesses. His witneRses are being 
interviewed behind closed doors in the 
most secretive room in the United 
States Capitol. 

That is not democracy. 
He has muzzled Republicans-I have 

been in the room-placing- a gag order 
on depositionA, while leaking· chtHTY
pick:ed facts to the press. He refuses to 
even allow us to reatl the transcripts 
without bei:n,1s babysat by a Democrat 
Rtaffer. 

He ha.s refused to let us hear from the 
most important witnesR who brought 
this entire thing: the whistlelllower. 

He haR l1a.rred White Hom'le counsel 
from any participation. 

Arnl now, 38 days into the DemocratR' 
rush to impeachment. Speaker PELOSI 
claims she wants to esta.bliRh '-rules" 
and transpa.reni:;y. You cannot make 
your game !a.ir by allowing the oppo~
ing team onto the field at the 2-minute 
warning. 

The bipartisan :orecedents from 
Nixon and Clinton still must ba fol
lowed, and they are not being follow·ed 
under this resolution. White House 
counsel remains shut out of this proc
ess. This is unacce:otable. 

Only three times in our Nation's his
tory has Congress exercised its grave 
power of impeachment. 

Our Founding Fathers. in Federalist 
Paper No. 65, Alexander Hamilton 
warned us of abusing this power be
cause they saw a future Congress alms
ing it. 

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 
an additional 15 seconds to the gen
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. MCCAUL. They foresaw a Con
Kress at one :ooint in hi.!:1tory a.busing 
this :orocess !or partisan political gain. 

Madam S:oea.ker. instead of over
turning an entire election with a par
tisan weapon, we should just allow the 
American people to vote. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 1 minute to the gen
tlewoman from California (Mr~. 
Tom-tES). a distinguished member of 
the Rules Committee. 

Mrs. TORRES of California. Madam 
Speaker, I riRe in strong support of H. 
Res. 660. 

Madam Speaker, impeachment is not 
something that we take lightly, but 
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when the President endangers our na
tional security. he gives us no other 
choice. 

We now know from Trump's own call 
record that he :DressureU a foreign g·ov
ernment to interfere in our elections 
an<.l investi~:ate his political opponent. 

We now kllow that Trump potentially 
sought to a.p:ply leverage on Ukraine, 
flrst with a coveted White House meet
ing and. secomt l:ly withholding secu
rity assistance to fend off Russian ag
gression. 

Today's resolution allows us to 
present these facts in a clear. profes
sional. and fair way. 

Madam Speaker. I urge :Dassag-e of H. 
Res. 660 so the American people can. 
too. learn the truth. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 30 
seconds to the distinguished gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS), my good 
friend. 

Mr. BIGGS. Madam S:peaker, I have 
heard today how much my colleagues 
on the other side wiRh to make thiK an 
open and transparent process and '"this 
is for we, the :people.,. I would really 
like to believe that. 

YeL after they introducell the resolu
tion. they have another full week of 
hearing·s behind closed doors, and they 
have scheduled another full week of 
hearingR liehind cloBed doors. 

If this is about trami.:parency, then 
open it up. If you want the American 
:peo:ple to see it, open it up. Give Mem
bers access to the transcripts. Let the 
media into the room. Let us partici
pate. Failing· to do so denies trans
parency. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 1 minute to the gen
tleman from California (Mr. 
DESAULNIRH). a disting•uished member 
of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of this resolu
tion. 

Madam Speaker, from the very start 
of this inquiry, the White Honse has 
obstructed the House of Representa
tives. The White House has ignored 
duly authorized subpoenas anc1 has 
tried to prevent witnesses from testi
fying-. 

The White House has also directed 
other ageneieR to do the same. The De
:partme1lt of State, the Department of 
Energy, the Department of Defense, 
and the Office of Manag·ement and 
Budget all have refused to produce a 
single document in response to valid 
subpoenas. 

This is an unprecedent.ed cover-up. 
The White House and its defenders in 
Congress have tried to justi(v it with 
baseless procedural claims that con
tradict the Constitution and historical 
:precedent. 

History will judge us all. 
After today. there are no more ex

cuse::, for thoRe who want to focus on 
:process instead of substance. After 
today, there are no more excuses for 
those who v.rant to ignore the facts in
stead. of defending the Constitution. 
And there are no more excuses for 

those who turn a blind eye while the 
President :pressures foreign actors to 
interfere with our democracy. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. MORELLE), another dis
tinguished member of the Rules Com
mittee. 

Mr. MORELLE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in :;;trong support of H. Res. 
660. 

Madam Speaker, I am deeply trou
bled that this process has become nec
esRary at all, but we have no choice. 
We must continue to investigate 
alA.rming· a.lleg·ations of miscornluct by 
the President. and we continue ·with a 
public :procesR throug'h which all Amer
icans will have the ability to access 
and to as::,es::; the evidence. 

This has been and will continue to be 
a fair and sober inquiry. Members on 
both sides will continue to have the op
portunity to question witnesses, Reek 
evidence, and refute testimony pre
sented during these proceedtng'B. In
deed, the President will have strong 
:protections as we weigh the evidence 
during· our deliberation::;. 

Our only goal is uncovering the 
truth: Did the President :pre~Aure 
Ukrainian leaders with the threat of 
withholding critical military assist
ance in order to serve his political in
terests? Has the President endangered 
American interests abroad by engaging 
in domestic political intrigue? TheRe 
are serious iHsues, not of :politie3, but 
of national security. 

This inquiry is our solemn obliga
tion, but it is our oblig'ation, nonetlie
les~. 

Mad~m Speaker, I urge my col
leagueR to join me in :m:p:porting this 
re~olution so we may u:phold our oath 
to the Constitution and preserve a 
transparent process on behalf of our 
Republic and the citizens it serves. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 3 
minuteR to the gentleman from Lou
isiana (Mr. SCALIS.t-:). the ttisting-uished 
whip o! the House Republican Con
ference and my good friend. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Spe .. ker. 
thank my colleague. Mr. COLI<:. for 
yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong op
po::,ition to this resolution. 

Unfortunately. we have seen, since 
the day that President Trump was in
augurated. some people who made it 
public that they wanted to impeach 
him-not because there are high crimes 
and misdemeanors. which iR the con
stitutional standard. but just because 
they don't agree with the results of the 
2016 elect.ion. 

That. Madam Speaker, is not why 
you impeach a president. There is 
:precedent. 

This has only happened three times 
in the history of our <.:ountry. Every 
time, it not only started with a full 
vote of the House. but it also started 
with actual fairness. We are not get
ting that fairness today. 

When you look through this resolu
tion, in multiple :places. it gives veto 
authority by the chair to literally re
ject any witness who is brought for
ward by the minority. So no rightR for 
the minority unless the chair so des
ignatei:.. 

In fact, in this resolution. it allows 
the chair to veto even the ability for 
the President to have legal counsel in 
the room. If the chair chooses. at his 
whim, they can literally kick out the 
President'R legal counsel. 

This is unpreceltented. It is not only 
unprecedented, this is Soviet-style 
rules. 

Maybe in the Soviet Union you do 
things like this: where only you make 
the rules. where you reject the ability 
for the :person you are accusing to even 
be in the room to question what is 
g'oing on. for anybody else to call wit
nesses. when only one person has the 
right to call witnesses. 

And as we saw jm,t the other day. the 
chairman was literally directing the 
witness to not answer certain ques
tions by the Republicans. What kind of 
fairness is that? 

Maybe you think it is fairness if ;you 
can run roug·hshod over somehody be
cause you hA.ve got the votes, but that 
is not how impeachment was supposed 
to go. In fact. Alexander Hamilton 
himself, during the debate on the Con
stitution, in the Federalist Papers, 
warned of days like this. that the 
greatest danger is that the decision on 
impeachment · 'will be regulated more 
by the comparative strength of parties 
than by the real d.emom~trations of in
nocence or guilt.'· Alexander Hamilton 
warned allout day::, like today. 

ThiR is not what we should be doing. 
clearly, when you ask the American 
people. who know that they are :paying
higher drug :prices and they see that 
there is legtslation, bipartisan legisla
tion, to lower drug' priues that won't 
come to this 11oor because of the in
fatuation with impeachment. 

We don't even have a bill to formally 
pay our troops and make sure they 
have the tools they need to defend this 
country because there is such an in
fatuation with impeachment. 

□ 1030 
Madam Speaker. when you look 

throug:h this resolution. you see how 
one-sided. how Soviet-style this is run
ning. ThiR iR the United States of 
America. Don·t run a sham proces3. a 
tainted process like this resolution en
sures. 

It ought to be rejected. and I think 
you will see bipartisan rejection of this 
resolution. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. NADLER). the diRtin
guished chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I sup
port this resolution because it iR the 
solemn duty of the OongresR to inves
tigate the serious allegA.tions against 
the President. 
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I support this resolution because it is 

indefensible for any official to demand 
an ally-one depending on our support 
in an existential struggle with Russia
investigate his or her political adver
saries. 

I support this resolution because no 
person, Republican or Democrat, 
shoul<l be permitted to jeopardize 
America's security and reputation for 
self-serving politic:al purposes. 

I support this resolution because if. 
after a fair and thorough inquiry. the 
allegations against President Trump 
are found to lJe true, they would rep
resent a profound o!!ense against the 
Constitution and the :Deople of this 
country. 

I supvort this resolution becam,e I 
believe it is the duty of this House to 
vindicate the Constitution and to make 
it cryRtal clear to future President8 
that such conduct, if proven, is an af
front to the great publk trust placed in 
him or her. 

I 8upport this resolution, not becarnc;e 
I want the a.11egatione to Oe true-they 
sadden me deeply-but 1ieca.u3e, if they 
are true, the Constitution demands 
that we take action. 

I support this resolution because it 
lays the groundworl;:: for open hearings. 
The House and the American public 
must see all of the evidence for them
selves. 

I support thiR resolution l>ecause I 
know we must overcome this difficult 
moment for the Nation. This resolution 
is necessary to ensure that our i:.;on
stitutional order remain:-, intact for fu
ture generatiom1. 

I BUJ;.t:Dort thig resolution because we 
have no choice. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I am 
waiting for a speaker to come. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL), the distin
guiHhed chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker. I thank 
the gentleman and rise to support mov
ing forward to the next open phap,e of 
this impeachment inquiry so that the 
American people can hear from wit
nesses. see the evidence. and under
stand the troubling story of what has 
taken place in this administration. 

As chairman of the Foreig11 Affairs 
Committee. my priorities are sup
porting American diplomats and diplo
macy, working- with partners and al
lies, and ensuring· that our foreign pol
icy advances America's interests. 

This administration ha.R. unfortu
nately, undermined all of those prior
ities since it8 first day. But in the last 
month. we have learned more and more 
about just how deep this g-oes. 

The fa.cts are clear: The \Vhite House 
launched a shadow foreign policy that 
circumvented and undermined our nor
mal ditilomatic channels. 

A distinguished career ambassador 
was J)Ublicly smeared and pushed a,side. 

Critical military aid for Ukraine, a 
valued partner-locked in a life-or-

death ,strugg·le with Russia-was 
blocked. 

The goal? Not some foreign policy 
:priority; not an effort to make our 
country safer or ~tronger--quite the 
opposite. aR delaying these resources 
hurt Ukraine and directly benefited 
Vladimir Putin. 

Why. then? To prestmre a foreign gov
ernment to interfere in our 2020 elec
tions. It is what the Framers feared 
most. 

The President's own words say it best 
from the record of the call with Presi
dent Zelensky as he sought the tools to 
push back against Ru3sia. Mr. Trump's 
answer: "I would like you to do us a 
favor, though.,, 

Since that first damning piece of evi
dence came to light, the Intelligence. 
Overgigh t. and Foreign Affairs Com
mittees have worked to fill in the 
pieces of the puzzle, thanks to the 
courage of :public.; servants who obeyetl 
the law and testified. even in the face 
of bullying and intimidation from the 
administration and of ugly. baseless 
smears from the President's allies. 

I condemn the shameful efforts to 
identify and harass the whistleblov:er 
whose life may be jeo,Dardized for com
ing forward to tell the truth. 

I salute a.11 of thoRe :patriots, and I 
salute my fellow committee chairs Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mrs. MAL0:NEY, and the late Mr. 
Cummings-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman ha.A e:.:q)ired. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Stieaker, I con
tinue to reserve the 1iala.nce of my 
time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Btiea.ker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WA'l'EHS). the dis
tinguished chairwoman of the Com
mittee on Financial Services. 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker. I 
thank Chairman MCG-flVERN for yield
ing. 

I rise in support of H. Res. 660 and the 
process that is set forth within it tiy 
which the impeachment inquiry will 
continue to be conducted. 

To be clear. contrary to what these 
d.estierate Republicans have claimed, 
the Constitution im:poseR no require
ment that a tirocedural resolution, 
such as H. Res. 660. should be voted on 
by the House. Claiming· otherwise is 
but a fabrication meant to distract 
from the mountain of g·rowing evidence 
t,hat demonstrate,s thiR PreRident 
abused his power for personal benefit. 

However. while not necessa.r:v, this 
resolution provides for impartial proce
dures similar to those used during the 
past impeachment proceedings. 

Because Republicans requested. a for
mal procedural vote. I expect nothing
less than their full su:p:port for H. Res. 
660. Anything less would lie shameful. 

As cha.irwomo.n of the Financial 
Services Committee. we have been con
U.ucting credible investig•ationR into 
the conduct of this administration. 
And this work-

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

Ms. WATERS.-will continue in the 
manner outlined by H. Res. 660. I look 
forward to Democrats and Republicans 
alike-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman haR extiired. 
The gentleman from Oklahoma is rec
ognized. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I con
tinue to reE>erve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Cl\li!ornia (Mr. SWALV.'ELL). 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
Madam Speaker. "I would like you to 
tlo us a favor, though." 

President Trump said those 10 words 
on July 25 to Ukralne's President be
fore asking Ukrainian President 
Zelensky to investi~•ate a potential po
litical opponent. 

For the past month. the Intelligence 
Committee has led an inveRtig·ation 
into what happened around that tihone 
call. In this early investigative stage, 
we have heard powerful. corroborating 
evidence that President Trump led an 
extortion shakedown 8Cheme over the 
Ukrain.iam>. leverag'ing $391 million of 
taxpayer dollars to have a foreign 
power assist him in his upcoming uam
:Daign. 

Jn~t as powerful as the evidence we 
heard is the courag·e of the people who 
have come forward to provide it, 
defying lawless White House orders to 
obstruct and. instead. adhering to law
tul cong·ressional su[ri;.toenas. 

The evidence, however, is not a con
clusion. At thiR stage, we must move 
now to a public :process v.,•ith due proc
ess protections tor the President to se
cure and teRt that eVidence. 

When our Founders designed the Con
stitution, they considered a lawless 
President and. how to hold that tierson 
accountable. James Madison said the 
Constitution needed a provision for de
fending the community against law
lessness. Now we must solemnly em
bark upon this journey. 

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

Members are reminded to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
the President. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to inquire from my friend if he has 
additional speakers. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker. we 
do. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Spealrnr. in that 
case. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE). 

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Speaker, today 
is a serious and solemn day for our 
conn try. The House's impeachment in
quiry hag exposed the truth amt uncov
ered significant evidence that the 
President almsed his :DOW er. 

To honor the oath to defend the Con
stitution that each of us took. we must 
move forward with this impeachment 
inquiry. As Thomas Jefferson once said 
hundreds of years ago: "A sacred re
sped for the constitutional law is the 
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vital principle. the sustaining· energy 
of a free government.'' 

