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on motions to suspend the rules pre-
viously postponed.

———

GOVERNMENT CHARGE CARD
ABUSE PREVENTION ACT OF 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (S. 300) to prevent abuse of Govern-
ment charge cards, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ACCEPTANCE OF RELINQUISH-
MENT OF RAILROAD RIGHT OF
WAY NEAR PIKE NATIONAL FOR-
EST, COLORADO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 4073) to authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to accept the
quitclaim, disclaimer, and relinquish-
ment of a railroad right of way within
and adjacent to Pike National Forest
in El1 Paso County, Colorado, originally
granted to the Mt. Manitou Park and
Incline Railway Company pursuant to
the Act of March 3, 1875, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
ON GOVERNANCE OF THE INTER-
NET

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 127)
expressing the sense of Congress re-
garding actions to preserve and ad-
vance the multistakeholder governance
model under which the Internet has
thrived.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. ConN. REs. 127

Whereas given the importance of the Inter-
net to the global economy, it is essential
that the Internet remain stable, secure, and
free from government control;

Whereas the world deserves the access to
knowledge, services, commerce, and commu-
nication, the accompanying benefits to eco-
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nomic development, education, and health
care, and the informed discussion that is the
bedrock of democratic self-government that
the Internet provides;

Whereas the structure of Internet govern-
ance has profound implications for competi-
tion and trade, democratization, free expres-
sion, and access to information;

Whereas countries have obligations to pro-
tect human rights, which are advanced by
online activity as well as offline activity;

Whereas the ability to innovate, develop
technical capacity, grasp economic opportu-
nities, and promote freedom of expression
online is best realized in cooperation with all
stakeholders;

Whereas proposals have been put forward
for consideration at the 2012 World Con-
ference on International Telecommuni-
cations that would fundamentally alter the
governance and operation of the Internet;

Whereas the proposals, in international
bodies such as the United Nations General
Assembly, the United Nations Commission
on Science and Technology for Development,
and the International Telecommunication
Union, would justify under international law
increased government control over the Inter-
net and would reject the current multistake-
holder model that has enabled the Internet
to flourish and under which the private sec-
tor, civil society, academia, and individual
users play an important role in charting its
direction;

Whereas the proposals would diminish the
freedom of expression on the Internet in
favor of government control over content,
contrary to international law;

Whereas the position of the United States
Government has been and is to advocate for
the flow of information free from govern-
ment control; and

Whereas this and past Administrations
have made a strong commitment to the
multistakeholder model of Internet govern-
ance and the promotion of the global bene-
fits of the Internet: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that the Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Communications and Informa-
tion, in consultation with the Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary of State and United States Co-
ordinator for International Communications
and Information Policy, should continue
working to implement the position of the
United States on Internet governance that
clearly articulates the consistent and un-
equivocal policy of the United States to pro-
mote a global Internet free from government
control and preserve and advance the suc-
cessful multistakeholder model that governs
the Internet today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HESHO0O)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the
RECORD on H. Con. Res. 127.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Con. Res. 127, a resolution that
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opposes international regulation of the
Internet.

The resolution was introduced by
Mrs. BONO MACK in May and passed the
House Committee on Energy and Com-
merce with bipartisan support from
more than 60 Members, including En-
ergy and Commerce Committee Chair-
man UPTON, Ranking Member WAXMAN,
and my colleague on the Communica-
tions and Technology Subcommittee,
Ranking Member ESH0O0. I, too, am
pleased to be an original cosponsor of
this important resolution.

Nations from across the globe will
meet in December for the World Con-
ference on International Telecommuni-
cations in Dubai. There, the 193 mem-
ber countries of the United Nations
will consider whether to apply to the
Internet a regulatory regime that the
International Telecommunications
Union created for old-fashioned tele-
phone service, as well as whether to
swallow the Internet’s nongovern-
mental organization’s structure whole
and make it part of the United Na-
tions. Neither of these are acceptable
outcomes.

Now, among those that are sup-
portive of such regulation is Russian
President Vladimir Putin, who spoke
positively about the idea of ‘‘estab-
lishing international control over the
Internet.”” Some countries have even
proposed regulations that would allow
them to read citizens’ email in the
name of security. H. Con. Res. 127 re-
jects these proposals by taking the rad-
ical position that if the most revolu-
tionary advance in technology, com-
merce, and social discourse of the last
century isn’t broken, well, we
shouldn’t be trying to fix it.

