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prevailed by voice vote.

The

ment.

Clerk will
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 177, noes 240,

not voting 14, as follows:

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barber
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Farr
Fattah

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)

[Roll No. 518]

AYES—1T77

Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Gibson
Gonzalez
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hochul

Holt

Honda
Hoyer

Israel
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee

Kind

Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano

NOES—240

Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)

redesignate
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were postponed and on which the noes

Neal
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reichert
Richardson
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Yarmuth

Brooks
Broun (GA)
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy

the

Chabot Hurt Rahall
Chaffetz Issa Reed

Coble Jenkins Rehberg
Coffman (CO) Johnson (OH) Renacci
Cole Johnson, Sam Ribble
Conaway Jordan Rigell
Cravaack Kelly Rivera
Crawford King (IA) Roby
Crenshaw King (NY) Roe (TN)
Dayvis (KY) Kingston Rogers (AL)
Denham Kinzinger (IL) Rogers (KY)
Dent Kline Rogers (MI)
DesJarlais Labrador Rohrabacher
Diaz-Balart Lamborn Rokita

Dold Lance Rooney
Dreier Landry Ros-Lehtinen
Duffy Lankford Roskam
Duncan (SC) Latham Ross (AR)
Duncan (TN) LaTourette Ross (FL)
Ellmers Latpa Royce
Emerson LoBiondo Runyan
Farenthold Long Ryan (WI)
Fincher Lucas Scalise
Fitzpatrick Luetkemeyer Schilling
Flake Lummis Schmidt
Fleischmann Lungren, Daniel Schock
Fleming . Schrader
Flores Mack Schweikert
Forbes Manzullo Scott (SC)
Fortenberry Marchant S .
Foxx Marino cott, Austin
Franks (AZ) Matheson gzgssieor;bsrenner
Frelinghuysen McCarthy (CA) Shimkus
Gallegly McCaul Shuler
Gardner McClintock " N
Garrett McHenry S, nster
Gerlach McKeon Simpson
Gibbs McKinley Smith (NE)
Gingrey (GA) McMorris Smith (NJ)
Gohmert Rodgers Smith (TX)
Goodlatte Meehan Southerland
Gosar Mica Stearns
Gowdy Miller (FL) Stutzman
Granger Miller (MI) Sullivan
Graves (GA) Miller, Gary Terry
Graves (MO) Mulvaney Thompson (PA)
Griffin (AR) Murphy (PA) Thornberry
Griffith (VA) Myrick Tiberi
Grimm Neugebauer Turner (NY)
Guinta Noem Turner (OH)
Guthrie Nugent Upton

Hall Nunes Walberg
Hanna Nunnelee Walden
Harper Olson Walsh (IL)
Harris Palazzo Webster
Hartzler Paul West
Hastings (WA) Paulsen Westmoreland
Hayworth Pearce Whitfield
Heck Pence Wilson (SC)
Hensarling Peterson Wittman
Herger Petri Wolf
Herrera Beutler  Pitts Womack
Holden Poe (TX) Woodall
Huelskamp Pompeo Yoder
Huizenga (MI) Posey Young (AK)
Hultgren Price (GA) Young (FL)
Hunter Quayle Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—14

Bishop (NY) Jackson (IL) Meeks
Culberson Jackson Lee Reyes
Dicks (TX) Richmond
Garamendi Lewis (CA) Stivers
Hirono Lewis (GA) Sutton
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do

now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly,

the Committee rose;

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
GINGREY of Georgia) having assumed
the chair, Mr. SIMPSON, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 4078) to pro-
vide that no agency may take any sig-
nificant regulatory action until the un-
employment rate is equal to or less
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than 6.0 percent, had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 4078, RED TAPE
REDUCTION AND SMALL BUSI-
NESS JOB CREATION ACT

Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112-623) on the resolution (H.
Res. 741) providing for further consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4078) to provide
that no agency may take any signifi-
cant regulatory action until the unem-
ployment rate is equal to or less than
6.0 percent, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

MAKING IN ORDER CONSIDER-
ATION OF HOUSE CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION 134, CONDEMNING
THE ATROCITIES THAT OC-
CURRED IN AURORA, COLORADO

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that it be in order at any
time to consider House Concurrent
Resolution 134 in the House; that the
concurrent resolution be considered as
read; and that the previous question be
considered as ordered on the concur-
rent resolution and preamble to adop-
tion without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question ex-
cept 30 minutes of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by Representative
COFFMAN of Colorado and Representa-
tive PERLMUTTER of Colorado or their
respective designees.

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

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 9
a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———

RED TAPE REDUCTION AND
SMALL BUSINESS JOB CREATION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 738 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 4078.

Will the gentlewoman from Missouri
(Mrs. HARTZLER) kindly take the chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
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4078) to provide that no agency may
take any significant regulatory action
until the unemployment rate is equal
to or less than 6.0 percent, with Mrs.
HARTZLER (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 5 printed in House Re-
port 112-616 offered by the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) had
been disposed of.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. WATT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
part B of House Report 112-616.