Let us honor the Constitution and de
fend it today by voting ·'yes" on this 
resolution. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I con
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BRE'.\'IlAX F. BOYLE). 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl
vania. Madam Speaker, I did not come 
here to launch an impeachment proc
ess. However. the facts demand it. "A 
Repulllic, if you can keep it." 

What we decide today will say more 
about us than it, says about the con
duct of the President. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I con
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Rhode faland (Mr. CICII.LTNF.). 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker. on 
opening day, we take an oath of office. 
We take an oath not to a king, not to 
a President, but to :protect an<l defend 
the Constitution. It is our solemn duty. 

In fact. thiR resolution sets forth the 
procedures for the next pha.He of our 
impeachment inquiry. We know sub
stantial evidence has been presented 
that the PreRident abused his power, 
undermined our national security, a.ml 
undermined the integrity o! our elec
tions. 

Vle are duty-bound to proceed. It is a 
sad day, but not because Congress has 
the courage to stand up for our democ
racy, hut beca.uRe the President's con
duct hai:., forced this action. 

I urge my colleagues to approve this 
resolution. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I con
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
am prepared to close for our Ri<le, so I 
will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, if we defeat the pre
vious question, I will amend the reRolu
tion to ensure transparency for the 
American people. 

My amendment will clo three very 
simple things: 

First, it will require the chairman of 
the Permanent Select Cammi ttee on 
Intelli~:ence to publicly release the 
tranecri:tits of all depositions and inter
views in a timely manner to allow any 
necessary redactions to protect classi
fied or sensitive information. 

My colleagues on the other side have 
been operating· in secret and behind 
closed d.oors. They have been violating
standing House rules by preventing 
Members access to documents. let 
alone sharing anything with the people 
who elected them to serve. 

Second. my amendment requires the 
Intelligence Committee chairman to 
transfer all records or materials, in
cluding exculpatory records or mate
rials. to the Judiciary Committee. The 

chairman is instructed to, again, make 
the necessary redactions to protect any 
classified or sensitive information. In 
contrast, the Democratic majority's 
resolution lets the chairman choose 
what information he will share. 

Finally, my amendment requires the 
Intelligence Committee's recordB and 
reports, as well as any material re
c0ived !ram any other committee in
volved. be made available at leaBt 72 
hours prior to the Judiciary Com
mittee considering any Articles of Im
peachment or other recommendations. 

The resolution before us today does 
absolutely nothing· to guarantee that 
the Ameriean people '-"ill see this vital 
information. 

The procedures my Democratic col
leagues set up for this impeachment in
quiry are fundamentally unfair and 
fundamentally partisan. They reject 
due process. They reject minority 
rightB, and they re.iect adequate public 
dtsclosure. 

The American peovle will not reR:tiect 
a process that is not fair. Ma.dam 
Speaker. I urge the House to reject this 
meaRure. and I urge the House to insist 
on bipartisan procedureB that reRpect 
the rights of the minority and the 
right of due proceRs. 

Madam Speaker. I ~tield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
McCARTHY). our distinguished Repub
lican leader. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding-. 

Madam Speaker, elections have con
Requences. Our fellow Americans used 
their vote to choose who will work for 
them. So I ask you all a simple ques
tion-eRpecially to my colleagues: Is 
that what is happening here today'? 

Are we gathered in these final mo
ments, before we depart for a week, to 
fund our government or to pay our 
troops? 

Are we gathered today to approve a 
new trade deal? Or are we gathered to 
debate the critical national Recurity 
issues regarding China or Iran? 

That answer would be unanimously 
'·no." We are not working for the 
American people. 

D 1045 

Those items would resemble the 
achievements of a productive Congres~. 
a Congress that truly works for the 
people. 

But do you know what this CongTeSB 
counts? 

This CongreRs' record is more sub
voeuas than laws. That is the legacy. It 
is not just devoid of solutions for the 
American people: it is now abusing its 
power to diRcredi t democracy. 

By using seeret interviews and selee
tive leaks to vortray the President's le
~itimate actiom1 as an impeachable of
fense, Democrats are continuing their 
permanent campaign to undermine his 
legitimacy. 

For the last 3 yearR, they have pre
determined the President's guilt. and 
they have never accepted the voters' 
choice to make him President. So for 

37 days and counting·, they have run an 
unprecedented, undemocratic. and un
!8Jr inveRtigation. This resolution 
today only makes it worse. 

I have heard Members on the other 
side say they promise rights to the 
President. but only if he does ·what 
they want. That is the equivalent of 
saying in the First Amendment that 
you have the right to the freedom of 
speech, but you can only say the wordR 
I agree with. That is what you call due 
procesR, Madam Speaker. 

The amendment offered by my col
league. Mr. COLK would hel:ti correct 
some of the transparency concerns we 
have witnessed over the l0..8t few weeks. 
But to<.lay is about more than the fair
ness of the impead1ment process. It is 
about the integrity of our electoral 
process. Democrats are trying to im
peach the Pre,sident because they are 
scared they cannot defeat him at the 
ballot box. Those are not my words. 
Those are the words from my col
leagueR on the other Ride of the aisle 
who have offered impeachment three 
different times. 

This impeachment is not only an at
tempt to undo the last election, it is an 
attempt to influence the next one as 
well. 

This is not what Democrats promised 
when they entered the majority 11 
months ago. In this Chamber. we heard 
from our 8:tieaker. While we all sat 
here, 1-ve heard what the Speaker said 
when she tallrnd about words of opti
mism and cooperation. 

It was Raid that we would work to
gether to make America strong·er, 
more secure. and more prosperous. We 
were told our mission was to return 
power to the people. In fact. our new 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
were sent to Washington with a man
date to do just that. 

So what has happened? 
There iR nothing like that today. 
Not long ago. Democrats recognized 

that a partisan impeachment would 
put politics over people and harm our 
Nation. 

That exact same Speaker talked 
about cooperation and talked about 
and promised the American people that 
they would be different if you trusted 
them with the majority. 

Madam Speaker. you have failed in 
that promise. 

That Speaker said: "Impeachment is 
so divisive to the country that unless 
there's something- so compelling and 
overwhelming and bipartisan"-the 
word bipartisan-"I don't think we 
should go clown that path, because it 
<livides the country." 

What has chan,g·ed since those words 
have been spoken? 

Alexander Hamilton wrote that: 
'I'herA will jjl,lwayl!> be the groatel'lt danger 

that the ikcision to ust~ the impcachmAnt 
power wouM be driven by J:nrtiM,n animos
itiei~ in!'.tead of real dcmonl!>ll'ationl!< of inno
cence or guilt. 

This sham impeachment by Demo
erats has proven Hamilton riKht. and it 
betrays the Speaker's own words. 
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I know emotions are high. I know 

Members would even run !or positions 
of chair sim:ply on the fact that they 
would be a better chair for impeach
ment right after the election. But when 
we all stood that day and listened to 
the words of the Speaker of coopera
tion. we all raised our hand to uphold 
the Constitution. 

Tomorrow 1s November 1. We are 1 
year away from an election, not just 
for this House but for the highest office 
of Presidency. 

Madam Speaker. why do you not 
trust the people? 

Why do you not allmN the people to 
have a voice? 

Why. in a :Drocess that America lends 
their voice to all of us, do you deny us 
the opportunity to speak for them? 

Has animosity risen that high? 
Has Hamilton been proven correct 

again? 
Ma.dam Speaker, there is a moment 

in time that you should rise to the oc
casion. This is that moment. This is 
the moment that histor:v Vvill write. 
History will ask you, Madam Speaker, 
when you cast this vote to justify 
something that has gone on behind 
closed doors, I want you to ask the his
torian and answer the question: \:\That 
do you knov;; that happened there? 

Madam Speaker. have you read any
thing that took place that you just jus
tified? 

What do you believe the definition of 
'·due process'' iR? 

Wha.t do you think the First Amend
ment is. that you have the rig•ht to 
have a voice or only say the words that 
you agree with? 

Mada.m Speaker. you may get elected 
in a primary, but in a general election. 
you are elected to represent the people 
of America, not to deny their voice. 

This Hom;e is so much better than 
v.rhat is transforming today. I believe 
everyone who runs for this offiue runs 
to solve a problem. But when you g-o 
back to the American public with the 
achievement of more subpoenas than 
lavrn, that is not why you ran. That is 
not why we are here. 

That is why I agree with my col
league. Mr. COLI<1, who believes in the 
power of the people and people before 
politics, that we believe and know we 
can do better, that we believed. the 
Speaker when she spoke about coope1·a
tion, we believed her when she said 
that if you trusted them with the ma
jorit;v then they would be different. 

Madan1 Speaker, I g·uesH it is only fit
ting you take this vote on Halloween. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mem
berR are directed to address their re
marks to the Chair. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma has 1 
minute remainin.e:. 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker. I yield 
back the balance ol my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Spealrnr, I 
yield myRelf the balance of my time. 

Let me assure the distinguished mi
nority leader that this Democratic ma
jority can legislate and also fulfill our 
corn'\titutional responsibilities to hold 

this President to account because it is 
our job. We took: an oa.th to do that. 

In terms of our legislative aucom
plishments. they are second to none. 
When the Republicans were in the ma
jority, they shut the government down. 
Today the Education and Labor Com
mittee just reported out the higher 
education bill. we passed a bill to deal 
with gun violence, we passed the 
Dream .Act. and we raised the min
imum wage. \Ve are working on a bill 
to lower prescritition drugs, and we 
pasRed a bill to rirotect our elections so 
Russia doef-m·t interfere in our elec
tionfl> ever again. 

So, Mada.m Speaker, I want to say to 
my colleagues that I am :proud of the 
process we are following here today 
that broug·ht us this resolution. 

Ma.dam Speaker. past Congresses 
under the impeachments of PreRidents 
Nixon and 0linton found it :pm.dent to 
have a resolution in place laying: out 
the path forward. and that is what we 
are doing here toda.y. 

Thfa reRolution before us today is 
based on precedent. It includes protec
tions for President Trump. The Presi
dent's counsel is g·iven the right to ask 
quest.ions when the evldence is pre
sented. The rules here expremdy pro
vide his counsel the uhance to be in
vited to offer a concluding presen
tation. Neither of these things were 
guaranteed to President Nixon or 
President Clinton. 

It lays out a clear path forward so 
that the American people know what 
to expect going forward. 

Ma.dam Speaker. the obstruction 
from this \Vhite House is unprece
dented. It is stunning. We don't know 
v.rhether President Trump will be im
peached. but the allegations are as se
rious as it gets. endangering national 
security for political gain. 

Ma.dam Speaker, history is testing 
us, and I worry, based on what we have 
heard from the other side today, that 
some may be failing that test. 

There are no kingR and queens in 
America. That is what Re:parates this 
country from so many other nations. 
No one is above the law. Let me repeat 
that: No one is above the law. 

Madam Speaker. I urge my col
leagues to support this resolution. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, as a 
senior member of the House Judiciary Com
mittee and one of only 5 members and one of 
three Democrats to serve on that House Judi
ciary Committee during the impeachment of 
1998, I rise in strong support of the Rule gov
erning debate for H. Res. 660, as well as the 
underlying legislation-a resolution directing 
committees to continue their ongoing inves
tigations as part of the existing House of Rep
resentatives inquiry into whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representa
tives to exercise the constitutional power, sole
ly vested in the House of Representatives, to 
impeach Donald John Trump, the current 
President of the United States of America. 

This is a somber and solemn time, 
Today we choose our beloved nation over 

individual self-interest and a political party. 
We choose due process, regular order and 

fairness. 

And as the founding fathers crafted a docu
ment, which 230 years later, from i 789 to 
2019, we can abide by, we choose the Con
stitution. 

When the Framers of our Constitution de
signed our government, they bifurcated power 
between the federal and state governments, 
and divided power among the branches. 

Indeed as the Framers debated ratification 
of the Constitution, they knew of the need to 
remove an individual who breached the public 
trust. 

James Madison of Virginia argued in favor 
of impeachment stating that some provision 
was "indispensable" to defend the community 
against "the incapacity, negligence or pertidy 
of the chief Magistrate.'' 

With a single executive, Madison argued, 
unlike a legislature whose collective nature 
provided security, "loss of capacity or corrup
tion was more within the compass of probable 
events, and either of them might be fatal to 
the Repubhc," 

They wrote Article I and vested in the Con
gress the capacity to make the laws. 

They wrote Article 11, and in the Executive 
vested the power to faithfully execute those 
laws. 

Because the House enjoyed a natural supe
riority, as most representative of the passions 
of the populace, the Framers vested in the 
House of Representatives the sole power of 
impeachment, and made the Senate the 
judges. 

In Article 11, they specified the standard by 
which a president or any constitutional officer 
is to be removed from office: for High Crimes 
and Misdemeanors. 

It is against that backdrop that we debate 
this resolution. 

In support this resolution because it protects 
our interests, holds us responsible, protects 
the American people and gives the president 
ample opportunity to try to justify his conduct. 

In September, members of the House of 
Representatives learned of a complaint filed 
by a whistleblower within the Intelligence 
Community. 

The whistleblower alleged that an July 25, 
2019, in a telephone conversation with the 
President of Ukraine, the American President 
sought to withhold foreign military aid from the 
besieged and beleaguered nation of Ukralne 
unless and until the Government of Ukraine 
produced or manufactured produced political 
dirt against a person he deemed his most for
midable political rivaL 

The allegation suggests an effort and intent 
to extort the assistance of a foreign power to 
help the current president retain his office. 

This is similar to the allegations surrounding 
his 2016 election victory, which were at the 
heart of the Special Counsel's Report regard~ 
ing Russian election interterence. 

After the whistleblower's details were made 
public, the White House engaged in a series 
of untenable defenses, al! designed to dis
credit the courageous whist!eb!ower's account, 
which the Intelligence Community Inspector 
General found credible. 

First, the White House indicated that the 
whistleblower should not be trusted because it 
referenced secondhand information, forgettlng 
that much of the information in the Whistle
blower's complaint was corroborated by the 
White House itself. 

Next, the White House claimed, without 
proof, that the whist!eblower was a liar, 
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Then, the Whlte House spread a lie that it 

was a "pertect" call between the two lea de rs. 
Outrageously, the White House then 

claimed that Chainnan ADAM SCHIFF is lying 
and had helped the Whist!eblower draft his 
complaint. 

That was before the President said that the 
whlst!eblower's complaint is a Ile made up by 
the "Deep State." 

And that was before the President said that 
he made the call at Rick Perry's urging and 
that the phone conversations with the Vi-ce 
President are more problematic than his. 

The President and his last defenders are 
now trying to denigrate the life and accom
plishments of Ambassador Bill Taylor, a grad
uate of the United States Military Academy at 
West Point, and decorated soldier, and dis
missing him as a Never Trumper, as if that ls 
a demerit. 

This past Tuesday, Lt. Colonel Alexander 
Vindman, a member of the National Security 
Council who immigrated from Ukraine when 
he was three-years old and was dismissed by 
the President as insufficiently loyal to him, be
fore one of the President's acolytes suggested 
Lt. Col. Vindman held a greater loyalty for 
Ukraine over the United States. 

Lt. Col. Vindman has loyally served our 
country and our Constitution. He was injured 
in the war in Iraq, for which he was awarded 
the Purple Heart. 

It is thus fitting that when Lt Col. Vindman 
appeared to testify in this impeachment ln
quiry, he did so wearing his Army class A uni
form, and had inside his leg shrapnel from the 
attack that wounded him, and won him the 
commendation of his superior officers in the 
Army. 