The Internet is the greatest vehicle
for global progress and improvement
since the printing press; and despite
the current economic climate, the
Internet continues to grow at an aston-
ishing pace. Cisco estimates that by
2016 roughly 45 percent of the world’s
population will be Internet users, there
will be more than 18.9 billion network
connections, and the average speed of
mobile broadband will be four times
faster than it is today.

The ability of the Internet to grow at
this staggering pace is due largely to
the flexibility of the multi-stakeholder
approach that governs the Internet
today. Nongovernmental institutions
now manage the Internet’s core func-
tions, with input from private and pub-
lic sector participants. This structure
prevents governmental or nongovern-
mental actors from controlling the de-
sign of the network or the content that
it carries.
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Without one entity in control, the
Internet has become a driver of jobs
and information, business expansion,
investment and, indeed, innovation.
Now, moving away from that multi-
stakeholder model, Mr. Speaker, would
harm these abilities and would prevent
the Internet from spreading prosperity
and freedom.
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In May, the Subcommittee on Com-
munications and Technology invited a
panel of witnesses, including Federal
Communications Commissioner Robert
McDowell, to discuss the effects an
international regulatory regime would
have on the Internet. All agreed that
such a regime would not only endanger
the Internet, but would endanger glob-
al development on a much larger scale.
House Concurrent Resolution 127 ex-
presses the commitment of Congress to
do all that it can to keep the Internet
free from an international regulatory
regime.

I'm pleased to report that earlier
today, Ambassador Kramer, the leader
of the U.S. delegation to the WCIT,
gave a speech outlining the position of
the United States that seems to be em-
bracing the very principles contained
in this resolution. Now, my hope is
that the administration stays on this
very course.

As the U.S. delegation continues to
work in advance of the WCIT, House
Concurrent Resolution 127 is an excel-
lent bipartisan demonstration of our
Nation’s commitment to preserve the
multistakeholder governance model
and to keep the Internet free from
international regulation. The House
Committee on Energy and Commerce
strongly supports House Concurrent
Resolution 127, and I urge the rest of
my colleagues in the House to join us.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I'm very pleased to join with all of
my colleagues. This is an unusual hap-
pening on the floor, and I hope there
are lots of people tuned in from C-
SPAN listening and watching, because
it is one of the few times that we’ve
come together in a true bipartisan, 100
percent bipartisan way.

I want to pay tribute to the gentle-
woman from California, Representative
BoONO MACK, for her leadership on this.
And I'm very, very pleased to join her
and all of the members of the Energy
and Commerce Committee on H. Con.
Res. 127.

As I said, this is bipartisan and it’s
bicameral, and it demonstrates the bi-
partisan commitment of the Congress
to preserve the open structure and
multistakeholder approach that has
guided the Internet over the past two
decades.

The distinguished chairman of our
subcommittee said that he hopes the
administration will remain on this.
The administration was there before
the Congress took action. There is no
light between the administration, the
executive branch, the Senate or the
House, and that’s the way it should be.

Through this open and transparent
structure, Mr. Speaker, the Internet
has literally transformed into a plat-
form supporting thousands of innova-
tive companies, applications, and serv-
ices, not just in the United States, but
in communities around the world.

I'm very, very proud, because my
congressional district is very much a
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part of Silicon Valley, and many of
these companies helped to launch these
innovations. In fact, since 1995—this is
really stunning—venture capital funds
have invested approximately $250 bil-
lion—with a B, dollars—in industries
reliant on an open Internet, including
$91.8 billion on software alone.

But later this year, the World Con-
ference on International Telecommuni-
cations—at the committee, we call it
WCIT, that’s a lot easier—will take up
proposals that represent a really funda-
mental departure from the Inter-
national Telecommunications Regula-
tions adopted in 1988. Nearly 25 years
ago, this treaty provided a framework
for how telecommunications traffic is
handled among countries, but much
has changed since that time.