Mr. WATT. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 18, strike ‘“‘or (d)” and insert
the following: ‘‘(d), or (e)”’.

Page 5, insert after line 7 the following:

(e) EXCEPTION FOR REGULATORY ACTIONS
PERTAINING TO CERTAIN INTELLECTUAL PROP-
ERTY RULES.—An agency may take a signifi-
cant regulatory action if the significant reg-
ulatory action is a regulatory action by the
United States Patent and Trademark Office
that will help streamline the application
processes for patents and trademarks, in-
cluding rules implementing the micro entity
provision of the Leahy-Smith America In-
vents Act.

Page 10, insert after line 13 the following
and redesignate provisions accordingly:

(¢) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY EXCEPTION.—
Section 202 shall not apply to a midnight
rule if the midnight rule is a rule made by
the United States Patent and Trademark Of-
fice that will help streamline the application
processes for patents and trademarks, in-
cluding regulations implementing the micro
entity provision of the Leahy-Smith Amer-
ica Invents Act.

Page 19, insert after line 25 the following:

(d) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not
apply in the case of any consent decree or
settlement agreement in an action to compel
agency action by the United States Patent
and Trademark Office that will help stream-
line the application processes for patents and
trademarks, including regulations imple-
menting the micro entity provision of the
Leahy-Smith America Invents Act.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. WATT. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, after 6 long years of
negotiation, thoughtful consideration,
and bipartisan cooperation, we passed a
patent reform bill which was signed
into law on September 16, 2011, by
President Obama. At the time the bill
was passed, Speaker BOEHNER said:

Modernizing our patent system for Amer-
ica’s innovators and job creators is an impor-
tant part of the Republican Jobs Plan. This
bipartisan measure reflects our commitment
to find common ground with the President
on removing barriers to private sector job
growth, and I am pleased to see it signed
into law.

Under the America Invents Act, we
the Congress, Republicans and Demo-
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crats, directed the United States Pat-
ent and Trademark Office to issue 20
implementing rules. Of the 20 imple-
menting rules, seven have already been
implemented, nine have been noticed,
and four are under development. Under
this bill that we are considering today,
that entire process would be stopped in
its tracks.

Among the most troubling aspects of
stopping the rulemaking process in
this case is a rule that would be specifi-
cally designed to assist micro entities
in securing patents for their inven-
tions. It’s a law that says, once the
rule is adopted by the Patent and
Trademark Office, micro entities will
get a 75 percent reduction in the filing
fees that they have applicable to them.

The Director of the Patent and
Trademark Office has said:

The new micro entity provision in the
America Invents Act makes our patent sys-
tem more accessible for smaller innovators
by entitling them to a 75 percent discount on
patent fees. By paying discounted patent fees
as micro entities, smaller innovators can ac-
cess the patent system to move their ideas
into the marketplace.

Although the micro entity definition
became effective September 16 when
the President signed the bill into law—
the date of enactment of the patent re-
form bill—the discount is not available
to these small entities until these rules
are passed, and this bill would make it
impossible for us to adopt the rules.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Madam
Chair, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Madam
Chair, I first would like to say I sup-
ported the America Invents Act, sup-
ported it in committee, and I've got
great news for you and great news for
me, and that is I don’t see any evidence
that the rules to which you referred
would total $100 million in impact and
meet that threshold. I just don’t be-
lieve that’s the case. So this amend-
ment is unnecessary. Even if they do
meet that threshold, there are several
ways that they could be brought to
Congress for approval.

The amendment, like so many others
offered here tonight, seeks to carve out
one set of regulations while leaving all
the other regulations under the bill.
Surely folks have their favorite regula-
tions that they want to save and de-
fend, and like a number of other carve-
out amendments, this one is just not
necessary. Titles I and II of the bill, for
example, already exempt regulations,
as I indicated, that will not impose $100
million in cost on the economy.

Surely the regulations this amend-
ment seeks to protect, those that will
streamline patent application proc-
esses, will save the economy money,
not impose more cost. There is, thus,
no need to worry that they will be af-
fected by these titles of the bill.

Meanwhile, title III of the bill im-
poses balanced improvements in trans-
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parency, public participation, and judi-
cial review for regulatory consent de-
crees and settlements. It will not pre-
vent the Patent and Trademark Office
from settling regulatory suits by con-
sent decree or settlement. For these
reasons, I oppose the amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WATT. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Let me get this straight. We have
passed a bill on a bipartisan basis that
directs that rules be written, and then
we want, when the rules are written, to
have it come back to Congress so that
we can approve those rules. Tell me,
first of all, what sense that makes.

Second of all, the gentleman obvi-
ously is not aware of some of the cor-
porations that have started off as
micro enterprises if he does not believe
that this measures up to his $100 mil-
lion, or whatever the threshold is. Let
me read him some of the companies
that started off as micro enterprises.