And when he began his testimony, he indi
cated just what service to this nation meant. 

He stated: 
I have (ledicated my en~lre prok~~ional li.fe 

t,o the l1nil.tltl St.ate$ of America . .For more 
than t,wo <looa.(\0"". it ha!". beon my honor to 
$<trVe t\$ an ofl'icer in lhe Unile<l Stat,e$ 
Army. As an infantry officor, I Mrw:<l mul
tiple nv(irReas toun, inCTluding South Km·oa 
arnl 0('rma.n:f, and a deployment to lri.<i for 
combat operation!"-. In Iraq, I waR wounded in 
an IED attack and awlil.rdc<l. a Purple HeaTt. 

An immigrant to this country, Lt. CoL 
Vindman stated: 

The p1-iYilcg-e of ecrving my oountry is not 
only roote(l in m;· military l'lerviee. but, a.]l'lo 
in my l)Ol'l'lona.l hi111tory. I l'lit, hf'Jre, as a Lif'JU
tene.nt. Colont1l in tho Unii..e(l 8t,ut,o!'!- Army, 
an immigr:.1.nt. ~Y family fled thfl Soviet 
Union when 1 wa,; thi·oe and a half ye'1.l'l'I o]d. 
l:pon arriving in New York Oit}- in 1979, my 
fw.t,h<'.ll' Wot'kfl<l multiple jobl'I to 1,npport us, 
all the while le.\minE-C Erncli•h al nif,:'hl. He 
l'ltro.-,l'led t,o tts t,he importance of full}· int+ 
RTa.Ling into our atloplnd eount.ry. f'nl' many 
YMl'l'I, life wa.l'I quit,o difficult. ln l'll)itc of our 
nhallt:ng'ing bflg·inningl'I. my fa.mily workl'}11 to 
build it,1'1 own ~.._mericlil.n <l.ream. I have a def!p 
appreeiation for American valuel'I and ideall'> 
:.1.n<l. the powfir of rref!<l.om. I am a patriot, and 
it ie my M.ered duty Iii.nil honm· to a<lnmco 
,md defend OUH country. ilnl~peetivo of 
p.;i..rty ot pulitiee. 

When Lt. Col. Vindman testified, he spoke 
of the horror he felt when he realized that our 
country's national security apparatus was 
being manipulated for the president's personal 
and political galn. 

He stated in his testimony: 
On ,July 21, 2019, Prol'lident Zelf'JDl'lky'e 

party won Parlio.mQnta.n-- (\]cctionl'I in a land-

slide victory. The NSC propoMd t,hat Presi
dent Tr·ump elo\ll Prl"l..,idr:.nt ½ol<m~ky to cou
g1·atulat,o him. On ,luly 2.'i., 2019, tht: call oe
eurre<l.. I lil'ltenc<l in on tht~ call in Lb(~ Bi tua
tion Room with colleague~ from the NSC and 
the office of the Vice PrP•ident. As tho tran
script jp, in thA public n~cord, we an• all 
a.ware of wh.a.t was ea.id. I was eoncet'nc,l by 
the O<\lL 1 di<\ not. think it was proper t,o de
mand that a foreign iovernmenl invo..,t.ig.a.t,o 
a U,8. dtisen, t1.ml I W.\P. wonie(l ahout tho 
im1)lica.tionl'I fore tho U.S. g-overnmcnt'l'I ::1up
port of Ukraine. I re&liied thnt if Vkr..\ine· 
purem:d an invflP.tigalion into tho Bi den~ and 
Buri~m~. H would likely be interprotod Iii.I"- a 
parti:-;an play which would undouhteclly rP.
eult in Ckt'lil.ine lo,iing the biPE',rLiP.an l'lttppoi-t, 
it ha.• thu111 far maintained. 'l'hi!'!- wouM all 
undermine C.8. na.tiona.l seenrily. Following 
t,he call. I again 1·,,pnrteti my concerns t.o 
KSC's lnad eoun-,:ol. 

Throughout the last five weeks, Congres
sional Republicans have presented a series of 
strawman arguments designed to deflect but 
not delve into the very serious charges against 
the President. 

Congressional Republicans' claims that the 
whistleblower complaint was hearsay are spe
cious because its contents have been inde
pendently and repeatedly confirmed. 

Similarly, there is no merit to the clalm that 
there was no quid pro quo when the evidence 
adduced to date confirms there was. 

ln their perverse logic, Congressional Re
publicans decried the lack of due process for 
a man who once suggested that the Central 
Park Five should be summarily executed for a 
crime for which they were later exonerated, 
and could shoot someone in broad daylight 
with impunity, 

Despite these specious arguments, it is like
ly that these process arguments are only 
made because the substance of the presi
dent's allegations are utterly indefensible. 

The American people and their elected rep
resentatives cannot be distracted; they are 
paying close attention to the substantial 
wrongdoing emanating from this White House. 

They know what the President, which is why 
a clear majority support impeachment and re
moval of this President. 

As the House of Representatives continues 
its impeachment inquiry, H. Res. 660 is an es
pecially timely piece of legislation, which 
squarely addresses the concerns of the Presi
dent's most fervent supporters, 

Specifically, this legislation reaffirms that the 
six investigating committees-including the 
House Judiciary Committee, of which I am a 
senior member and which has exclusive juris~ 
diction to draft Articles of Impeachment-an~ 
nounced by Speaker NANCY PELOSI have been 
engaged in an impeachment inquiry and di
rects them to continue their vital work. 

That we have been engaged in an ongoing 
impeachment inquiry was ratified by the Article 
Ill branch when Judge Beryl Howell, the Chief 
Judge for the United States District court for 
the District of Columbia, recently held that the 
House is conducting an impeachment inquiry, 
which does not require a formal floor vote, 

Second, H. Res. 660 authorizes the House 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
(HPSCI) to make public transcripts of recent 
depositions with appropriate redactions made 
for classified or other sensitive information. 

This legislation, too, establishes procedures 
for all investigating committees to transmit 
their evidence to the Committee on the Judici
ary for use ln their proceedings. 

The resolution is also prospective, as it re
lates to these hearings moving from secure in
telligence facilities to public view. H. Res. 660 
also serves to enable effective public hearings 
as lt permits staff counsels to question wit
nesses for up to 45 minutes. 

This is consistent with precedent estab
lished in 1998 of having staff counsel conduct 
initial questioning, followed by Member ques
tions, by Republicans used to question I nde
pendent Counsel Kenneth Starr in 1998. 

The resolution also continues the precedent 
of giving the minority the same rights to ques
tion witnesses that was afforded the majority. 
This has been true at every step of the in
quiry. 

AdditionaUy, H. Res, 660 also permits the 
President opportunities to participate in this in
quiry, in a manner consistent with past partici
pation by Presidents. 

The resolution establishes opportunities for 
the President or hls counsel to participate in 
impeachment proceedings held by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, including to present 
his case and respond to evidence. 

The President can submit written requests 
for additional testimony or other evidence. 

The President can attend hearings, includ
ing those held in executive session, raise an 
objection to testimony given and cross-exam
ine witnesses. 

But, if the President unlawfully refuses to 
cooperate with Congressional requests, the 
Chair shall have the discretion to impose 
sanctions to enforce appropriate remedies, in
cluding by denying specific requests by the 
President or his counsel. 

H. Res. 660 explicates the procedure that 
applies after testimony is adduced in the 
HPSCI. 

H. Res. 660 directs the Committee on the 
Judiciary to review the evidence and, if nec
essary, to report Articles ot Impeachment ta 
the HousR 

Following the precedent of every modem 
impeachment inquiry, the Committee on the 
Judiciary will decide whether Articles shall be 
reported to the House. 

H. Res. 660 is important legislation that 
specifies the parameters and the terms this 
body will follow as it undergoes its solemn and 
constitutional task. 

lt affords equal time to the Chairman and 
Ranking Member to question witnesses and it 
treats the Presldent and his counsel fairly. 

And, importantly, it lays out for the American 
people the manner ln which this inquiry will 
proceed to the House Judiciary Committee-
the committee of jurisdiction for impeachment 
and where ! will bring to bear my decades of 
experience on Capitol Hill, including the !es~ 
sons learned in the impeachment of 1998. 

Unlike that occasion, the allegations at the 
heart of this matter are serious, and damning 
of the president's conduct and fitness to se!Ve 
and his ability to safeguard our national secu~ 
rity. 

These allegations represent a violation of 
his oath, a betrayal of our national interests, a 
repudiation of Americans' cherished Demo
cratic Values, and a violation of federal cam
paign finance laws. 

When the President stated that Article II 
permits him to do whatever he wants, he was 
invoking a fear of Thomas Jefferson, the au
thor of the Declaration of Independence. 

As the author of one of our nation's endur• 
ing documents, Jefferson was well-versed with 
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what troubles would merit the erosion of public 
trust in its leaders. 

After all, the Declaration of Independence 
was a list of grievances of a lawless King, who 
felt impunity. 

But, almost 50 years after the adoption of 
the Declaration of Independence, Thomas Jef
ferson wrote to another of our nation's found
ers: Nathaniel Macon. 

In 1821, Jefferson wrote: "Our government 
is now taking so steady a course, as to shew 
by what road it will pass to destruction, to wit, 
by consolidation first; and then corruption, it's 
necessary consequence." 

It is clear that the consolidation that Jeffer
son feared-and the corruption which he said 
would be its necessary consequence-has 
now been realized in the actions of this Pre-sl
dent. 

We will not permit this to continue and we 

wi~~~t ~r:~~ge~t itWill be held to account H. 
Res. 660 ls the first step towards that account
ability, and I am proud to support it. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. COLfJ is as follows: 

,'._:i.ui:Nm,rn;wr TO H. Rr:s. 660, AS REPORTED 

0 l<'l<'Imfm BY MH. COLE 
In t1l'lct,ion 2. strikf! paragraph (3) and insArt 

the following: 
t..5) Nol la.tor than 1.':'i days «\ftor the PermA

nent Select Committee <'Onduct• a 1epo.i,i
tion or an interviow in furthon:mce or tho in
VMtii:ra.Uon de"ct·ihod in the fir"t itection of 
thb, ro1'olution. th() dmir @.hn1l mt\ke pub
liely ava.ila.ble in oll"<ctronio fotm the tre.n
~oript of irneh dopof'iLion or interviei,Y, with 
appropriate reda.otion" for ela""ifiod and 
othor "one.iLiM information. 

In 1'eo1.ion ~- l'ltrikf' "i" ti.uthori::r.ed"' and i.n-
1:1,ort ">'ban··. 

[n eoction a, strike ''to transfer"' and insert 
''han"ter··. 

ln 1'eC-tion 3, inM1·l after "reeord" or mate
rial"'" the following:--, including exculpatnry 
rccnrdl'I or matcriall'I, with a.pp1·opriatc 
redaetionpi for elti.MifiNl 01· other l'len"itive 
information,'·. 

In !'leclion 4. strike ::-ubgection (d) and in
~1'1rt th1'1 following: 

(d) ln tho ca."e that, the Committee on Che 
,JuUiciar}' proceAdto. to eon1'ideration of a 1·oe
olution, a.rticle nf impeachment, or oth\ll' 
rocomm<'lnda.Uon, the chai1· 11-ha.ll, at loa11-t 7:J 
hours prio1· to committoe conJ".ideration. 
rrni1.ko available to the public. thl'l rttport rn
eoiH1d from the Porman1'1nt 8ol<'lot Oom
mittec on Jntdliw:nce, ttrnl any and all 
rccm'ClPI or matorifll"- including exculpatory 
rocordPI or matN•ia.11'1, with appropria.to 
reda.otionfl ior claP.l'lified or other J1t.m1'itive 
Information, that w1,re tranl'lforred l"rom tho 
Perma.nt"nt Sdoct OommiUoe on Tntdlig·tmco 
or an:i.' other oommitMo involvNl in Lho in
quiry refl>renoo<l in tho fir"t Motion of thi~ 
rel".olut,ion. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
re:-,olution. 

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

The question was taken: and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayep, 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 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for a.ny electronic vote on the 
question of a.lloption of the resolution. 

The vote wa.s taken by electronic de
vice. and there were-yeas 231, nays 
196. not voting 4. as Collowi:-: 

.'1.diUJHi 

A,1(uil«.r 
.-\llred 
Amu.-h 
.~xno 
B111rrotjlii.n 
Bu• 
Beotrt~r 
B"r.i. 

B"f'" 
Bh1hop (GA) 
Blumon,mor 
Blunt H,:,.,--1b<'ltJt,n 
Honamioi 
Doyle, Brendan 

P. 
Brindil'l 
Brown {~11)) 
Brownloy lCA) 
Bu11to1, 
Bnltt-rfiold 
C•rlw,j.i.1 
C.irdon.i.tt 
Ct.r8on(rn) 
C;irt'll'Ti\1'ht 
Ca,i" 
C.i.o,ton (TL) 
Cwtor(lo'L) 
Caetro ('{':X) 
Chu, Judy 
Cieillin'!I 
Ci~nern.!' 
Clark: (MA) 
Clark:o !),Y) 
Cl•Y 
Cleaw-r 
Clyburn 
CobN\ 
Connolil' 
Co0pC'r 
Corro11. 
Co1<U 
Courtnc-1r 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crl,:,t. 
Crow 
Cudfar 
l'unning-hun 
Du•idti(Kl:\l 
VavitJ(CA) 
D,1vil!I, D,umy J::. 
DMn 
nc1ron1io 
DtGer,tt 
DtLauro 
DlllB<'lnll 
Dtli;r.i.do 
Ht-minf.:"• 
D118•ulni1'r 
Deu(·oh 
Dingell 
])O.l,."!(('1.t, 

DoyJo, Michael ,,. 
Rn1tnl 
R.~cob,\r 
\~11ho(1 
F.;,<p;•.ill•t. 
J~nUtll 

Fint:onauor 
Fl.-t,1.,htlr 
Fo"U·r 
frant:d 
FU(1'It 
Gabbard 
G,dk¥o 
CT•r.i.mondi 
Gucia(ll,) 

Abrah.-.m 
Ado,rholt 
Alkn 
Amodei 
Arm•tron'( 
Arrin~Lon 
Babrn 
Bacon 
B,i.ird 
Bnldor!!on 
Bank,. 

Btr,gm;;in 
Bigi,:-.
Dilir.i.k:i,. 