In addition to proposing new regula-
tions on broadband services, several
nations, including Russia, are set on
asserting intergovernmental control
over the Internet, leading to a balkan-
ized Internet where censorship could
become the new norm. While there’s no
question that nations have to work to-
gether to address challenges to the
Internet’s growth and stability, such as
cybersecurity, online privacy, and in-
tellectual property protection, these
issues can best be addressed under the
existing model.

It’s absolutely essential that the
United States defend the current model
of Internet governance at the upcom-
ing Dubai conference this December be-
cause the very fabric of the free and
open Internet is at stake.

So I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port this bipartisan resolution which
reflects, as I said a few months ago, a
viewpoint already shared by the Obama
administration, the Federal Commu-
nications Commission, and the U.S.
delegation to the WCIT, and unite in
opposition to proposals that threaten
the innovation, openness, and trans-
parency enjoyed by Internet users
around the world.

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

Mr. WALDEN. I'm now honored to
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. BONO MACK), the
sponsor of this legislation, the chair-
man of the Commerce, Manufacturing,
and Trade Subcommittee of the Energy
and Commerce Committee, and a very
active and effective member of the sub-
committee I chair, the Communica-
tions and Technology Subcommittee,
who has put a lot of time into making
sure the Internet remains free and
open. This is her resolution. We thank
her for her work.

Mrs. BONO MACK. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my dear colleague for yielding
me the time.

Today, if you browse the Internet and
enter the search words ‘‘Russia, China,
human rights violations,” you’ll get
back nearly 300 million hits. Think
about it. Five simple words, 300 million
hits.

In the future, how many of these sto-
ries will you actually be able to read if
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Russian President Vladimir Putin and
China’s Communist Party are allowed
to exert unprecedented control over
Internet governance?

Here are two words you should
Google: ““Good luck.”

As the United States prepares to
take part in the World Conference on
International Telecommunications in
Dubai, we need to provide the delega-
tion with a clear and unmistakable
mandate: Keep the Internet free of any
and all government control.

At the WCIT discussions, a new trea-
ty on Internet governance will be de-
bated. Most worrisome to me are ef-
forts by some countries to provide the
U.N. with extraordinary new authority
over the management of the Internet.

That’s bad enough. But unlike the
U.N. Security Council, the U.S. will
not have veto power to prevent censor-
ship or despotic actions which could
threaten freedom everywhere. To pre-
vent this from happening, I introduced
House Concurrent Resolution 127.

I want to thank my cosponsors, En-
ergy and Commerce Committee Chair-
man UPTON, Ranking Member WAXMAN,
Communications and Technology Sub-
committee Chairman WALDEN, and my
good friend and the Ranking Sub-
committee Member ESHOO for their
strong bipartisan support in this effort.
I also want to commend Senator RUBIO
for championing this critically impor-
tant cause in the Senate.

In many ways, this is a first-of-its-
kind referendum on the future of the
Internet. For nearly a decade, the
United Nations has been angling quiet-
ly to become the epicenter of Internet
governance. A vote for our resolution
is a vote to keep the Internet free from
government control, and to prevent
Russia, China, India, and other nations
from succeeding in giving the U.N. un-
precedented control over Web content
and infrastructure.

Last year, e-commerce topped $200
billion in the U.S. for the first time
and is up 15 percent so far this year. We
also continue to lead the world in on-
line innovation, creating millions of
jobs and bolstering our economy at a
time when we really need it.

These proposed treaty changes,
which have been going on in secret,
could have a devastating impact world-
wide on both freedom and economic
prosperity. If this power grab is suc-
cessful, I'm concerned that the next
Arab Spring will instead become a Rus-
sian Winter where free speech is
chilled, not encouraged, and the Inter-
net becomes a wasteland of unfulfilled
hopes, dreams, and opportunities.

We cannot let this happen. I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ for this reso-
lution, and say ‘‘no” to online censor-
ship by foreign governments.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.

DOYLE), a highly regarded member of
our committee.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
add my support for this important res-
olution to safeguard the Internet from
government control.
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I'd like to thank my friend and col-
league, MARY BONO MACK, and my
other colleagues from the Energy and
Commerce Committee for introducing
this measure, and I was delighted to
become an original cosponsor.

0 1850

This bipartisan resolution sends a
clear message to the United Nations. It
tells the International Telecommuni-
cation Union, which is the U.N. arm
handling telecommunications issues,
not to adopt regulations that would
make it easier for governments to ex-
ercise tracking, surveillance, or cen-
sorship online.