What about Google or Apple or
Instagram or Microsoft or Facebook, a
whole litany of people that, were this
75 percent reduction in fees not in ef-
fect, might have been discouraged from
ever even applying for a patent. So this
notion that this doesn’t add up to $100
million, or whatever this threshold is,
is just false.

The notion that we would tell the ad-
ministration to adopt a set of rules and
then say, okay, we’re going to micro-
manage you and you’ve got to come
back over here so we can cross your T’s
and dot your I's in a noncontroversial
way like this and delay the process of
innovation in our country is just non-
sensical.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. While I
appreciate the passion of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina, it doesn’t
change the fact that it’s very unlikely
that the impact on the economy would
be $100 million or more. That has noth-
ing to do with the sales of the com-
pany. It has to do with the impact of
the regulation on the economy.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
WATT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WATT. Madam Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
will be postponed.

7 1910
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. LOEBSACK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
part B of House Report 112-616.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 18, strike ‘‘or (d)” and insert
“(d), or (e)”.

Page b5, after line 7, insert the following
new subsection:

(e) CONSUMER PROTECTION FROM HIGH
FUELS PRICES EXCEPTION.—An agency may
take a significant regulatory action if such
action would have the effect of lowering the
price of oil or the wholesale or retail price of
oil, gasoline, diesel, or other motor fuels.

Page 10, after line 4, insert the following
new paragraph:

(3) likely to result in lower oil prices or
lower wholesale or retail prices for oil, gaso-
line, diesel, or other motor fuels;

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Chairman, I wish to offer this
amendment to provide the opportunity
to lower the price of gas and oil. The
purpose of my amendment is very sim-
ple: it’s to ensure that our constituents
are not disadvantaged by blindly hold-
ing up actions that potentially lower
oil and gas prices. It will allow signifi-
cant actions to move forward that
would lower prices for gasoline, diesel,
0il or other motor fuels.

We know that some regulations can
be problematic when they aren’t craft-
ed carefully, with broad input and con-
sideration for effects on the ground. We
all know that and we all agree with
that.

In fact, I've supported legislation in
the past to give small businesses a big-
ger role in crafting regulations that af-
fect them, and I am a member of the
bipartisan Congressional Regulatory
Review Caucus.

But we also know that there are
some regulations that can protect pub-
lic health, make our economy function
more smoothly, and provide oppor-
tunity for all Americans to succeed.
And as we struggle to recover from the
worst recession since the Great Depres-
sion, there are families across the
country making hard decisions about
whether to put food on the table,
clothes on their back, or gas in the car.
Middle class folks we all know have
been hurt disproportionately by higher
gas prices, and that’s why this amend-
ment, I believe, is so important.

I think it would be irresponsible to
pass legislation that would actually
have the opposite effect, potentially, of
its intention in a number of areas, gas
prices being one of them.

Rural Americans, like those in my
home State of Iowa, are more likely to
have older vehicles, especially trucks,
and farmers and others in rural areas
need trucks. That is their mode of
transportation.

Rural residents also—I think it’s un-
known to a lot of folks who live in
urban areas—on average, drive 3,000
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miles per year more than their urban
counterparts, a disparity particularly
evident when considering commutes to
work.

My amendment will ensure that ac-
tions taken that would lower gas, oil,
or other motor fuels, the prices of
these commodities, can move forward
and save money for all Americans and
for Iowa families. If there is an action
that could lower gas prices, I would
think that we can all agree that it
should move forward to benefit fami-
lies and businesses and farmers who are
struggling just to make ends meet.

If this legislation under consider-
ation were already in effect, no signifi-
cant actions could have been taken
this year to lower oil and gas prices
during a time of record costs, and we
all had conversations about that on
this floor earlier this year.

I've pushed for initiatives to utilize
more American-produced energy, but
as our Nation continues to be depend-
ent on foreign sources, American fami-
lies’ costs at the pump continues to be
subject to the fluctuations of specu-
lators and manipulation. And we’ve al-
ready heard from some Members pre-
viously about that issue.

I think we need to be focusing our at-
tention on becoming more energy inde-
pendent through a variety of energy
sources. We need an all-of-the-above
approach to domestic energy produc-
tion. There’s no doubt about that. And
ensuring that actions to move forward
that would lower oil or gas prices in
the U.S. is part of an all-of-the-above
approach where we need to be looking
at all options.

I truly hope that my colleagues will
support what is truly a commonsense
amendment, I believe, and I urge my
colleagues to ensure that our hands are
not tied by this legislation and to take
actions to lower gas prices. I think we
can improve this bill, and I think this
amendment will do that.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. FARENTHOLD. I claim time in
opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FARENTHOLD. I rise in opposi-
tion to this amendment which would
provide an exception for regulations
that attempt to manipulate the price
of oil, gas, and other fuels.