[Roll No. 603] 

YCAS-231 

Ga.rm& l'fX) 
Golden 
00DICZ 

G-onzal'°'lllTX) 
Gott.hoimo,r 
Gre<m,Al\'l'X) 
Grijll]Ya 
Hul•nd 
Ilankr\C.'\) 
H,1.tting.t 
Ht11e• 
lil'Ck 
Riggin11 (St) 
Hill 1C.'i.) 
mm,,,. 
Horn. l"tndra S. 
Hm'Mortl 
Hoult1,ha.n 
Hoyer 
Huffm,n 
,J•ek110nLH 
,Jay•p.i.l 
-fot'Mn;-; 
,John.-on /0.11.l 
Jobn11on (l'X) 
~11,ptur 
Koa1ing 
Kelly (fL) 
Ktlllll:'dy 
Kha.nna 
Kild,:t 
Kiltner 
Kim 
Kind 
Kirkp•trick 
Kri.;hnnmoort.hi 
Ku11t.or(~II) 
Lumb 
L,111.l\li'llVill 
l,ar"M(W.\) 
L111.rNm (C1') 
LawriJnco 
L•w.-on (PI~) 
Loo \CJ\) 
Ll.'fl\NV) 
Ll.'l"in (CA) 
Uvin(J..1T) 
Lo11,,i11 
Li•u, l'•d 
Lipin!!t:I 
LochNcll 
Lofg1·011 
Low.,nth•J 
Lown• 
Lujii.~ 
l,nri• 
L;rnch 
J.111littO\f!l'.k:i 
Ma.loncy, 

u~:{::;~i,;:~ 8~~1.n 
?.1aUmi 
J,fnAdllllM 
).foBnl.h 
:0-·foCollum 
},foOo,·orn 
MoNernry 
),foeko 
:0-fon!( 
lfoon 
~'lornll'!t 
~foulton 
1'l:UO/\r.!'el-Po11,'flil 
:l.lurphy (.}~l,) 
Nwdler 
N/11,polttano 
Xoa.l 
;,,;e!!'.Ulle 
Nororo!l'.O 

NAYS-19G 

Bit!hop \~Cl 
Bi~hop (ll1') 
Bol'l 
nrnd1 
Brook"' 1AL) 
Brooli:;;1INJ 
Bu(,hl'ln,m 
Ruck: 
Iluci;;hon 
Budd 
Rurelwtl, 
Bure:t,,., 
Ryrno 
Calnrt, 
C.i.rttr !GA) 

O'HalltJr.1.11 
()1J&.~Jo-Coriez 
Omar 
Pallont 
Puioita 
PA.D))ll1! 

Pa.~crl'll! 
Pa:.no 
Ptll']lt\U\t(lr 
PotuH 
Phillip.s 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Portor 
PreMlllY 
Pncr (:'>l"C) 
Qui~le~· 
nw.~k:in 
Rhw 1NY) 
Rkihmnnd 
Rodf'\NY) 
n.ouda 
Hoyb.i.J-fdl,rnl 
Uui:1 
Rupporeb"rgor 
Ru,ih 
Hynn 
Sltnoht'II 
B11rb11.nu 
Bo,,nlon 
Bohakow~ky 
Schiff 
8c,hn•idor 
f:kbrad1•r 
l:\chril'll' 
l';cott(YA) 
Sr•ott., D~vid 
l';orrano 
8•y,·r\l (AL) 
~lwlala 
fi.hM'lll01 

Sherrill 
Sirt,; 
Blot.k:in 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spwnhl'lrlfM 
H11tl'!tr 
Stanton 
8t1•Yon,• 
Suozzi 
~wwlwoll (CA) 
Twkano 
Thcmp,,.on tC.\) 
Thompt!on tMS) 
Tito., 
Tlaib 
Tonk:o 
Torrt,11 {CA) 
Torri"• 8mwll 

(~}.fl 
Tr.-..b1'.n 
Trone 
Undorwood 

V.i,r"""" 
Vou.e•J 
\'da 
Yeli~qUe:11' 
Yi.!Odo;.k~' 
w--"~onnan 

Bchultz 
\Va,tn,11 
Wnt;!Oll Coleman 
\Y('loh 
Woxton 
WiM 
Will'(>n(FT,) 
Y.o.rmuth 

Cf\rterffXl 
Chabot 
Cho,nov 
Clim', 
Cloud 
Col• 
Collin~ (GA) 
Comer 
Con,1war 
Cook 
Cr•.,ford 
Crtn1<h.i.w 
Curti,: 
D•vid,on (OH) 
Davi~. Rodnty 

D/'J•Jarhli~ 
Diw,z..-Btilart. 
nunonn 
Dunn 
B:mmor 

i'ergu11on 
J,'tt.tr,<11,riek 
Flcl!!<ohm;i.nn 
norel! 
i'ort.tnh!'!rry 
roxx 1NC) 
F'u1chor 
G,1ctz 
Q,dl•gbtr 
Oio1nfort.e 
Gil,LI' 
Gohmert 
G-oni.i.lei IOHl 
Ooodu1 
G0M\r 
Gun~or 
Gral't'<1iG.\) 
Gnn-c~ tLA) 
Gt·a.t• (~to) 
Grl"en('l'X) 
Oriffith 
Grot,hrnan 
GUl",~t 
Guth1io 
Hago(lorn 
H•ni~ 
Hart:iler 
H•rn, K<ffin 
Hnror.t B"ul,Jo,i• 
Hilfll:'in;; (LA) 
ffill(.-\rtl 
Huldin'{ 
HolHn,t/lWOt'th 
Ilucbon 
Huixeng.i.. 
Huntu 
Hurd \T!:) 
Johnl!OII iLA) 
Jt•hr1,~on /OH) 
,luhn11on (SD) 
,Jordan 
JoyotJ<Olll 
Joyo" (PA) 
Katli.'.o 
Kolltr 

men (GA1 
l\11.::Eachin 

K'!tllJ (Mtll 
1'::tlly 1P:\l 
J::ir..:\B) 
!:itlif (NY) 
Kina\HQ'1;r 
1'::u.-tor[('I'N) 
LaHootl 
L11.)1a\fa 
Lamborn 
Latt.,1 
LMlc0 
Lon:: 
Loud/'Jrmilk: 
LtWl'lt! 
Lunt.kome}''!lt' 
Marchant 
i'!br<1h1i.ll 
),fa.i,,ii(; 

M,!.!Ol, 
McO.i.rth? 
McCnul 
MoClintook 
MoHenry 
·McKinley 
}1/'JtVIUWI-< 
MeUi!Or 
:'.\lillor 
Mitchell 
Moolt•nu.r 
Moonoyl"W\') 
Mullin 
Murphy (NC) 
NtwhoUllill 
Norman 
I\"un,~" 
O1:,on 
P.1h~uo 
Palrnc-r 
Pc-nc,o 
Pnry 
PotN'!l'.on 
Po,;,,v 
Ratdi!f/'J 
Rol'ld 
Itt"°htnthalor 
RiGl' (13C) 
Ri1<i.;l11n111n 
Roby 
Rodgl'lr,,(WA) 
RNJ, David P. 
Rofs'"l'"' \AU 

NOT VOTI~G-·4 
How.,fohnW. 
TlmmOlli' 

Ho~tr,.. (KY) 
Hoorll'IJ (FL) 
nou,1"r 
Ho,, 
RuthMford 
~<~.lli<1.; 

80hwt'l~t1rt 
8ootl. Au~tin 
SN1c1enhrenner 
Shimkus 
?iiinl)'IIJH 

Hmith1MO) 
Hmith •N&) 
Smith (N,n 
8mook:;,,r 
8p1u10 
8111.Uhl'lr 
~tl!lr•nill 
~t.cil 
Steube 
8tnun1.rt 
Btiwr" 
Taylul' 
Thon11:...on tPA} 
Thornhcrry 
Tipton 
'T'umcr 
Upt0n 
Van Drt:,;,;' 
W1wnt-r 
Wnlber::r 
Walden 
\Valker 
WaJori<ki 
W.i..lt1 
W.i.tk:in<l 
W;!bl't'\TX) 
Wl'lll,10.tert~'L) 
\Yf'n.~trup 
W<•i<tennan 
Willianw 
Wil~on \SC) 
Wittm•n 
i\'om•ok 
JJ./oodall 
Vfrii:ht 
Yoho 
Young-
Zoldin 

A'.'<N0l;:!\JCE:MEN1' BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re ( during· 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain
ing:. 

□ 1119 

Messrs. TURNER and VAN DREW 
chang-ed their vote from "yea"' to 
··nay.'' 

Miss RICE of New York changed her 
vote from "'nay'" to "yea." 

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

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker announced that the ayes ap
peared to have it. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. This is a fi-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice. and there were-yeas 232. nays 
196, not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 6D4J 

YEAS-232 
AllrPd 
Am;i,;;h 
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H8698 
BftN\ 

B,i,ttty 
Bna 
Bt'yer 
Riehop(OA) 
Blumond.UN' 
Blunt.Ilooho,;t.♦r 

Bon,1miei 
Uo711'1. Tirendorn 

F. 
Rrindi>'i 
Brown [MD) 
Brownier 1CA) 
Buo:\tOll 
l:Juttnfirld 
C.i..rl:i;i,j;\\ 
c,iidcnRll 
Car?Oll \IN') 
Cw.rtwrhthl 
c .. , 
Cat<V-n (IL) 
Ct.ator(j,'L) 
Cutro!TX) 
Chu, ,Judy 
Cioi1lino 
Cien,iro;o 
Cl.trk (~[A) 
Cl.i.rk:o/NY) 
Cl.;i,y 
Ci(lA'irr 
C\yhurn 
Cohen 
ConnolJ~r 
C0opn 
Correl\. 
Co.!!1;i 
Cvurtn,, 
Cnx (CA) 
Cr;i.is! 
Criet. 
Crqw 
Co,~llar 
CunninJ,,'hllm 
D•.vid~ (K8) 
D1.v\.-. (CA) 
D.t.,'il'-, D.i.nw K. 
Dtian 
DoI~al'liO 
DcGt"t.tO 
Dt"LMlro 
Domcnc 
De]q.i~to 
Dentilll!'.ii 
Dt"S.lUillit"l' 
D,lutoh 
Dill!(Cll 

Do~J..'l'tt 
lloyle, Miohael 

}'. 
i:n!(el 
Kl!<'<Ohllr 
Ecthoo 
E"D>1.illat 
~t't,ll,!, 

t'ink/JllUlt'Jr 
l,'lotohrr 
Fo~t•r 
fn.nk,•l 
Pud!JO 
Gat,Lard 
G.tlltg'O 
G&t'iHOendi 
O.\rci•OL) 
Gw.roi<\(TX) 
Go](leH 
O•mlf:ll 
Oom•lt1 (TX) 

Ahr;,1_h11m 
Aderholt 
.Allen 
Amo,:ki 
Al'U\btl'On~ 
.\rrln"ston 
BAbin 

Baird 
Bllldnt·•on 
Bank>' 
Barr 
HM'!;tn.t-ll 

Bi~.!' 
Blliraki.!' 
Bi;<hop(NC) 
m.-.hop(IJT) 
Bo:ot 
Brady 
Brook111AT,} 

Golt,heimot' 
Gl'IJtlll.i>.I\TX) 
Grijalva 
Il,i.all~nd 
Hardt"I' !CA) 
Ilai,till~-" H,~,.,._ 
lfook 
Tli.ririn.!'(NY) 
Hill 1C.-\) 
HimN< 
Horn, !"oni:k .. s. 
Houford 
Houh1han 
HoJl't' 
llutrmun 
-l•Dlt-'On Ll'e 
,fa.\·ap,ll 
.Jeffrie .. 
,John,.on \GA) 
,John"on (fX) 
K,1ptur 
ilN.tio,r 
~,illy (fT;) 
Kenn.-.dy 
Khum• 
Kildl"e 
Kilmer 
l'Cim 
leind 
Ji;:1r"k:p11.trlnk 
Kri11hnamoorthi 
lCu1:1t1Jr !NH) 
Lunb 
L,an~rYill 
Lar1Jon (WA) 
L1.non (CT) 
J,&\,renee 
l,ilW-'011 (PL) 
Leo(CA1 
Lu(KV) 
L('Yin (CA) 
Lt"Vin (P,.fl' 

Lrnu,Tt"d 
Lipir1,.ki 
Loeb1J;i;elc 
L(>fi;rcn 
Lom•nt.h1.l 
Lowt"y 
Lujin 
f.uri.i 
Lynoh 
lo'h~linow"ki 
l-ialon..,:v, 

Carolyn B. 
?.1lJUrl"'Y, 8o•n 
'-fatt-.ui 
}fo,\d11.mi 
~feBath 
?.foCollum 
~kOnvt"rn 
.?.foNtrnlly 
lkok:.~ 
}frQO? 

}foort" 
?i.for1Jll1J 
}foulton 
MuoarMI-Powoll 
J.furphy (~~L) 
1':,1dltr 
Napolitanu 
:'.'kal 
"N°<'.'gU~I~ 

Xorcro• 
O"H;i;llnan 
Oc.i,-io-Cort,;1 

NAYS---196 

Brook:.~ (IN) 
Buoh11n11.,11 
Duck 
R1101hon 
Hudc\ 
Burchett, 
Burge>'.>:1 
Byml'I 
C11h·1Jrt 
C>11'tl'lr\OA) 
Carte-r (TX) 
ChahoL 
Ch(•n("y 
Clim· 
Cloud 
Cnle 
Collinio. (GA) 
Comer 
Cona\•ay 
Cook 
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Omar 
Pallone 
P,rne1t,1 
Papp::1.t< 
PaN;f("ll 
P,-;i,ync 
P"10tsi 
Pllrlmuuor 
Pott"r,~ 
Phillip,i 
Pirwreo 
I'oe•n 
Porter 
PrN<JolllJ' 
Prinl'I \NC) 
Qui.rk, 
H.i~,ikin 
Rio1) (h"Y) 
Hichrnond 
RoM(NY) 
R0uda 
Roybal-.'..llan1 
Ruiz 
Rupper,ibnit""r 
Ru.~h 
Rynn 
Him:ho:& 
HarhilnNI 
tic;,1_nJnn 
8oh1L!rowi;ilry 
6el1if't' 
SchMidc-r 
8chr,vkr 
80hrfor 
8oott. (YA) 
80ot.t, David 
i:krrAno 
Bmu,Jl\,\L) 
Hh•lala 
8hormtl.n 
flhenill 
8ir1J,; 
Slotlcin 
Smith (WAJ 
Boto 
Si:..inbe~t"r 
SpeieI 
Alimton 
81,oven• 
Suo:i;ci 
::h•.1lwoll1.CA) 
Tnlonn 
Thnm1-..on (CAI 
TI10mrMn (~ff~) 
TitUll 
Tla1b 
Tonl,:;0 
Torrc-1J(C.A) 
T0rrc,;81mdl 

(N!'l-1) 
Tr,ih.1.n 
Trono 
Undon•ood 
V••l'Q'o\.O. 
v,,;i...,.ef 
\'o\;i 
Y•lii.;iq_ue[ 
\'Jf<O]O/\)(Y 
\l.'ao11:1~rmu1 

8nhult11 
WAt,/'I'/\ 
W;i.t.-on Oo leinan 
'i\'eloh 
W1Jxton 
Wild 
Wilt>on\PL) 
Yarmuth 

Crawford 
Cr!"lllih1n-r 
Ourti.'.' 
D•\·id1Jon(OH) 
Olil.VilJ, Uodn1Jy 
Do,.J.i.l'l.i.i• 
Diu-Bal.i.rt 
Dunc1tn 
Dunn 
Ermn~1· 
B:.ito.11 
Fugw,on 
1''itiD11.triok 
l•'l1Jil'Ohm1.nn 
flor('e: 
J'orLtnbnry 
J~o:u (NCJ 
ft'ulohor 
G,rntr.: 
G•ll•~hllr 

Gianfortt 
Gibh" 
GohTMl'l, 
Oonr;;i,Joi(OH) 
G.-,odcn 
G0,..r 
Or;.ni;ror 
Grn,l•(GA) 
GtavNJ(LA) 
Gr1we~(MO) 
Ore-,n l'f:'.'{) 

Griffith 
GrothlMO 
0Ue!!t 
Outhric 
Jb,rodorn 
Hnrri-" 
H;ntilcr 
Horn. Kovin 
Jforr/'lra Btutlor 
Hi!!'l!in•1.LAl 
Hill (AR) 
IIolcling 
H0llini;r,o.w,;irth 
Hnd!!nn 
H11illoni;r11, 
IIuntor 
Hurd \l'X) 
.John;,.on (I,.-\) 
Jolm>"on{Oin 
,Jo\m;;on(8D) 
Jordan 
.Jo;'{o/'l(Of!) 
. Joyoo 1PA) 
ICatlc<, 
Kdlor 
Klllly ('-18) 
JC,,]ly(P.\l 
King(L\.) 
Kini!' 1:SYI 
Kin11ingor 
Ji;:ut1t.offlT~J 
Li1Hood 
LaMa!f• 
Laniborn 
Ll\tt;i. 