The Internet has developed into the
revolutionary medium it is today be-
cause decisions over the structure of
the Internet have been made by non-
governmental, expert organizations.
These groups invite the participation
of a number of stakeholders from aca-
demia, the private sector, public inter-
ests, and other experts, and they’ve
done a good job of avoiding a lot of the
political interference.

At a time when some governments
have actively been blocking users from
accessing certain Web sites online, I
am glad to see my colleagues unite
against such repressive actions and in
support of Internet freedom. Opposi-
tion to Internet censorship has always
been a very bipartisan issue. I want to
make that clear because sometimes
this issue gets confused with other pol-
icy issues like net neutrality. Some of
my colleagues have argued that net
neutrality supporters somehow favor
Internet censorship. I believe that
users should be able to surf the Inter-
net however they want to without
being blocked from certain Web sites
or services, which is what net neu-
trality is all about as well, so I think
opposing censorship and favoring net
neutrality go hand in hand.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to see this
resolution move forward in a bipar-
tisan fashion. I urge my colleagues to
support it.

Mr. WALDEN. I now yield 3 minutes
to a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee who chairs the Intellectual
Property, Competition, and the Inter-
net Subcommittee and who has been
one of our terrific leaders on the Re-
publican side on the Internet with re-
gard to keeping it free and open, the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GOOD-
LATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. I would like to
thank Chairman WALDEN for his great
work in this area and for his leadership
on this issue.

I rise to strongly support House Con-
current Resolution 127.

Mr. Speaker, several hostile coun-
tries continue to pursue a U.N. take-
over of the Internet through an organi-
zation known as the International
Telecommunication Union, or ITU,
which is an agency within the United
Nations. In fact, a push is being made
to negotiate international control of
the Internet in Dubai this December.
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The U.N. is the absolute last entity
that should have anything to do with
managing the functioning of the Inter-
net.

Currently, the private, mnonprofit
ICANN, which is the Internet Corpora-
tion for Assigned Names and Numbers,
performs this function. While ICANN is
far from perfect, having this responsi-
bility rest with a private entity helps
foster market principles and is the
most efficient way to administer the
Internet’s domain name system and
root servers.

We must remain vigilant against ef-
forts by foreign governments to con-
solidate the control of the Internet
into a U.N.-centered body, which would
lead to free speech and access restric-
tions and abuses. House Concurrent
Resolution 127 will show Congress’
unity behind this concept, and I
strongly urge my colleagues to support
this important resolution.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I would
now like to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY), who has been a recognized intel-
lectual leader on telecommunications
and the Internet for a long time in the
Congress.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentlelady
for her great leadership.

I have served 36 years on the Tele-
communications Subcommittee. No
Member of Congress has ever done this.

I know that this is an important mo-
ment. This is an important resolution
because the Internet today is indispen-
sable to our economy, intricately
linked to innovation worldwide, and
initiates the free flow of ideas around
the planet. It is the most successful
communications and commercial me-
dium in the history of the world.

In testimony Dbefore the Tele-
communications Subcommittee in
May, Vint Cerf, known to many as the
“Father of the Internet,” explained:

To allow any rules that would sequester
this innovation and inhibit others would
damage the future of the Internet dramati-
cally.

I could not agree more. That is why
I strongly support this bipartisan reso-
lution with Ms. EsHOO, Mr. WAXMAN,
Mr. WALDEN, and Ms. BONO MACK. This
is why we have to be out here together.
It is why we must send a bipartisan sig-
nal to the rest of the world that the
United States will defend an open
Internet.

The World Wide Web is essential to
our economy. Companies large and
small rely on the Web regardless of
whether their commercial aspirations
are local or global. The Internet’s
worldwide scope has also helped to fos-
ter community and cultural commu-
nications across the planet. We have
recently witnessed the power of social
media in toppling dictators and in pro-
moting democracy across the globe.

What makes the Internet so special is
the decentralized, open system that
currently governs it. It is chaotic; it is
impossible to control; and the multi-
stakeholder process that is in place
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today ensures the Internet’s vibrancy
will continue into the future.