As I was listening to my colleague
from across the aisle, I was struck by
the fact that he didn’t actually men-
tion any possible regulations that
could do that. I also would like to
point out that our hands, as Congress,
are not tied. This bill ties the hands of
regulators.

If he is able to come up with a good
idea to lower fuel prices, he can bring
it to Congress, we can pass it, the Sen-
ate can pass it, and the President can
sign it, just the way the Founding Fa-
thers intended.

Just to be clear, I also want to point
out that nothing in H.R. 4078 prevents
the administration from taking any
number of actions that would increase
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the supply of domestic oil and gas and
lower the price of gasoline at the
pump. The passage of this amendment,
however, would do nothing to lower the
price at the pump.

Now, I realize this amendment seems
to preserve the option to impose price
controls. That’s the only thing I could
think of that it could do. We learned
back in the 1970s that price control
does nothing but lead to shortage and
lines at the gasoline pump. There’s ab-
solutely no reason we need to return to
the failed policies of the Carter admin-
istration.

Now, if the current administration
were truly interested in providing re-
lief at the pump, there are any number
of actions they could do to increase the
supply of oil and gasoline and lower the
price at the pump. But the Obama ad-
ministration’s done little to tap into
vast domestic resources that would in-
crease the supply of American oil.

Rather, under President Obama, per-
mitting and leasing on Federal land is
actually down. Alas, the President has
also vetoed or is opposed to the Key-
stone pipeline, which would have con-
nected not only Canadian oil to refin-
eries in the South but would have also
have connected the new finds in North
Dakota in the Bakken shale sands.

Canadian sands production is ex-
pected to double to 3 million barrels a
day between 2010 and 2020, and domes-
tic oil production will increase by as
much as 20 percent. The lack of a Key-
stone XL-like pipeline means slower,
less reliable, and less safe forms of
transportation that will continue to
necessitate transporting domestic oil
from North Dakota by much more ex-
pensive and much less safe means of
truck and rail, rather than pipelines.

Lowering the cost of that transpor-
tation would lower the cost of that
crude oil and would lower the cost of
gasoline at the pump. As a matter of
fact, a barrel of North Dakota Sweet
sells for $62. That’s lower than the
international price of o0il, predomi-
nantly because of the additional trans-
portation costs necessary to bring it
down to be refined in the refineries
that are currently set up in this coun-
try.

If this Bakken oil were made avail-
able to the rest of the country we
would see an economic boom. We would
see lower prices for gasoline at the
pump. We would see more jobs in
America. The east coast, in particular,
needs this oil and this gas made avail-
able to bring costs down.

Bakken may lead to some price relief
there. But it will also open Canadian
oil. We talk about energy independ-
ence, but realistically, North America
is the energy unit that we should be
looking at for providing our source. As
we tap resources throughout the
United States, Canada, and Mexico, we
are going to be able to become energy
independent much more rapidly than
anyone ever thought as these new tech-
nologies develop to let us reach oil and
gas deposits that we never, even 10
years ago, thought was possible.
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I was talking to a geologist just re-
cently when I attended a field hearing
in North Dakota, and he told me, when
he was in school, they always consid-
ered shale to be the source and would
never be able to tap it. But technology
has proved that wrong. And, in fact,
even with our current technology,
we’re only getting a small percentage
of the actual oil trapped in that shale.

I'm confident that, as our technology
develops, that is going to become more
and more available, and this is going to
take care of it.

But what we know is what’s running
up the price of oil and gas is excessive
government regulation. And if we can
put a hold on government regulation,
so our businesses can know what they
have to do to comply with those regu-
lations, and not have the goalposts
moved in the middle of the game, we’ll
have new refining infrastructure built,
we’ll have new factories built, we’ll
have new jobs created, and we will get
to an unemployment rate of 6 percent a
whole lot faster, I think, than anybody
is predicting.

This bill is a rational step to put the
brakes on an oppressive government
that is stifling job creation. And carv-
ing holes in it and creating loopholes,
like this amendment would do, only
weakens that and will slow our path to
recovery. So I urge my colleagues to
defeat this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

0 1920

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Chair, how
much time is remaining on my side?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Iowa has 1%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. LOEBSACK. I don’t know where
to begin. I don’t have enough time to
respond to everything that was said by
my colleague on the other side of the
aisle.

What I will say at the outset is that
this has nothing to do with the Carter
administration, that it has nothing to
do with any previous regulations, that
it has nothing to do with cost control.
This is a very simple amendment. I
think, if one reads the amendment, one
will find that there is absolutely noth-
ing in the amendment that is feared by
the gentleman from the other side of
the aisle. It’s that simple.