IIiCl"\GA) 
MoEaohin 

J,Ot>k:O 
J,Olll( 

T,nudt"rmilk 
Luoal\ 
l,uot.kt"me?IJI' 
)111.r,:ihu.nt 
M,ut1hAll 

M•.Bt 
b.-foCarthy 
}.ioCaul 
MeClintook 
Molfrnrv 
)foKin!t:y 
).fe•(\OW-' 
"!lfoui<cr 
Miller 
Jrfi1.oboll 
1.fooknA•r 
J.{00llllJ (\\'V) 
P..Iullin 
}htri)hy (SC) 
Kowhouo1e 
Konnan 
Nttn4~• 
01.!'on 
Palu110 
Palmer 
PtOUIJ 
Porr~" 
P<l11Jl'l:'nn 
POM.f 
R.l.tcliffe 
Heed 
Rt",,eh(•nthalrr 
Rke (BC) 
Hii'lfkman 
Hob}" 
Rodgor,. (WA) 
Hot",Dt1Yi!\P. 
Hoi'"r,.(AL) 
no~wl'J(Ji;:YI 
Roool'ly n,~1.,) 

RoUllJr 
Hoy 
Ruthorford 

Ho.'.'e,.JohnW. 
Timmon:, 
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8oalii,,.e 
Schwdkert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbr,:,nnrr 
8himk:u;; 
6illlJ)l'JiJn 

!::lniith 1_},.fO) 
8mith (NE) 
Smith (N,J) 
Rmu0ker 
Spano 
Staub,:,r 
Stefanik 

8t1Juh~ 
81el\'al't. 
8tivors 
T~ylor 
Thomj:lf!;on (PA) 

ThornhonJ 
Tivtoo 
Turner 
Tipton 
Yan Drrw 
W•tmer 
W11lbor.r 
W•lden 
WA]k:ijl' 
Walori'ki 
Waltz 
Watkin/\ 
\l.'!"her/TX! 
Wohl'Jtt;r(l•'L) 
\\"ensstrup 
W/1.!'l-'rtnlln 
Will\tUU>< 
Will'on (SC) 
Wittrn,m 
\J.'om•ok 
Woodall 
Wright 
Yoho 
Youn!? 
Zoldin 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above reuorded. 
A motion to reuonsider was laid on 

the table. 

REQUEST TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
FOR 1 MINUTE 

Mr. CLEA VER. Madam Speaker, I re
quest permission to speak for 1 minute 
out of turn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Madam Speaker, 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

COLORADO OUTDOOR RECREATION 
AND ECONOMY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
DEGBTTE). Pursuant to House Resolu
tion 656 and rule XVIIL the Chair de
dares the House in the Cammi ttee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of 
the bill. H.R. 823. 

Will the gentleman from California 
(Mr. i\.GUILAR) kindly take the chair. 

D 1130 

lN TFm COMMJTTEE OF nm; WHOL& 

According1y, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the \Vhole 
House on the state of the Union for the 

further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
823) to provide for the designation of 
certain wilderness areas, recreation 
management areas. and conservation 
areas in the State of Colorado. and for 
other purposes, with Mr. AGUILAR (Act
ing Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the tiUe of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. \Vhen the Com

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednesday 
October 30, 2019. a request for a re
corded vote on amendment No. 6 print
ed in part B of House Report 116--264 of
fered Uy the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. CH.OW) had been postponed. 

AXNOU.i'\CEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAlR 

The Acting CHA.IR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendmentB 
printed in part B of House Revort 116--
264 on whiuh further vroceeJings were 
postponed. in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. Cl'RTIS of 
Utab. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. TIPTOK of 
Colorado . 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. CRO\V of 
Colorado. 

AJ.11':ND;,.rn};T XO. 1 OF'FERED BY ~m. CL'H'l'fS 

The A<.:ting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
g·entlema.n from Utah (Mr. CCB.TIR) on 
which further proceedings were poRt
poned and on which the noes vrevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend
ment. 

nm:onmm 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 \Vere-ayes 180. noes 240. 
not voting 17, as follows: 

Abrah11m 
i1d11l'ho\1 
Allt"ll 
,'..nwdoi 
Arm .. tr,:,ng 
Arrin1itot1 
Bllhin 
B•oon 
Baird 
R1]1i1Jl'Mn 
Bank~ 

Hergm•n 
Bi~,r/' 
Bilirn\::i<' 
Bie:hop\NC) 
Bi"-hOp (CT) 
Boi>t 
Brad,v 
Brooke: (AL) 
Brook,. 1I:-.) 
Bw,~h(lll.l.l1 
Buok 
Bw,tohon 
Budd 
Burohctt 
Bur~c~t< 
Byrnf' 
Caru,r (GA) 
Chatior 
Cho,n•y 
Clinf• 

!Roll ~o. HOS] 

AYES ··180 

Comer 
C'1ll.l.ll'ay 
Cook 
Cr.iwford 
Cren,•haw 
Curtil> 
D,wid.,on (OH) 
Davl1J, HOOn1:y 
Dto:<J.trill.i.!' 
Dinz-Bt1l.:1.rt, 
Dum:all 
Dunn 
Emrntr 
m,tel." 
Pervuaon 
Flciionhmann 
Flom.'.' 
Fort,nberry 
fou1_NC) 
l~uloher 
G>1etl 
<1allal(her 
Gianfort.e 
Oil,b,
Oont:.wlt"l (OJI) 

0(Wdt"n 
Oo~at 
Gr>,1.nQ"M 
Gtuve.., (GA) 

Grave.ii /LA) 
nra.ve» ()10) 
Gt'l'lt"n(TS) 
OriITith 
Gt'()lhml'\n 
G1J1\llt 
Outhrk 
Ilu.goctorn 
Harri,i 
H,trt,:\er 
Horn, K'1irin 
HcrreraHoutler 
Hiwint1(L.'..) 
HillV,Hl 
Ilo1din~ 
Ho11ingsl'l'ort.h 
HU\1.0111(1. 
Hunter 
Hurd\TX) 
,John•(lll (L,'..) 
,John.1on (OU) 
,John..()rt\SJ)) 
.Jordan 
Joye,~ (OH) 
JoJee (PA) 
Koller 
Kolly (~18) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kin~ (IA) 
i'Cinr;inFOl' 
KuitMf(TN) 
LI.flood 
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Mr. McGOVERN, from the Committee on Rules, 
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REPORT 
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DISSENTING VIEWS 

[To accompany H. Res. 6601 

The Committee on Rules to whom was referred the resolution (H. 
Res. 660) directing certain committees to continue their ongoing in
vestigations as part of the existing House of Representatives in
quiry into whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of Rep
resentatives to exercise its Constitutional power to impeach Donald 
John Trump, President of the United States of America, and for 
other purposes. 
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PURPOSE AND SUMMARY 

This resolution directs certain committees to continue their ongo
ing investigations as part of the existing House of Representatives 
inquiry into whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of Rep
resentatives to exercise its Constitutional power to impeach Donald 
John Trump, President of the United States of America. The reso
lution lays out the procedure for the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence to continue their ongoing investigation in open 
hearings, authorizes the release of deposition transcripts, and pro
vides additional procedures in furtherance of the impeachment in
quiry, including for the Committee on the Judiciary. 

BACKGROUND AND NEED FOR LEGISLATION 

The House of Representatives' impeachment inquiry 
On September 24, 2019, Speaker Nancy Pelosi announced that 

the House of Representatives would continue with its impeachment 
inquiry into President Donald J. Trump.1 In exercise of its over
sight and legislative authorities and under the umbrella of the 
House's ongoing impeachment inquiry, the Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence (HPSCI), in coordination with the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs and the Committee on Oversight and Reform, 
has led a fact-finding investigation of the President's use of the 
power and instruments of the presidency and the federal govern
ment for his personal political gain. 2 

The investigation conducted by these investigative committees 
has focused on three interrelated lines of inquiry regarding the 
President's conduct: 

1. Did the President request that a foreign leader and 
government initiate investigations to benefit the Presi
dent's personal political interests in the United States, in
cluding an investigation related to the President's political 
rival and potential opponent in the 2020 U.S. presidential 
election? 

2. Did the President-directly or through agents-seek 
to use the power of the Office of the President and other 
instruments of the federal government in other ways to 
apply pressure on the head of state and government of 
Ukraine to advance the President's personal political inter
ests, including by leveraging an Oval Office meeting de
sired by the President of Ukraine or by withholding U.S. 
military assistance to Ukraine? 

3. Did the President and his Administration seek to ob
struct, suppress or cover up information to conceal from 
the Congress and the American people evidence about the 
President's actions and conduct? 

In deposing witnesses and examining documentary evidence, the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, in coordination with 
the Committees on Foreign Affairs and Oversight and Reform, is 
assessing the extent to which President Trump jeopardized U.S. 

1 Speaker Nancy Pelosi, "Pelosi Remarks Announcing Impeachment Inquiry," September 24, 
2019. (Online at: https://www.speaker.gov/newsroom/92419-0). 

2Speaker Nancy Pelosi, "Dear Colleague on Work to Advance Impeachment Inquiry Dnring 
District Work Period," September 27, 2019. (Online at: https://www.speaker.gov/newsroom/ 
92719-1). 
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national security by pressing Ukraine to initiate politically-moti
vated investigations that could interfere in U.S. domestic politics. 

As part of the ongoing investigation into the President's actions 
and conduct, the Committees have requested that the White House 
and Executive Branch agencies and departments produce pertinent 
documents and records. Due to non-cooperation across the Execu
tive Branch, the Committees served duly authorized subpoenas on 
the White House, the Office of Management and Budget, the De
partment of State, the Department of Defense, and the Department 
of Energy. On October 8, 2019, White House Counsel Pat Cipollone 
responded on behalf of President Trump, citing among other argu
ments the lack of a floor vote and other alleged due process consid
erations: "President Trump cannot permit his Administration to 
participate in this partisan inquiry under these circumstances." 3 

With the exception of the Department of State, the other agencies 
and departments of the Executive Branch, including the White 
House, have affirmatively informed the Committees in writing that 
they would not comply after being served with lawful subpoenas 
and that they would withhold evidentiary documents and records 
from the investigative committees involved in the impeachment in
quiry. Although the Department of State has not explicitly in
formed the Committees that it intends not to comply with its sub
poena, it has yet to produce a single document or other record in 
willful defiance of compulsory process. All subpoenas to the Execu
tive Branch remain in full force. 

In the context of an impeachment inquiry, the President and his 
administration's refusal to comply with duly authorized subpoenas, 
decision to withhold documentary evidence, and attempts to block 
and discourage witnesses from testifying may be considered as evi
dence of the President abusing the powers of his office and may 
lead the committees to draw an adverse inference against the 
President. 

Evidence also suggests President Trump may have corruptly 
abused the power of his office to obstruct duly authorized federal 
law enforcement investigations into his conduct and that of his as
sociates. The day before President Trump's July 25, 2019, call with 
President Zelensky, Special Counsel Robert S. Mueller, III testified 
before the multiple House Committees. 4 In his testimony and his 
Report,5 Mueller described in detail the "sweeping and systemic 
fashion" in which the 2016 presidential election was attacked by 
the Russian government and its agents. The Special Counsel also 
documented evidence strongly indicating that President Trump en
gaged in a course of conduct designed to obstruct the Special Coun
sel's investigation, including any investigation into the President's 
conduct. Both personally and through his subordinates, the Presi
dent appears to have engaged in a plan to remove the Special 
Counsel,6 limit the Special Counsel's investigation and other fed-

3 Letter from White House Couusel Pat Cipollone to Speaker Pelosi and Chairmen Engel, 
Schiff, and Cummings, Oct. 8, 2019. 

4 See Oversight of' the Report on the Inuestigation Into Russian Inter{erence in the 2016 Presi
dential Election: Former Special Counsel Robert S. Mueller, III: Hearing Before the H. Comm. 
on the Judiciary, 116th Cong. (July 24, 2019) (Mueller Judiciary Hearing). 

5 See Robert S. Mueller, III, Report On The Investigation Into Russian Inter{erence In The 2016 
Presidential Election, Vol l at p. 1 (March 2019) (Mueller Report). 

6 See e.g., Mueller Report Vol II at ILE, 
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eral investigations related to Trump,7 discourage witness coopera
tion with federal investigators,8 and provide false statements.9 The 
House Judiciary Committee's investigation of these allegations as 
part of its impeachment investigation remains ongoing.10 In this 
investigation-as in others undertaken by the House Judiciary 
Committee and other committees-the President and the Executive 
Branch have refused to comply with duly authorized subpoenas, 
have withheld documentary evidence, and have attempted to block 
and discouraged witnesses from testifying, all in manners that may 
be considered as evidence of the President abusing the powers of 
his office and that may substantiate an adverse evidentiary infer
ence against the President. 

The role of impeachment in our constitutional system 
The impeachment power serves an extraordinarily important role 

in the constitutional plan: it allows Congress to remove from office 
a President who has committed "Treason, Bribery, or other High 
Crimes and Misdemeanors." 11 Impeachment is thus the most pro
found check on the Presidency and one of the mightiest safeguards 
for constitutional democracy. 

As Justice Joseph Story wisely recognized, "the power of im
peachment is not one expected in any government to be in constant 
or frequent exercise." 12 But when faced with credible evidence of 
extraordinary Presidential wrongdoing, it is incumbent on the 
House of Representatives-which wields "the sole Power of Im
peachment," 13-to thoroughly investigate and then determine 
whether to approve articles of impeachment accusing the President 
of misconduct justifying his removal from office. The House alone 
is vested with that responsibility because it "represent[s] the great 
body of the people," and because the need for impeachment arises 
"from acts of great injury to the community." 14 Following approval 
of such articles by the House, proceedings shift to the Senate, 
which must hear evidence and argument and ultimately adjudicate 
the case pursuant to its "sole Power to try all Impeachments." 15 

The Framers of the Constitution provided for these exceptional 
procedures because egregious misuse of the Nation's highest office 
could be "fatal to the republic." 16 They appreciated that "the Exec
utive will have great opportunities of abusing his power," 17 and 

7 See e.g., Mueller Report Vol II at II.F. 
8 See e.g., Mueller Report Vol II at II.J-II.K. 
9 See e.g., Mueller Report Vol II at JI.I. 
10 This point has recently been reaffirmed in litigation in the United States District Court for 

the District of Columbia regarding grand jury materials relating to the Special Counsel's Report: 
"Speaker Pelosi and the Committee have confirmed that an impeachment inquiry is underway." 
Reply of the Committee on the Judiciary, ln re: Application of the Committee on the Judiciary 
For An Order Authorizing The Release of Certain Grand Jury Materials, 1:19-gj-48 (D.D.C.), 
at 16. The District Court relied on that representation in its opinion granting the Judiciary 
Committee's petition: "The Speaker of the House of Representatives has announced an official 
impeachment inquhy, and the House Judiciary Committee ("HJC"), in exercising Congress's 
'sole Power of Impeachment,' U.S. CONST. art. I, § 2, cl. 5, is reviewing the evidence set out 
in the Mueller Report." Memorandum Opinion, In re: Application of the Committee on the Judici
ary For An Order Authorizing The Release of Certain Grand Jury Materials, 1 :19-gj-48 (D.D.C. 
Oct. 25, 2019), at 2; see also id. at 57, 62, 64-68. 