Here, domestically, we have to en-
sure that the broadband barons don’t
close down this cacophony of voices
which are heard and stifle innovation.
But globally, yes, a number of coun-
tries, including China and Russia, are
now proposing measures that strike at
the core of what makes the Internet
great. Their proposals could stifle inno-
vation, cripple job growth, muzzle
democratic principles. These proposed
measures include bringing the Internet
under intergovernmental control and
imposing fees for relaying Internet
traffic or termination rates for deliv-
ering Internet traffic to its end des-
tination.

We have to resist and reject these re-
gressive ideas. It would undermine the
essence of the Internet. It would take
us back to the days when, in the sat-
ellite world, it was the controlling gov-
ernmental officials in countries that
actually decided what ideas could go
into that country and made people pay
exorbitant rates in order to get access
to those ideas. The Internet—this
packet switch system that was in-
vented in the United States—breaks
down those barriers. We must ensure
that we keep Internet freedom. Thank
you all for bringing this great resolu-
tion out to the floor here this evening.

Mr. WALDEN. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I would
now like to yield 3 minutes to my dis-
tinguished colleague from California,
Representative ZOE LOFGREN, who is
respected in the House for her knowl-
edge, not only of technology, but of all
the wraparound issues that are a part
of it.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.
Thank you, Representative ESHOO, and
thank you to all who have brought this
important bipartisan resolution for-
ward.

I remember, as the Internet was be-
ginning to take off commercially, that
we had a discussion here in the govern-
ment. Again, it was bipartisan, and
there was an understanding that the
Commerce Department was not going
to be able to run the Internet. We did
something that was a risk, but it
worked out pretty well. We created
ICANN, which basically allowed a
multistakeholder, nongovernmental
organization to do the technology, to
assign the names and numbers. They’ve
not been perfect but not half bad.

What is before us today is a threat to
what has been, as my colleague Mr.
MARKEY has said, the greatest force in
modern times for communication, for
growth, for low-barrier entry into inno-
vation—the Internet. Whether it is to
tax it or to censor it for political or
cultural reasons, we are aware that
there are those around the world who
wish to burn the Internet. We need to
take a stand in this body and with our
administration to say ‘“‘no’ to that.

Whether the attempts to control the
Internet from the top down come from
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an international body like the Inter-
national Telecommunication Union or
from international trade agreements
and treaties—and there have been
many threats to the Internet that have
been included in our international
treaties or even sometimes from our
own government—we need to stand up
and protect the Internet and the free-
dom that it embodies.

We know that the multistakeholder
approach is critical to the continued
robust growth of the Internet. We also
know that the transparent, multi-
stakeholder model has made the Inter-
net such a hugely successful global
platform for economic growth, human
rights, and the free flow of informa-
tion.
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I'm proud to stand with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to say
that America is going to stand up for
freedom, we’re going to stand up for
technology, and we’re not going to
allow anyone, whatever their inten-
tions may be, to threaten the freedom
of the Internet to succeed.

I appreciate Mrs. BONO MACK’s efforts
in this regard, along with Ms. ESHOO’s,
and the entire committee. I'm proud to
be a cosponsor of the measure. I look
forward to its resounding success in a
vote tomorrow.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, how much
time do I have?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California has 8 min-
utes remaining.

Ms. ESHOO. I'll just make some clos-
ing comments because I don’t have
anyone else who is here to speak to
this.

Mr. Speaker, I think that everyone
who has spoken has really spoken
beautifully about this issue, about
what the Internet represents not only
to individuals, businesses, students,
how it has changed how we live, how
we work, how we learn, and the jobs
that it has produced, what it has done
for our national economy, but also
what it has done relative to exporting
democracy. Of course, the United
States is front and center in this.

It’s a very interesting thing to me to
examine those countries that are
thinking another way and want to im-
pose that thinking on the Internet.
There are far more closed societies
where freedom of thought, freedom of
expression is not valued the way we do
and other democracies do. So we need
to form partnerships with other coun-
tries around the world to make sure
that the democratizing effect that the
Internet actually holds will continue.