In fact, it’s this kind of debate, if we
want to call it that, that is something
that is very upsetting to the American
people at this time and is something I
hear in Iowa all the time. We’ve got to
have a rational debate that is based on
fact. There is nothing in this amend-
ment whatsoever that the gentleman
referred to. The amendment, itself, be-
cause it is so simple and because it is
open-ended, would allow for many of
the very same things that the gen-
tleman on the other side of the aisle
suggests that we ought to do and that
I may very well be open to doing my-
self.

I think that’s what’s important
about this amendment. It’s simple. It’s
open. In fact, it allows for the very
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kinds of things that he mentioned to
go forward. If this amendment is adopt-
ed, I think it would vastly improve the
underlying bill along the lines that the
gentleman, himself, argued.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Iowa will be post-
poned.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in
part B of House Report 112-616.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair-
woman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, after line 26, insert the following
new paragraph:

(3) necessary to properly implement the
provisions of (and amendments made by) the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act
(Public Law 111-148) and the provisions of
(and amendments made by) title I and sub-
title B of title II of the Health Care and Edu-
cation Reconciliation Act of 2010 (Public
Law 111-152);

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. RICHARDSON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. RICHARDSON. I would like to
extend a thanks to Chairman SMITH
and to Ranking Member CONYERS for
having their hard work brought to fru-
ition here with this legislation.

Madam Chairwoman, the Richardson
amendment would allow the govern-
ment to take significant regulatory ac-
tion if and when the monthly national
unemployment rate is above 6 percent,
thereby allowing for the action and
proper implementation of the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act and
the health provisions of the Health
Care and Education Reconciliation Act
of 2010.

The sponsors of H.R. 4078 suggest the
legislation will promote job growth. I
argue that the Affordable Care Act,
when fully implemented, will promote
job growth, support economic growth
and spur deficit reduction in our econ-
omy in terms of the deficit that we
currently are experiencing. My amend-
ment is intended to ensure that ade-
quate health care through the Afford-
able Care Act can be fully imple-
mented.

Because so many Americans rely on
their employers to have access to
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health care, high levels of unemploy-
ment can leave many of our U.S. citi-
zens uninsured and underinsured. When
the monthly unemployment rate is
above 6 percent, something this Nation
has unfortunately incurred for approxi-
mately 2 years now, that is the very
time, I would argue, that our govern-
ment was created to assist U.S. citi-
zens and all of those who obviously
need health care. A strong economy
needs healthy workers.

There is a common and persistent
misconception that the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act will pose
an undue burden on small businesses
and will limit job creation, but this is
absolutely untrue. Rather, the Afford-
able Care Act offers $40 billion in tax
credits for small businesses to help pay
for employee health insurance cov-
erage. In 2011, this tax credit was used
to pay for the coverage of over 2 mil-
lion uninsured Americans. In my home
district, the 37th Congressional Dis-
trict of California, 510 small businesses
have already received this tax credit to
maintain or expand the health insur-
ance coverage for their employees.

The Affordable Care Act also estab-
lishes health insurance exchanges in
which small business owners and em-
ployees can pool their buying power to
shop for affordable plans. Beginning in
2014, all the plans offered in these ex-
changes will have guaranteed sets of
minimum benefits to ensure that small
businesses are not faced with gaps in
coverage or fine print restrictions,
which are documented problems that
have plagued recipients in the past.

Despite the unfounded claims that
this bill will raise taxes for everyday
Americans, the Affordable Care Act
will bring a significant and immediate
savings to the middle class at a time
when we need it most.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. Madam
Chair, this amendment would exempt
regulations to implement ObamaCare,
the President’s health care law, from
the regulatory freeze.

Fear and uncertainty among job cre-
ators of the coming regulatory tidal
wave to implement ObamaCare is cer-
tainly holding back our economic re-
covery. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice projects that ObamaCare will cost
over $1.1 trillion. For American small
businesses that are already struggling
to stay afloat, this is a staggering bur-
den.

If you want to know what small busi-
nesses think about the bill that is be-
fore us, I will tell you that, in Arkan-
sas, they support it, but they certainly
do not support ObamaCare. I would
also point out, Madam Chair, that the
NFIB, the premier small business orga-
nization in America, supports the bill.

It is estimated that ObamaCare will
require nearly 160 new boards, bureaus,
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bureaucracies, and commissions. Over-
all, the Federal Government will issue,
roughly, 10,000 pages of new regulations
to implement the so-called ‘‘health
care reform.” Yet this amendment
would exempt these regulations from
title I of the Regulatory Freeze for
Jobs Act.

At a time when we should be working
to repeal ObamaCare and to replace it
with patient-centered health care re-
form, this amendment simply makes
no sense. I would also point out,
Madam Chair, that if there are regula-
tions that the Obama administration
wants to see proceed through the proc-
ess, they can certainly send them to
Congress and see if we will approve
them. We can take a look at them, see
if they make sense, see if they do what
they intend, and see if it’s right for the
country.

For these reasons,
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair-
woman, how much time do I have re-
maining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California has 2% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. RICHARDSON. I am convinced
that President Obama does care, but
today, I am here to talk about the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care
Act.