11 U.S. Const. art. II, § 4. 
12 Commentaries on the Constitution of the United States§ 749 (1833). 
13 U.S. Const. art. I, § 2, cl. 5. 
14 Jonathan Elliott (ed.), The Debates in the Several State Conventions 113 (1863) (quoting 

Justice ,James Iredell). 
15 U.S. Const. art. I, § 3, cl. 6. 
16 Farrand, 2 The Records of the Federal Conuention, at 66 (James Madison). 
17 Id. at 67 (Edmund Randolph). 
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sought to bury the abhorrent maxim "that the chief Magistrate 
could do [no] wrong." 18 Championing the adoption of an impeach
ment provision in the Constitution, Madison therefore cautioned 
that a President "might betray his trust to foreign powers," or "per
vert his administration into a scheme of peculation or oppres
sion." 19 Mason and William Davie, in turn, sharply highlighted the 
threat that Presidents would pose if they could corrupt the elec
toral process without fear of being removed from political office for 
their wrongdoing.20 Subsequently, in the Federalist Papers, Alex
ander Hamilton also emphasized impeachment as a bulwark 
against foreign influence in our domestic affairs. 21 

Of course, arguments about the importance of allowing Presi
dential impeachment were not invented for the very first time at 
the Constitutional Convention. Every delegate who addressed the 
loaded subject of impeachment in Philadelphia had personal experi
ence with colonial or state impeachment practice, which ensured 
their familiarity with the concept of removing senior elected offi
cials. 22 That background caused many Framers to recoil from the 
European notion that heads of state could never be impeached. As 
Hamilton later explained, the President would have no more re
semblance to the British king than to "the Grand Seignior, to the 
khan of Tartary, to the Man of the Seven Mountains, or to the gov
ernor of New York." 23 As he reasoned in his essays advocating 
ratification, whereas "the person of the king of Great Britain is sa
cred and inviolable," the American President could be "impeached, 
tried, and upon conviction ... removed from office." 24 Through 
the Impeachment Clause, the Framers thus confirmed that no
body-not even the President of the United States of America-is 
above the law. Consistent with the Framers' goals, the purpose of 
the impeachment power is not to impose personal punishment on 
the President. Instead, impeachment's "function is primarily to 
maintain constitutional government." 25 That is why the con
sequences of conviction in the Senate are expressly limited by the 
plain text of the Constitution to removal from office and potential 
disqualification from future office holding.26 To the extent the 
President has violated any criminal statutes, the Constitution re
serves criminal punishment for the ordinary judicial processes of 
criminal law. 27 Conviction on articles of impeachment thus goes 
''just far enough, and no further than, to remove the threat posed 
to the Republic by an unfit official." 28 This careful balance speaks 

18 Id. at 66 (Elbridge Gerry). 
w Id. at 65-66. 
20 See id. at 65-65. 
2 ' Wright (ed.), The Federalist Papers, Federalist 68, at 444 (1961) ("Nothing was more to be 

desired than that every practicable obstacle should be opposed to cabal, intrigue, and corruption. 
These most deadly adversaries of republican government might naturally have been expected 
to make their approaches from more than one quarter, but chiefly from tbe desire in foreign 
powers to gain an improper ascendant in our councils. How could they better gratify this, than 
by raising a creature of their own to the chief magistracy of the Union? But the convention have 
guarded against all danger of this sort, with the most provident and judicious attention."). 

22see, e.g., Frank 0. Bowman III, High Crimes & Misdemeanors 50-112 (2019). 
23 Benjamin Wright (ed.), The Federalist Papers, Federalist 69, at 444 (1961). 
24 Id. at 445. 
25 House Committee on the Judiciary, Constitutional Grounds for Presidential Impeachment 

24 (1974). 
26 See Laurence H. Tribe, American Constitutional Law 155 (3d ed. 2000). 
27 See U.S. Const. art. I, § 3, cl. 7. 
28 John 0. McGinnis, Impeachment: The Structural Understanding, 67 GEO. WASH. L. REV. 

650, 650 (1999 ). 
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to the Framers' acknowledgment of impeachment's role in pro
tecting the democratic system, as well as their realization that 
criminal punishment through the Judiciary serves a very different 
purpose in American life than does impeachment and removal from 
office. 

Throughout the Nation's history, the House has undertaken im
peachment proceedings against only three Presidents. In 1868, fol
lowing sustained Presidential resistance to Congressional Recon
struction, the House impeached President Andrew Johnson for vio
lating the Tenure of Office Act and calling Congress into disrepute. 
In 1974, following the infamous Watergate scandal, the House 
Committee on the Judiciary approved articles of impeachment 
against President Richard M. Nixon for obstruction of justice, 
abuse of power, and obstruction of Congress. (President Nixon re
signed before those articles were put to a vote by the full House.) 
Finally, in 1998, following receipt of a report from Independent 
Counsel Kenneth Starr, the House impeached President William J. 
Clinton for obstruction of justice and perjury. Each of these im
peachment proceedings arose from Presidential conduct determined 
by a majority of the House to involve serious wrongdoing that im
periled the rule of law. 

Ultimately, as Hamilton taught, the "true spirit" of impeachment 
in the House is that it serves as a "method of NATIONAL IN
QUEST into the conduct of public [officials]." 29 Members of the 
House serve as "inquisitors for the nation," investigating whether 
the President committed "high Crimes and Misdemeanors" and, if 
appropriate, approving articles of impeachment for adjudication in 
the Senate. This is a weighty responsibility, and a grave one, but 
it is essential to ensuring that the Constitution endures when the 
President abuses power, betrays the nation, or corrupts our highest 
office. 

The impeachment inquiry process 
As described above, the Constitution vests the "sole power of im

peachment" in the House of Representatives and provides the Sen
ate "the sole power to try all impeachments" and remove a federal 
officer, including the president, for certain "high crimes and mis
demeanors." 30 The purpose of an impeachment inquiry is to gather 
evidence to determine whether the president may have committed 
an impeachable offense, and consequently whether the House 
should draft and adopt articles of impeachment. 

The Trump Administration has challenged this inquiry's legit
imacy. He has asserted that it is improper or unconstitutional for 
the committees to conduct an impeachment inquiry absent an au
thorizing vote of the full House.31 This assertion has no basis in 
the text of the Constitution, House rules, past precedent or any 
other authority. As noted above, the House possess the "sole power 
of impeachment." Furthermore, the Constitution provides that each 
"House may determine the Rules of its Proceedings." 32 As such, 

29 Wright (ed.), The Federalist Papers, Federalist 65, at 427 (1961). 
30 U.S. Const. Art. I § 2, cl. 5; id. § 3, cl. 6; Art. II § 4. 
31 Letter to Nancy Pelosi, Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Adam Schiff, Chairman, 

H. Permanent Select. Comm. on Intelligence, Eliot F!ngel, Chairman, H. Comm. on Foreign Af
fairs, Elijah Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, from Pat Cipollone, 
Counsel to the President, Oct. 8, 2019. 

32 U.S. Const. Art. I, § 5, cl. 2. 
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neither the Constitution nor House rules requires that the full 
House vote to authorize an inquiry. Indeed, a federal district judge 
recently rejected the assertion that the House must have a full vote 
to initiate an impeachment inquiry. The holding came in response 
to the Judiciary Committee's petition for grand jury material re
lated to the Mueller investigation. The Court found that the Trump 
Administration's argument "has no textual support in the U.S. 
Constitution, [or] the governing rules of the House ... " 33 And 
further recognized that "[e]ven in cases of presidential impeach
ment, a House resolution has never, in fact, been required to begin 
an impeachment inquiry." 34 This resolution, while not required, 
provides a further framework for the House's ongoing impeachment 
inquiry into the conduct of President Donald Trump. 

Under the framework provided by this resolution, HPSCI and 
others will continue to conduct the fact-finding investigation into 
the Ukraine matter and HPSCI will report to the Judiciary Com
mittee in connection with that matter. Both the Constitution and 
the rules of the House permit congressional committees to under
take such investigations regarding the conduct of the President 
that may result in the adoption of articles of impeachment.35 The 
Judiciary Committee, as a matter of precedent, is responsible for 
considering and potentially recommending articles of impeachment 
to the full House. Articles of impeachment introduced in the House 
are by parliamentary precedent referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary.36 Whether by direct referral to the Committee or referral 
following a vote, "[a]U impeachments to reach the Senate since 
1900 have been based on resolutions reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary." 37 

The House's ongoing impeachment inquiry process-both before 
and after enactment of the resolution-and the additional frame
work provided by the resolution is commensurate with the inquiry 
process followed in the cases of President Nixon and President 
Clinton. The Nixon impeachment inquiry proceeded out of public 
view for several months-starting in October 1973.38 The House 
did not vote to authorize an impeachment inquiry until February 
6, 1974.39 From February 22 to May 9, 1974, only the Chairman, 
Ranking Member, and inquiry staff had access to the material 
gathered by the inquiry, to supervise and review the assembly of 
the evidence prior to the presentation of the evidence to the whole 

33 See Memorandum opinion granting the application, In re Application of The Committee on 
The ,Judiciary, U.S. House of Representatives, For An Order Authorizing the Release of Certain 
Grand dury Materials, Misc. No. 1:19-gj-00048-BAH (Oct. 30, 2019) at 49-55. 

34.fd. 
35 During the impeachment inquiry of President Richard Nixon, inquiry staff organized and 

analyzed evidence provided by the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities 
and made requests for various materials "to the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the House 
Armed Services Committee, the Senate Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Proce
dure, the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, and the CIA." See Work of the Im
peachment Inquiry Staff as of March 1, Rept. Of the H. Comm. on the Judiciary, 93rd Cong., 
(1974) at p. 2. 

36 defferson·s Manual, H. Doc. 114-192 § 605, at 321 (2017) ("[R]esolutions ... that directly 
call for the impeachment of an officer have been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary[.]"). 

37 Charles W. Johnson et al., House Practice: A Guide to the Rules, Precedents, and Practice 
of the House, Ch. 27 § 6, at 615 (2017). 

38 Summary of the Activities of the H. Comm. on the Judiciary, .93rd Congress, 1st Session, 
93rd Cong. (1974) at 1. 

39 H. Res. 803, 93rd Cong. (1974). 
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Committee.40 With regard to the Clinton impeachment inquiry, the 
Independent Counsel Kenneth Starr transmitted his report to the 
House of Representatives on September 9, 1998. Two days later, 
the House adopted H. Res. 525 to allow the Judiciary Committee 
to review the report behind closed doors before releasing it to the 
public and "to determine whether sufficient grounds exist to rec
ommend to the House that an impeachment inquiry be com
menced." 41 The House adopted a resolution authorizing an inquiry 
nearly a month later on October 8, 2019.42 

The current inquiry must differ from the previous two presi
dential impeachment inquiries in one fundamental respect, how
ever: the House is conducting a significant portion of the factual in
vestigation itself as it relates to the Ukraine matter. In impeach
ment inquiries of both President Nixon and Clinton, the House re
lied upon an investigation conducted by third-parties, such as the 
Watergate Special Prosecutor's Office investigation and Senate Se
lect Committee investigation into President Nixon, and the Inde
pendent Counsel investigation into President Clinton. With regard 
to the Ukraine matter, the Department of Justice (under Attorney 
General William Barr) declined to open an investigation after re
viewing President Trump's July 25, 2019, call with Ukrainian 
President Zelensky. The Department issued a statement on Sep
tember 25, 2019, stating that the Department's Criminal Division 
"reviewed the official record of the call and determined, based on 
the facts and applicable law, that there was no campaign finance 
violation and that no further action was warranted." As a result, 
the Department asserted that it had "concluded the matter." 4a 

Where, as in the case of investigating the conduct of President 
Trump, there is no such third-party to conduct the investigation, 
the House, through its committees, must conduct the initial fact
finding investigation with regards to the Ukraine matter. 

This resolution represents the next, public-facing phase of that 
process. 

Additionally, the Trump Administration has asserted that the 
House has failed to provide the President with "constitutionally 
mandated due process." 44 The initial stages of an impeachment in
quiry in the House are akin to those preceding a prosecutorial 
charging decision. Under this process, the House is responsible for 
collecting the evidence and, rather than weighing the question of 
returning an indictment, the Members of the House have the obli
gation to decide whether to approve articles of impeachment. 

As previously described, an impeachment inquiry is not a crimi
nal trial and should not be confused with one. The president's lib
erty is not at stake and the constitutional protections afforded a 
criminal defendant do not as a matter of course apply. The con
stitutionally permitted consequences of impeachment are limited to 

40 Impeachment of Richard M. Nixon, President of the United States, Rept. of the H. Comm. 
on the Judiciary, 93rd Cong. (1974) at pp. 8-9. 

41 H. Res. 525, 105th Cong. (1998). 
42 H. Res. 581, 105th Cong. ( 1998). 
43 Department of Justice Press Statement, September 25, 2019 (as sent to HPSCI). See e.g., 

Matt Zapotosky and Devlin Barrett, "Justice Dept. rejected investigation of Trump phone call 
just weeks after it began examining the matter," The Washington Post, September 25, 2019. 

44 Letter to Nancy Pelosi, Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Adam Schiff, Chairman, 
H. Permanent Select. Comm. on Intelligence, Eliot Engel, Chairman, H. Comm. on Foreign Af
fairs, Elijah Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, from Pat Cipollone, 
Counsel to the President, Oct. 8, 2019. 
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immediate removal from office and potentially being barred from 
holding future federal office. Moreover, it is the Senate that con
ducts the trial to determine whether the conduct outlined in the ar
ticles warrant the president's removal from office, which requires 
a 2/s majority vote. Indeed, given the nature of the ongoing inves
tigation into the Ukraine matter, President Trump has received ad
ditional procedural protections. During closed door depositions held 
by HPSCI and others related to the Ukraine matter, minority 
members have been present and granted equal time to question 
witnesses brought before the committees. This is unlike the process 
in the preceding two presidential impeachment inquiries, which re
lied significantly upon information gathered by third-party inves
tigators. Now, as we enter the next phase of the investigation, this 
resolution directs HPSCI to conduct open hearings and produce 
and transmit a report of its factual findings to the Judiciary Com
mittee, which will consider and potentially refer articles of im
peachment based on those factual findings and all other factual 
evidence before it. 

Nonetheless, the Committee on the Judiciary has, during certain 
stages of an impeachment inquiry, adopted procedures governing 
the presentation of evidence that permit the president to partici
pate in the proceedings. It was only in May 1974 that the com
mittee adopted procedures for the presentation of evidence, which 
included additional procedural protections for the President. 45 

Similarly, the House Judiciary Committee authorized additional 
procedures for the presentation of evidence, including procedural 
protections for the president on October 5, 1998, nearly a month 
after it had received the report of Independent Counsel Starr, and 
just before the Committee began conducting public hearings. 

In keeping with this past practice, the resolution directs the Ju
diciary Committee to provide procedural protections for the presi
dent based on those provided during the Nixon and Clinton inquir
ies in anticipation of the Committee receiving the results of the on
going investigations being conducted by other committees of the 
House. These procedural protections include: that the president 
and his counsel are invited to attend all hearings; the ability for 
the president's counsel to cross-examine witnesses and object to the 
admissibility of testimony; and the ability of the president's counsel 
to make presentations of evidence before the Judiciary Committee, 
including the ability to call witnesses. The purpose of providing 
these protections is to ensure that the president has a fair oppor
tunity to present evidence to the Judiciary Committee if it must 
weigh whether to recommend articles of impeachment against him 
to the full House. 