I'm proud to join again with my col-
leagues, with Mr. WALDEN, the distin-
guished chairman of our subcommittee,
and Representative BONO MACK, who
led the effort with this resolution. I'm
proud that we’re all together. And I al-
ways want to thank our staff, both on

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the majority and the minority side of
the aisle, for the work that they do on
the committee. I thank you all, and I
salute you. I look forward to a unani-
mous vote of the United States House
of Representatives in support of a free
and open Internet.

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

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Tonight, the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives will send a clear and dis-
tinct message not only to our nego-
tiators but to the world that we stand
for liberty and we stand for freedom.
When it comes to the Internet, both of
those are incredibly important.

The Internet has brought us eco-
nomic prosperity not here alone but all
over the globe. The Internet has al-
lowed for political discourse as never
imagined by the great scholars of
Greece and Rome. It’s brought us intel-
lectual capabilities. If you think about
what you can do on the Internet today
to research something, to evaluate
something, there are an unlimited
number of sources of data. It’s im-
proved our lives. It’s improved our
lives through our political systems. It’s
allowed people who thought they had
no opportunity to effect change to have
an overwhelming effect by commu-
nicating together. This really is a vote
for liberty. It’s a vote for freedom. It’s
a vote for free speech. It’s a vote for
the things that our Founders believed
in when they gave us the Constitution
and the Bill of Rights. It’s our version
of that.

We know that there are forces out
there in the world that are opposed to
all of those things, because they want
command and control of their people,
and that’s not right. We have an oppor-
tunity tonight to send a clear and con-
vincing message that we stand in
America for freedom of the Internet,
for no government anywhere in the
globe taking charge of it and shutting
it down and denying that great human
spirit that we believe in so much here
in America.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join us in a unanimous show of support.
I thank my staff and the staff of Rep-
resentative ESHOO and Ranking Mem-
ber WAXMAN for their good work on
this, and especially to my colleague
from California, MARY BONO MACK, who
raised this with us early on and worked
closely to write a piece of legislation,
that, as you can see in a sometimes

otherwise controversial House, has
brought us all together. That’s a real
tribute to Congresswoman  BONO

MACK’s work.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I call on my
colleagues to support this resolution,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution,
H. Con. Res. 127.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————

RESOLVING ENVIRONMENTAL AND
GRID RELIABILITY CONFLICTS
ACT OF 2012

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4273) to clarify that compliance
with an emergency order under section
202(c) of the Federal Power Act may
not be considered a violation of any
Federal, State, or local environmental
law or regulation, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4273

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Resolving Envi-
ronmental and Grid Reliability Conflicts Act of
2012,

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL POWER
ACT.

(a) COMPLIANCE WITH OR VIOLATION OF ENVI-
RONMENTAL LAWS WHILE UNDER EMERGENCY
ORDER.—Section 202(c) of the Federal Power
Act (16 U.S.C. 824a(c)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) after ““(c)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) With respect to an order issued under this
subsection that may result in a conflict with a
requirement of any Federal, State, or local envi-
ronmental law or regulation, the Commission
shall ensure that such order requires genera-
tion, delivery, interchange, or transmission of
electric energy only during hours necessary to
meet the emergency and serve the public inter-
est, and, to the maximum extent practicable, is
consistent with any applicable Federal, State, or
local environmental law or regulation and mini-
mizes any adverse environmental impacts.

‘“(3) To the extent any omission or action
taken by a party, that is necessary to comply
with an order issued under this subsection, in-
cluding any omission or action taken to volun-
tarily comply with such order, results in non-
compliance with, or causes such party to not
comply with, any Federal, State, or local envi-
ronmental law or regulation, such omission or
action shall not be considered a violation of
such environmental law or regulation, or subject
such party to any requirement, civil or criminal
liability, or a citizen suit under such environ-
mental law or regulation.

‘“(4)(A) An order issued under this subsection
that may result in a conflict with a requirement
of any Federal, State, or local environmental
law or regulation shall expire not later than 90
days after it is issued. The Commission may
renew or reissue such order pursuant to para-
graphs (1) and (2) for subsequent periods, not to
exceed 90 days for each period, as the Commis-
sion determines necessary to meet the emergency
and serve the public interest.

‘““(B) In renewing or reissuing an order under
subparagraph (4), the Commission shall consult
with the primary Federal agency with expertise
in the environmental interest protected by such
law or regulation, and shall include in any such
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