Regarding that act, I think it’s im-
portant to note that this amendment is
not simply a blanket exemption; rath-
er, it deals with the time when unem-
ployment exceeds 6 percent. For those
American people—many of whom I rep-
resent, who have struggled through no
fault of their own to be able to gain
employment—this is a significant ex-
emption that is needed.

Madam Chairwoman, when we look
at the implementation of the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act, it
passed this body in Congress; it passed
the body in the Senate; it was signed
into law; and now it has been upheld by
the Supreme Court of the United
States. Health care reform is finally
here to stay, and the time has come for
us to commit ourselves and our atten-
tion and our efforts in this Congress to
wholeheartedly supporting its enact-
ment. Where changes and revisions and
improvements need to be made, we
have an opportunity to do so.

The Richardson amendment I bring
forward today does not obligate addi-
tional funds to address health care re-
form. It would simply give the Federal
Government the freedom—the freedom
that we all believe in—to pursue all
available options in the future, espe-
cially in the greatest times of need. My
amendment ensures that the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act is
implemented without adding time and
cost-consuming procedural burdens.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting Richardson amendment No.
8 and to reaffirm this Nation’s commit-
ment to providing the basic necessity.
Certainly, I think that equates to the

I oppose this
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level of the right to the pursuit of hap-

piness, which is what America was
built on.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas.
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. RICH-
ARDSON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair-
woman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from California will
be postponed.

I yield
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AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in
part B of House Report 112-616.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, after line 26, insert the following
new paragraph (and redesignate succeeding
paragraphs accordingly):

(3) necessary to carry out the Fair Credit
Reporting Act;

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. RICHARDSON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair-
woman, the Richardson amendment
simply improves the bill by allowing
for necessary regulations to be promul-
gated when the monthly national un-
employment rate is above 6 percent in
order to protect consumers against un-
intended consequences that they might
suffer under the Fair Credit Reporting
Act.

This amendment promotes job
growth by ensuring small businesses
have fair and accurate credit scores to
obtain competitive interest loans. This
amendment enables the appropriate
Federal agencies, such as the Federal
Reserve, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, and the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau, to issue regulations
necessary to protect consumers and to
promote small businesses.

The Fair Credit Reporting Act, also
known as FCRA, is an important piece
of legislation that protects the accu-
racy, fairness, and the privacy of infor-
mation collected at credit bureaus. It
gives consumers the right to view and
challenge the information in their re-
spective credit reports. Although this
legislation was originally passed well
over 40 years ago, this issue has re-
mained in the forefront of public con-
sciousness, and in 2003 we had provi-
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sions that were added to deal with
identity theft.

The Fair Credit Reporting Act re-
quires that consumer reporting agen-
cies, also known as CRAs, ensure that
they provide up-to-date information
and remove negative information after
10 years. These requirements mandated
by the Fair Credit Reporting Act pro-
vide entrepreneurs with fair credit
scores and enable them to seek com-
petitive loans to start or expand small
businesses.

There are 28.6 million small busi-
nesses in the United States, and small
businesses create two out of every
three jobs in this country. In the State
of California that I represent, small
businesses employ more than 50 per-
cent of the State’s 16 million workers
and represent 90 percent of the job
growth for higher income.

With that, Madam Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Chair, I rise
in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would say to my colleagues that the
Fair Credit Reporting Act should not
be singled out for special treatment.

This bill is about creating jobs; and
the American people know, as we
know, and as rational people looking at
the process of regulation know, that
higher regulation out of Washington
means lower job growth. In particular,
what this amendment would do is fur-
ther constrict access to credit. Fur-
thermore, this bill does not inhibit any
individual from getting their free cred-
it report or from having access to their
credit report.

What this bill prevents, however, is
an agency like the CFPB, which is a
very powerful agency with an
unconfirmed director. The President
went around the process that the Sen-
ate has outlined for Senate confirma-
tion. It’s a very controversial appoint-
ment. They’ve taken these powers, and
they can write very costly and expen-
sive rules. Those costly rules inhibit
credit opportunity for Americans, if
not done correctly. We’ve seen some
actions already out of this agency that
raise great concerns that it’s going to
be very costly to small banks and to
small businesses.

Let’s avoid that. Let’s reject this
amendment. Let’s create jobs by pass-
ing this bill.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair,
how much time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California has 3 minutes remain-
ing.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair, in
relation to the comments that have
been made, I'd like to speak to why the
fair credit reporting agencies would be
exempted in this particular amend-
ment.
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When you consider that we’re na-
tional representatives—and rational
legislators do know, I would say, and I
think small business owners are aware,
that without capital, without the abil-
ity to have appropriate credit scores
and not to be able to extend that, not
to be able to get appropriate capital to
have your business to be successful,
there are no jobs. There is no thriving
economy. That’s why, in fact, this
Agency should be exempted.