The President and his administration's egregious failure to com
ply with the lawful subpoenas and requests of the investigating 

45 See Impeachment of Richard M. Nixon, President of the United States, Rcpt. of the H. 
Comm. on the Judiciary, 93rd Cong. (1974) at pp. 8-9. ('"l'hese procedures were consistent with 
four general principles: First, the Committee would receive from the staff and consider initially 
all reliable material which tended to establish the facts in issue. At the time that the evi
dentiary proceedings began, the Committee would give the President the opportunity to have 
his counsel present and to receive such documents and materials as the staff presented to the 
Committee Members for their consideration. Second, during the presentation of this evidentiary 
material, whether in executive or in open session subject to the rules of the House, the Com
mittee would give the President the opportunity to have his counsel present and to hear the 
presentation. Third, at the end of this presentation, the Committee would give the President 
the opportunity to have his counsel make his position known, either orally or in writing, with 
respect to the evidentiary material received by the Committee.") 
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committees must of course be taken account of when considering 
the President's opportunity to himself utilize Congressional proce
dures to obtain and present witnesses and documents. In con
struing the resolution, it is understood that the opportunity con
ferred on the President by the Judiciary Committee procedures, in
cluding through his counsel, to call specific witnesses or pose par
ticular questions to them may, in the customary discretion of the 
chair, be predicated in whole or in part on the President's deter
minations as to whether to make witnesses available for testimony 
to, and to produce documents requested by, the investigative com
mittees directed by H. Res. 660 as the committees continue their 
ongoing investigations into whether sufficient grounds exist for the 
House of Representatives to exercise its Constitutional power to 
impeach Donald John Trump, President of the United States of 
America, and for other purposes. The available remedies within the 
chair's discretion in such circumstances also include-but are not 
limited to-drawing adverse evidentiary inferences on questions of 
fact or finding that the President's unlawful defiance of Congres
sional subpoenas constitutes obstruction of the Congressional im
peachment inquiry. In the exercise of this discretion the chair 
shall, of course, account for any valid and applicable legal constitu
tional, procedural, or precedential considerations. 

Additionally, the resolution provides additional rights to the mi
nority of the Judiciary Committee. The resolution grants the mi
nority the right to subpoena witnesses subject to a vote of the com
mittee. This subpoena power is based on the power granted to the 
~inority during both the Nixon and Clinton impeachment inquir
ies. 

COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 

The Committee on Rules met on October 30, 2019, in open ses
sion and ordered H. Res. 660 favorably reported to the House by 
a record vote of 9 yeas and 4 nays, a quorum being present. 

COMMITTEE VOTES 

Clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representa
tives requires the Committee to list the record votes on the motion 
to report the legislation and amendments thereto. A motion by Mr. 
McGovern to report the resolution to the House with a favorable 
recommendation was agreed to by a record vote of 9 yeas and 4 
nays, a quorum being present. The names of Members voting for 
and against follow: 

Rules Committee record vote No. 203 
Date: October 30, 2019 
Motion to order H. Res. 660 reported favorably to the House. 

Agreed to: 9-4 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings . Yea Mr. Cole Nay 
Mrs. Torres .. Yea Mr. Woodall . Nay 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Yea Mr. Burgess Nay 
Mr. Raskin .. Yea Mrs. Lesko .... Nay 
Ms. Scanlon . Yea 
Mr. Morelle .. Yea 
Ms. Shalala .. Yea 
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Majority Members 

Mr< DeSaulnier 
Mr McGovern, Chairman < < 

Vote 

Yea 
Yea 

11 

Minority Members Vote 

The committee also considered the following amendments on 
which record votes were requested. The names of Members voting 
for and against follow: 

Rules Committee record vote No. 186 
Date: October 30, 2019 
Amendment (no. 1) offered by Mr. Woodall to strike all except 

Section 4. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr< Hastings « < Nay Mr Cole «« < 
Mrs< Torres < Nay Mr Woodall < 
Mr< Perlmutter < Nay Mr Burgess < 
Mr< Raskin < < Nay Mrs< Lesko « 

Ms< Scanlon « Nay 
Mr Morelle < < Nay 
Ms< Shalala < Nay 
Mr< DeSaulnier « Nay 
Mr< McGovern, Chairman < Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 187 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 2) offered by Mr. Burgess to strike the Commit
tees on Financial Services and Ways and Means from Section 1. 
Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr< Hastings « Nay Mr Cole «« 

Mrs< Torres « Nay Mr Woodall < 
Mr Perlmutter < Nay Mr Burgess < 
Mr< Raskin Nay Mrs< Lesko « < 
Ms< Scanlon « Nay 
Mr< Morelle < Nay 
Ms< Shalala < Nay 
Mr< DeSaulnier « Nay 
Mr< McGovern, Chairman < Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 188 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 3) offered by Mr. Burgess to add language re
quiring the Committees on Financial Services and Ways and 
Means to produce and make available to all members documents 
detailing the nature and scope of their investigations. Defeated: 
4-9 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr< Hastings « Nay Mr Cole < « Yea 
Mrs< Torres «« Nay Mr Woodall < < Yea 
Mr< Perlmutter < Nay Mr Burgess < Yea 
Mr Raskin < Nay Mrs< Lesko «« Yea 
Ms< Scanlon « Nay 
Mr< Morelle < Nay 
Ms< Shalala < Nay 
Mr< DeSaulnier « Nay 



26737

12 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 189 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Amendment (no. 4) offered by Mr. Woodall to apply language re
quiring the chair of the Committee on Rules to promulgate addi
tional procedures to allow for the participation of the President and 
his counsel in proceedings in the House Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence, the Committee on Oversight and Reform, 
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Defeated: 4-9 

Ma iority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Nay Mr. Cole . 
Mrs. Torres .... Nay Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Nay Mr. Burgess . 
Mr. Raskin . Nay Mrs. Lesko .. 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala .. Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 190 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 5) offered by Mr. Cole to add language permit
ting the chair and ranking minority member to yield their time to 
other members on the House Permanent Select Committee on In
telligence during the extended questioning time. Defeated: 4-9 

Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres 

Majority Members 

Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin . 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morelle . 
Ms. Shalala . 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman ... 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .... 

Rules Committee record vote No. 191 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 6) offered by Mrs. Lesko to allow the minority 
to call at least an equal number of witnesses and to authorize the 
ranking minority member to require as deemed necessary, by sub
poena or otherwise, the attendance and testimony of any person 
and the production of records and other materials. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Nay Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres .. Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter . Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin Nay Mrs. Lesko Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morelle Nay 
Ms. Shalala . Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
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Majority Members Vote 

Mr, McGovern, Chairman Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 192 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Amendment (no. 7) offered by Mr. Cole to strike the section re
quiring written justification from the ranking minority member of 
the relevance of the testimony of each requested witness to the in
vestigation. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings ,, , Nay Mr. Cole ,,, 
Mrs. Torres Nay Mr. Woodall . 
Mr, Perlmutter Nay Mr. Burgess 
Mr. Raskin , Nay Mrs. Lesko ,, 
Ms. Scanlon ,, , Nay 
Mr. Morelle Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 193 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 8) offered by Mr. Cole to require the chair to 
provide the ranking minority member written justification of the 
relevance of the testimony of each witness whose testimony is re
quested or required. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr, Hastings , Nay Mr. Cole , . 
Mrs. Torres Nay Mr, Woodall . 
Mr. Perlmutter ,,,, Nay Mr. Burgess , 
Mr. Raskin Nay Mrs. Lesko ,,, 
Ms. Scanlon Nay 
Mr. Morelle , Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 

Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 194 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 9) offered by Mr. Woodall to add language that 
provides the ranking minority members of the House Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence and the Committee on the Judici
ary with the authority to issue the same number of subpoenas as 
their respective chairs. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings , Nay Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter Nay Mr, Burgess , Yea 
Mr. Raskin Nay Mrs. Lesko ,, Yea 
Ms. Scanlon Nay 
Mr. Morelle Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier , Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman Nay 
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Rules Committee record vote No. 195 
Date: October 30, 2019 
Amendment (no. 10) offered by Mr. Cole to allow the ranking mi

nority member of the House Permanent Select Committee on Intel
ligence the ability to issue subpoenas without the concurrence of 
the chair. Defeated: 4-9 

Majority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Nay Mr. Cole . 
Mrs. Torres Nay Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Perlmutter . Nay Mr. Burgess .... 
Mr. Raskin .. Nay Mrs. Lesko .. 
Ms. Scanlon Nay 
Mr. Morelle Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 

Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 196 
Date: October 30, 2019 

M!norityMemhers Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 11) offered by Mr. Cole to require the chair to 
have the concurrence of the ranking minority member to issue sub
poenas and, if the ranking minority member does not concur, the 
chair may put the question before the full committee. Defeated: 
4-9 

Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres 
Mr. Perlmutter 
Mr. Raskin ... 
Ms. Scanlon 
Mr. Morelle 
Ms. Shalala 

Majority Memhers 

Mr. McGovern, Chairman 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko 

Rules Committee record vote No. 197 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 12) offered by Mrs. Lesko to require the House 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence and any other com
mittee having custody of records or other materials relating to the 
inquiry to transfer all such records or materials including excul
patory materials to the Committee on the Judiciary. Defeated: 
4-9 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Nay Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres .... Nay Mr. Woodall .. Yea 

Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin Nay Mrs. Lesko .. Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morelle Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier ... Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman Nay 
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Rules Committee record vote No. 198 
Date: October 30, 2019 
Amendment (no. 13) offered by Mrs. Lesko to allow the ranking 

members of the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
and any other committees having custody of records or other mate
rials relating to the inquiry to also transfer records and materials 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Defeated: 4-9 

MaiorityMembers 

Mr. Hastings .... 
Mrs. Torres . 
Mr. Perlmutter .... 
Mr. Raskin . 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morelle ... 
Ms. Shalala . 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .. 

Rules Committee record vote No. 199 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Memhers Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 14) offered by Mrs. Lesko to require the concur
rence of the relevant ranking minority member in order to transfer 
records and other materials to the Committee on the Judiciary. If 
the ranking minority member does not concur, the chair shall have 
the right to refer to the committee for a decision. Defeated: 4-9 

MaJorityMembers Vote 

Mr. Hastings ..... Nay Mr. Cole ... 
Mrs. Torres . Nay Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Nay Mr. Burgess . 
Mr. Raskin . Nay Mrs. Lesko .. 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morel le . . Nay 
Ms. Shalala . Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
Mr. McGovern. Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 200 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Votr. 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 16) offered by Mr. Burgess to define "employee" 
as "other than a consultant whose services are procured in accord
ance with section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorganization Act of 
1946 (2 U.S.C. 4301(i))". Defeated: 4-9 

Mr. Hastings 
Mrs. Torres . 

Majority Members 

Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin .... 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morelle . 
Ms. Shalala . 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole 
Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .... 

Rules Committee record vote No. 201 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
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Amendment (no. 17) offered by Mr. Woodall to ensure the House 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence holds more than one 
open hearing. Defeated: 4-9 

Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres 

Majority Members 

Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin ... 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morelle . 
Ms. Shalala .. 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall .. 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .. 

Rules Committee record vote No. 202 
Date: October 30, 2019 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment (no. 18) offered by Mr. Burgess to state that nothing 
in this resolution may be construed to limit the right of each Mem
ber, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner to have access to com
mittee records pursuant to clause 2(e)(2) of rule XI. Defeated: 
4-9 

Majority Members 

Mr. Hastings .... 
Mrs. Torres . 
Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin .. 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morel le . 
Ms. Shalala 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vole 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall .. 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .... 

Minority Members 

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(l) of rule XIII and clause 2(b)(l) of rule 
X of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the Committee 
made oversight findings and recommendations that are reflected in 
this report. 

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee establishes the following per
formance related goals and objectives for this legislation: 

The resolution directs certain committees to continue their ongo
ing investigations as part of the existing House of Representatives 
inquiry into whether sufficient grounds exist for the House of Rep
resentatives to exercise its Constitutional power to impeach Donald 
John Trump, President of the United States of America; authorizes 
public hearings and the disclosure of deposition transcripts; and 
sets forth additional procedures in furtherance of the impeachment 
inquiry. The resolution moves the House's impeachment inquiry 
into the next phase while providing rights to the minority, includ
ing authorizing the ranking minority members of the House Per
manent Select Committee on Intelligence and the Judiciary Com
mittee to request subpoenas. In advancing the impeachment in
quiry, the resolution also provides for process rights for the Presi-
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dent and his counsel, rights that closely mirror those provided dur
ing the Nixon and Clinton impeachment inquiries. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE STATEMENT 

No advisory committees within the meaning of section 5(b) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act were created by this legislation. 

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

Resolved clause 
The first section of the resolution directs the Permanent Select 

Committee on Intelligence ("Select Committee") and the Commit
tees on Financial Services, Foreign Affairs, the Judiciary, Over
sight and Reform, and Ways and Means to continue their ongoing 
investigations as part of the existing House inquiry into whether 
sufficient grounds exist for the House to exercise its Constitutional 
power to impeach President Trump. 

Section two-Open and transparent investigative proceedings by the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 

Section two provides procedures under which the Permanent Se
lect Committee on Intelligence may conduct themselves for the pur
pose of continuing their ongoing investigation as part of the exist
ing House inquiry into whether sufficient grounds exist for the 
House to exercise its Constitutional power to impeach President 
Trump. 

It directs the chair of the Select Committee to designate one or 
more open hearings pursuant to the section and provides a specific 
process for questioning witnesses in those hearings, notwith
standing clause 2(j)(2) of rule XI. At the start of questioning the 
chair announces how many minutes the chair and ranking minority 
member are permitted to question the witness during that round, 
longer than five minutes and up to 45 minutes per side. The time 
available for each period of questioning must be equal for the chair 
and ranking minority member. Only the chair and ranking minor
ity member, or a Select Committee employee 46 if yielded to by the 
chair or ranking member, may question witnesses during these pe
riods. The chair may announce additional rounds using the same 
process. Following these extended questioning periods, the com
mittee will proceed with questioning by members of the committee 
under the five-minute rule. 

The section also provides that the ranking minority member of 
the Select Committee may submit written requests for witness tes
timony to the chair within 72 hours after notice is given for the 
first open hearing held pursuant to these procedures. The re
quested witness testimony must be relevant to the investigation de
scribed in the first section and must be accompanied by a detailed 
written justification of the relevance of such testimony. This notice 
requirement will allow for a full evaluation of minority witness re
quests. 

46 The 116th Congress Committees' Congressional Handbook released hy the Committee on 
House Administration defines ''employee" as "an individual appointed to a position of employ
ment in the House of Representatives hy an authorized employing authority including individ
uals receiving pay dishursed hy the CAO and individuals in a Leave Without Pay or furlough 
status." The Handhook further states, "[a) consultant is to act as an independent contractor and 
is not an employee of the Committee." 
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The section authorizes the ranking minority member of the Se
lect Committee, in concurrence with the chair of the committee, to 
require, as deemed necessary to the investigation-by subpoena or 
otherwise-the attendance and testimony of any person (including 
at the taking of a deposition), the production of documents, and by 
interrogatory, the furnishing of information. If the chair declines to 
concur in a proposed action of the ranking minority member, the 
ranking minority member shall have the right to refer to the com
mittee for decision the question of whether such authority shall be 
exercised and the chair shall convene the committee promptly to 
render that decision, subject to the notice requirements and go. od
cause exception for a committee meeting under clause 2(g)(3 )(A) 
and (B) of rule XI. Subpoenas and interrogatories authorized by 
this section may be signed by the ranking minority member and 
may be served by any person designated by the ranking member. 
This language is based on language found in the Clinton and Nixon 
impeachment inquiry resolutions, H. Res. 581 (105th) and H. Res. 
803 (93rd), respectively, but is updated to conform with changes to 
subpoena rules in the House (clause 2(m) of rule XI), which now 
confer subpoena authority to committees and, by delegation, the 
chair. 

The section authorizes the chair of the Select Committee to make 
transcripts of depositions conducted by the Select Committee in 
furtherance of its investigation publicly available in electronic 
form, with appropriate redactions for classified and other sensitive 
information. 

The section also directs the Select Committee to act collegially to 
issue a report with its findings and any recommendations, append
ing any appropriate information and materials with respect to their 
investigation. The report must be prepared in consultation with the 
chairs of the Committees on Foreign Affairs and Oversight and Re
form. The chair of the Select Committee is directed to transmit the 
committee report and appendices, along with any views filed pursu
ant to clause 2(1) of rule XI, to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
to make the report publicly available in electronic form, with ap
propriate redactions to any part of the report to protect classified 
and other sensitive information. 

Section three-Transmission of additional materials 
Section three authorizes the chair of the Permanent Select Com

mittee, or the chair of any other committee, having custody of 
records or other materials related to the House impeachment in
quiry referenced in the first section of the resolution, to transfer 
such records or materials to the Judiciary Committee, in consulta
tion with the ranking minority member. 

Section four-Impeachment inquiry procedures in the Committee on 
the Judiciary 

Section four provides for the procedures under which the Judici
ary Committee is authorized to conduct the impeachment inquiry. 
The section authorizes the Committee to conduct proceedings relat
ing to the impeachment inquiry pursuant to the procedures, includ
ing those that allow for the participation of the President and his 
counsel, issued by the chair of the Committee on Rules and printed 
in the Congressional Record on October 29, 2019. 
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The Judiciary Committee is also authorized to promulgate addi
tional procedures for hearings held pursuant to the resolution as 
it deems necessary, provided that they are not inconsistent with 
the procedures inserted in the Congressional Record by the chair 
of the Committee on Rules on October 29, 2019, the rules of the 
Committee, and the rules of the House. 

In identical language to the subpoena power referenced in section 
two, the section also authorizes the ranking member of the Judici
ary Committee, in concurrence with the chair of the committee, to 
require, as deemed necessary to the investigation-by subpoena or 
otherwise-the attendance and testimony of any person (including 
at the taking of a deposition), the production of documents, and by 
interrogatory, the furnishing of information. If the chair declines to 
concur in a proposed action of the ranking minority member, the 
ranking minority member shall have the right to refer to the com
mittee for decision the question of whether such authority shall be 
exercised and the chair shall convene the committee promptly to 
render that decision, subject to notice requirements and good-cause 
exception for a committee meeting under clause 2(g)(3)(A) and (B) 
of rule XI. Subpoenas and interrogatories authorized by this section 
may be signed by the ranking minority member and may be served 
by any person designated by the ranking member. Like the iden
tical language found in section two, it is based on subpoena lan
guage found in the regulations promulgated to govern the proce
dures of the Clinton and Nixon impeachment inquiries, H. Res. 581 
(105th) and H. Res. 803 (93rd), respectively. The language has been 
updated to conform with changes to subpoena rules in the House 
(clause 2(m) of rule XI), which now confer subpoena authority to 
committees and, by delegation, to the chair. 

Section 4(c)(2) of the resolution provides that the chair of the Ju
diciary Committee may schedule a meeting to consider a subpoena 
or interrogatory request of the ranking minority member which has 
been declined and referred to the Judiciary Committee, in accord
ance with the committee meeting notice requirements and good 
cause exception contained in House rule XI. This provision super
sedes the committee meeting notice requirements contained in rule 
II of the Judiciary Committee's Rules of Procedure. In addition, 
paragraph B.3 of the Judiciary Committee Impeachment Inquiry 
Procedures (inserted into the Congressional Record by the chair of 
the Committee on Rules on October 29, 2019) permits the chair of 
the Judiciary Committee to schedule a meeting to consider a re
quest by the President's counsel for the Judiciary Committee to re
ceive additional testimony or evidence in accordance with the com
mittee meeting notice requirements and good cause exception con
tained in House rule XI, notwithstanding rule II of the Judiciary 
Committee's Rules of Procedure. Paragraph E of the impeachment 
inquiry procedures allows the chair to provide notice of other meet
ings as well as hearings being held pursuant to such impeachment 
inquiry procedures consistent with the House rule XI notice re
quirements and good cause exceptions, in this case, so long as there 
are at least twenty-four hours' notice of the same. Again, this para
graph operates notwithstanding the committee meeting notice re
quirements contained in rule II of the Judiciary Committee's Rules 
of Procedure. 
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Finally, the section requires that the Judiciary Committee report 
to the House such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other 
recommendations as it deems proper. 

CHANGES IN EXISTING HOUSE RULES MADE BY THE RESOLUTION, AS 
REPORTED 

In compliance with clause 3(g) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee finds that this resolution 
does not propose to repeal or amend a standing rule of the House. 
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DISSENTING VIEWS 

We are disappointed that the Democratic Majority has trampled 
on the rights of the minority and the integrity of the legislative 
process in their haste to pass H. Res. 660 on the House Floor. 
There is no practical reason why the legislative process set forth 
in both the 93rd and 105th Congresses could not have been the 
model used today. In fact, even the Democratic Majority themselves 
have made no compelling argument as to why this legislation was 
written behind closed doors and only made available to members 
of the minority and the American people a mere 24 hours prior to 
the Rules Committee marking up the legislation. We also under
stand that the Majority plans to schedule a floor vote on the resolu
tion less than 24 hours after conclusion of the Rules Committee 
markup. This haste has no explanation outside of an unfortunately 
political context-one that serves to validate the significant and 
grave concerns of the minority as to the abandonment of trans
parency, fairness, and bipartisanship that existed in prior Con
gresses when similar grave matters were before this body. 

While we are hesitant to assign motivations to the majority, their 
lack of communication and coordination with the minority leads us 
to question how H. Res. 660 is anything more than the latest at
tempt to rationalize a deeply flawed process structured to do one 
thing, and one thing alone: destroy the credibility of a president. 
Due process and following the evidence-characteristics of previous 
impeachment debates-is non-existent in the current context. Rath
er, fairness and transparency have been replaced by leaking of tes
timony, pejorative statements, contradictory arguments, and polit
ical gamesmanship. This somber truth should leave every member 
who values this institution saddened by the new precedent being 
set by the current majority. 

In 1998, a current member of the House Democratic Caucus said 
the following regarding the House's responsibility to remain true to 
historical precedent when it comes to an issue of such import to our 
nation as impeachment of a president: 

Under our Constitution, the House of Representatives has 
the sole power of impeachment. This is perhaps our single 
most serious responsibility short of declaration of war. 
Given the gravity and magnitude of this undertaking, only 
a fair and bipartisan approach to this question will ensure 
that truth is discovered, honest judgments rendered and the 
constitutional requirement observed. Our best yardstick is 
our historical experience. We rnust compare the procedures 
used today with what Congress did a generation ago when 

(21) 
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a Republican President was investigated by a Democratic 
House.1 

It is unfortunate that this majority has abandoned the senti
ments expressed by now-Chairwoman Zoe Lofgren and now seeks 
to rewrite the history of their quest to delegitimize the current 
president even at the expense of our institution and the unity of 
our nation, and absent any meaningful evidence. H. Res. 660 is lit
tle more than a last-minute effort to walk the tightrope of appeas
ing the Democratic Majority's base while not completely alienating 
members of their caucus who represent more moderate areas of the 
country. And yet again, their political efforts run counter to a proc
ess characterized by the bipartisanship and thoughtfulness that ex
isted in the two previous impeachment inquiries. Procedural integ
rity and historical consistency ensure that in even the most chaotic 
of political times, the legislative branch is able to function, and 
even more importantly, to govern. Not surprisingly, the 116th Con
gress has very few examples of the ability of the majority to govern 
and we dare say, will have even fewer if H. Res. 660 is passed by 
the House of Representatives. 

We would be remiss if we did not note that sharing the text of 
H. Res. 660 with the minority members of the Rules Committee 
only 24 hours prior to the scheduled markup would be shocking if 
it had not become so commonplace in the 116th Congress. We are 
disappointed that such a grave and important topic as impeach
ment of a president did not compel the majority to prioritize delib
erative discussion and robust debate over political expediency. 

The deficiencies in the manner in which this majority has con
ducted oversight of this president and his administration are sig
nificant. The substance of H. Res. 660, or lack thereof, continues 
in this same unfortunate theme. While we offered a number of 
amendments designed to restore some fairness and due process to 
this partisan resolution, there are no amendments that can undo 
the weeks of damage inflicted on this institution by the politically 
charged and defective process that has led us to consideration of 
H. Res. 660. However, in the interest of governing, we did attempt 
to address some of the most egregious violations of fairness in the 
resolution. 

A key example of the failure of the Democratic Majority relates 
to the treatment of the president's counsel. Committee procedures 
during the 93rd and 105th Congresses included the ability of the 
president's counsel to attend all hearings, including those in execu
tive session; question any witness called before the Committee; 
submit written requests for additional testimony and precise sum
maries of what he would propose to show; and respond to evidence 
received and testimony presented either orally or in writing, as de
termined by the Committee. The president's counsel could also re
view all evidence obtained in the course of the impeachment in
quiry. H. Res. 660 bifurcates the impeachment and only allows the 
president's counsel to participate in Judiciary Committee pro
ceedings. Even then, the rights of the President's counsel to partici
pate are significantly limited to the discretion of the Chair, includ-

1 U.S. Congress, House, Committee on Rules, Hearing before the Committee on Rules on II. 
Res. 525, 105th Cong., 2d Sess., September 10, 1998. 
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ing providing the Chair the right to limit the scope and duration 
of any such questioning. It provides no ability to participate in the 
ongoing investigation by the House Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence (HPSCI.) This is particularly devoid of fairness as 
it is HPSCI's report and findings of fact that will presumably be 
the basis for any articles of impeachment brought by the Judiciary 
Committee, and thus due process would demand that president's 
counsel be permitted to participate in all impeachment related 
hearings including those in the Intelligence Committee. 

Another example deserving of particular emphasis relates to the 
treatment of subpoena authority and the rights of the minority. 
The 93rd and 105th Congresses authorized both the chairman and 
the ranking member of the Judiciary Committee to issue sub
poenas, acting jointly or unilaterally. If either the chairman or 
ranking member declined to act, the other had the right to refer 
the decision to exercise subpoena authority in a specific cir
cumstance to the full Committee. 

H. Res. 660 represents a departure from this equitable arrange
ment and subjects the rights of the minority to the whims of chair
men who have already shown themselves to be ill-equipped to act 
in a manner befitting their positions. H. Res. 660 authorizes the 
chairs of HPSCI and the Judiciary Committee to issue subpoenas 
and authorizes the ranking members of HPSCI and the Judiciary 
Committee to issue subpoenas-but if, and only if, they have the 
blessing of their chairman. Merely paying lip service to due proc
ess, as H. Res. 660 does, is beneath the dignity of this body and 
a disservice to the prior congresses who took seriously their respon
sibility to design an impeachment process that would elevate the 
debate and ensure that the treatment of the minority is a reflection 
of their equal standing under the Constitution. Additionally, H. 
Res. 660 does not allow either ranking member to check the au
thority of their respective chairman to issue subpoenas. 

To remedy the fatal flaws in H. Res. 660 would require both a 
time machine and a Democratic Majority willing to accept amend
ments offered by members of the minority. Unfortunately, we have 
neither. 

It also seems that the majority has abandoned their previous 
views on the appropriate amount of floor debate on a topic so im
portant to the nation as impeachment. On October 8, 1998, the 
now-Chairman of the Judiciary Committee made comments on the 
speed of debate that we urge the majority to heed: 

The supreme insult to the American people, an hour of 
debate on the House fioor on whether to start, for the third 
time in the American history, a formal impeachment pro
ceeding. We debated two resolutions to name post offices 
yesterday for an hour and a half An hour debate on this 
momentous decision is an insult to the American people 
and another sign that this is not going to be fair. 2 

Surely the circumstances of today should compel more debate on 
the House floor than a single hour. Particularly given the fact that 
unlike previous impeachment contexts, the Rules Committee did 

2 Representative Nadler, speaking on H. Res. 581, 105th Cong., 2d sess., Congressional Record 
144 (October 8, 1998): H10018. 
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not hold a hearing on H. Res. 660 and did not allow members to 
testify. In the words of Chairman Jerry Nadler, this is "another 
sign that this is not going to be fair." 

We continue to caution the majority that the precedent being set 
by their handling of this impeachment investigation is a disservice 
to this institution and to the preservation of the rights of the mi
nority. We cannot support H. Res. 660 on both procedural and sub
stantive grounds and we note for the record that our calls for due 
process and transparency are once again ignored. We cannot help 
but remind our Democratic colleagues of their own words, as they 
have demonstrated no interest in our perspectives as it relates to 
conducting constitutional and prudent oversight. As the then-Rank
ing Member of the Ways and Means Committee stated during de
bate on the House floor on September 11, 1998, during consider
ation of a resolution reported by the Committee on Rules that pro
vided for a deliberative review by the Committee on the Judiciary 
of a communication from an independent counsel, and for the re
lease thereof: 

So the American people want to make certain that when 
we judge the conduct of the President of the United States, 
we judge him not by a political standard, not by an indi
vidual standard, but a standard of fairness that takes into 
consideration that he was not appointed, he was not se
lected, he was elected as President of these United States. 
As we get closer to the November elections, in recognizing 
just by being political animals, there will be a temptation 
for us to allow our politics to get involved with our con
stitutional responsibilities. It will be tragic if this happens. 
But remember, as we judge the President of the United 
States, the people of the United States will also be judging 
us.3 

It is unfortunate that the sentiments of the current Majority 
Leader, spoken when the House last considered impeachment of a 
president, no longer seem to be as passionately held as they were 
at the time they were uttered. We, however, find them to perfectly 
describe the decisions being made by Democratic Leadership be
hind closed doors, irrespective of the procedural integrity of the 
House of Representatives: 

Our citizens expect fairness. America's constitutional sys
tem is almost unique in its adherence to due process, to giv
ing citizens their right to be heard. We should do no less 
for those whose conduct we have the responsibility to over
see. This week, I tell my friends, is not a harbinger of fair
ness to come. Without notice, quickly, and to some, surpris
ingly, with unique timing, theatrically, obviously designed 
for television exposure, a report was delivered to this 
House, creating, I suggest to you, more of a circus atmos
phere than a judicial, considered atmosphere. 4 

3 Representative Rangel, speaking on H. Res. 525, 105th Cong., 2d sess., Congressional Record 
144 (September 11, 1998): H7591. 

4 Representative Hoyer, speaking on H. Res. 525, 105th Cong., 2d sess., Congressional Record 
144 (September 11, 1998): H7597. 
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We oppose H. Res. 660 and urge the House to return to the delib
erative and bipartisan model of impeachment inquiries established 
in the 93rd and 105th Congresses. 

TOM COLE. 
ROB WOODALL. 
MICHAEL C. BURGESS, M.D. 
DEBBIE LESKO. 
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