The statistics are clear: small busi-
nesses are the key to our economic re-
covery and our continued growth. Re-
lieving the financial burdens of small
businesses stabilizes the uncertainty
and encourages critical job growth. En-
trepreneurs and small businesses are
the engines of innovation and economic
growth, and the small businesses in my
district are at the forefront of that in-
novation.

It would be wrong and counter-
productive to limit the Federal Gov-
ernment’s ability to support small
businesses when they need it most. I
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting Richardson Amendment No. 9
and reaffirming our commitment and
this Nation’s commitment that when
businesses need the assistance, when
they, in fact, can qualify for the assist-
ance, that improper reporting or old re-
porting certainly shouldn’t hinder
their ability to have that vibrant busi-
ness.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Chair, I
would say in closing that the Fair
Credit Reporting Act should not be sin-
gled out for special treatment, nor
should the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau be singled out for special
treatment. We should not treat the
CFPB rulemaking powers differently
than any other Federal agency dealt
with under this legislation before us.

Let me also say to my colleagues
that it’s very important to note that
law enforcement actions will continue.
Bad actors can continue to be rooted
out, regardless of this legislation. That
power is still given to the CFPB and
other law enforcing agencies across the
government. Furthermore, consumers
will continue to have access to their
credit reports, and this amendment
doesn’t address a consumer’s ability to
get that credit report.

Furthermore, let’s create jobs by
eliminating regulations that inhibit
job growth. Let’s roll back this uncer-
tainty and give the American people a
level of certainty and some expectation
of the regulatory framework they have
to work under. That’s the way we help
small businesses be able to take that
risk, be able to get that access to cred-
it so they can create jobs, and maybe
even keep the doors open and the lights
on.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
reject this amendment and pass the un-
derlying bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
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tlewoman from California (Ms. RICH-
ARDSON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from California will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 10 printed
in part B of House Report 112-616.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 5, strike lines 4 through 7 and insert
the following:

(3) CONGRESSIONAL ACTION.—With respect
to any submission by the President under
this subsection—

(A) Congress shall give expeditious consid-
eration to the submission by taking appro-
priate action not later than the end of a 7-
day period beginning on the date on which
the submission is received; and

(B) in the case that Congress fails to act
upon the submission during such period, sec-
tion 102(a) shall not apply.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Chairman, my simple amendment
would clarify the congressional proce-
dure for acting on the President’s writ-
ten congressional waiver request as
provided for in the bill.

Based on their remarks today, it ap-
pears my friends on the other side of
the aisle view the availability of con-
gressional waivers as sufficient to en-
sure commonsense, popular safeguards
such as rules benefiting veterans with
catastrophic injuries, assisting stu-
dents with loan debt, or providing fam-
ilies with peace of mind that the pea-
nut butter their children eat will not
poison them.

[ 1940

So they are not blocked by this bill’s
arbitrary across-the-board moratorium
action on significant rulemaking ac-
tions because there is a waiver provi-
sion.

Yet for all of the emphasis on the im-
portance of these congressional waiv-
ers, this bill, H.R. 4078, only provides
vague, unclear guidance concerning
how such actions would proceed on the
President’s waiver requests. H.R. 4078
only specifies that Congress shall give
each submission by the President ‘‘ex-
peditious consideration’ and take ‘‘ap-
propriate legislative action’” without
defining these terms in statute. Any-
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one who has watched this 112th Con-
gress here in the House knows that
they shouldn’t put undue faith in terms
like ‘‘expeditious consideration.”

Republican claims to the contrary
notwithstanding, as currently written,
the congressional waiver provisions
seem designed to spur effective talking
points, not exactly an efficient process
for considering Presidential submis-
sions.

My simple amendment ensures that
if the President requests a necessary
and urgent waiver, such as the flexi-
bility for the Department of Labor to
issue a rule protecting coal miners
from black lung disease, expeditious
consideration shall not take longer
than 1 week. This simple amendment
takes no position on the wisdom of the
given waiver request. It simply re-
quires the Congress, whether it decides
to approve or disapprove a President’s
request, to do so within 7 days.

As the numerous amendments filed
by my colleagues demonstrate, the ma-
jority of the President’s waiver re-
quests will address noncontroversial,
yet critically important, rules that
protect our Nation’s veterans, families,
workers, environment, and economy.
By supporting this perfecting amend-
ment, Members will ensure that no
American is endangered because of
congressional inaction.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. As I have
said with regard to the other amend-
ments that we have discussed here to-
night, Madam Chair, there are several
exemptions in the bill, and there is also
the waiver, as the gentleman from Vir-
ginia has discussed.

Now, before I get to the waiver, I
would like to point out that, unless I'm
missing something, I think that the
safety of peanut butter that I and my
2-year-old and my 4-year-old eat—I like
crunchy; they like creamy—I think it’s
already regulated. And if it’s not, we
certainly make provision for that to
happen. I, like the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, want to make sure people are
protected. I happen to also be a vet-
eran, and I certainly want to see vet-
erans taken care of.

I want to make it clear that our bill
does not go back and repeal regulations
that are finalized and in place. What it
does is it says, let’s take a deep breath;
let’s have a time-out; and let’s allow
the many small businesses and other
job creators in this country an oppor-
tunity to catch up.

We’ve heard a lot about small busi-
nesses tonight. And I will point out
once again that the premier small busi-
ness organization in this country is the
NFIB, and they support the bill.

Now, with regard to the gentleman
from Virginia’s amendment, the Regu-
latory Freeze for Jobs Act will put a
moratorium on unnecessary regula-
tions that will cost the economy $100



H5270

million or more until the economy re-
covers. But even the administration
admits that regulations can kill jobs
and hinder economic growth, although
this doesn’t seem to have prevented
them from issuing more and more of
these most costly regulations.

Title I of the bill is carefully drafted
to allow the President to issue certain
necessary regulations during the mora-
torium period, such as regulations that
implement trade agreements, for na-
tional security, for criminal and civil
rights laws, the enforcement of those
laws, and for an imminent threat to
health or safety or other emergency.
For any necessary regulation not cov-
ered by one of these exceptions, we
have the congressional waiver that the
gentleman from Virginia referred to.
Under it, the President can ask permis-
sion for Congress to make the regula-
tion, to approve it. This is entirely ap-
propriate, since the Constitution vests
in Congress ‘‘all legislative powers.”’

But this amendment could totally
undermine the moratorium by allowing
the President to swamp Congress with
waiver requests. If Congress doesn’t act
on each request within 7 days—and the
amendment doesn’t specify whether
this is calendar, session, or legislative
days—then the waiver is deemed grant-
ed. With its track record of dramati-
cally increasing the regulatory burden
on the economy, this administration
has shown that it cannot be trusted not
to abuse the process this amendment
would create. For these reasons, I op-
pose the amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. May 1
inquire of the Chair how much time is
left on this side.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia has 2% minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CUMMINGS), the distinguished
ranking member of the Oversight and
Government Reform Committee.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Chair, I sup-
port the amendment offered by Mr.
CONNOLLY.

The congressional waiver provision
in this underlying bill is a farce. It re-
quires the President to ask Congress
its permission to issue a regulation and
then wait for both Houses of Congress
to approve the waiver. Give me a
break. That could take months in the
best case, but the more likely scenario
is that it would never happen at all—
and everybody knows that.

By adopting this amendment, we can
ensure that the President can truly
issue regulations when needed. Under
this amendment, the waiver provision
in the underlying bill will be changed
so that if Congress doesn’t act within 7
days on a waiver request submitted to
it by the President, the waiver would
be granted.

Let me be clear: under this amend-
ment, Congress would still have the op-
portunity to object to a regulation
when necessary. This amendment sim-
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ply ensures that Congress’ failure to
act doesn’t prevent the President from
issuing needed regulations.

The majority claims that the con-
gressional waiver provision in the un-
derlying bill will ensure that the Presi-
dent can still issue important regula-
tions. If the majority really intends to
give the President that flexibility, they
will adopt this amendment.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
supporting this amendment.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I would
just point out, Madam Chair, that the
part of the bill that the gentleman
from Maryland calls ‘‘a farce,” the
Founding Fathers might refer to it as
‘“‘balance of powers.” And that’s what
we’re trying to do here, allow Congress
to share in the process since we are the
source of all legislative power. That is
just another reason that I oppose this
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Of
course I know my friend from Arkansas
knows his history. That was the whole
battle of Federalist versus anti-Fed-
eralist. The Federalists won out.
That’s how the Constitution of the
United States got adopted, a more pow-
erful government to help the union of
the States.

Madam Chairman, I will close by
simply noting the irony of opposing
any kind of finite time limit. The very
organization cited by my friend from
Arkansas, NFIB, screams the loudest
about uncertainty. Yet here we are,
going to have expeditious consider-
ation that could take weeks or months
here in this body, and we’re not going
to put a finite time limit to give them
the predictability and the certainty
that they say they want. I think it’s
the minimum required in this legisla-
tion if we really mean to effectuate
change.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. POSEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 11 printed
in part B of House Report 112-616.

Mr. POSEY. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, line 14, insert after the period the
following: ‘‘Such award shall be paid out of
the administrative budget of the office in the
agency that took the challenged agency ac-
tion.”.
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 738, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. POSEY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. POSEY. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, today in Washington,
bureaucrats are able to craft and en-
force rules that cost our economy bil-
lions of dollars while remaining aloof
to the consequences of their actions.
There remains a disconnect between
those who write these rules in the com-
fort of the Beltway, generating reams
of red tape, and the actions taken by
the courts or Congress to delay or roll
bac