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others are mired in conflicts. In Asia,
the absence of an agreed security ar-
chitecture creates uncertainty.
Threats of terror are expanding, and
new challenges are emerging in cyber
and outer space.

And global institutions conceived in
the 20th century seem unable to cope
with new challenges or take on new re-
sponsibilities. In this world full of mul-
tiple transitions and economic oppor-
tunities, growing uncertainties and po-
litical complexities, existing threats
and new challenges, our engagement
can make a difference by promoting:
cooperation, not dominance;
connectivity, not isolation; inclusive,
not exclusive, mechanisms; respect for
global commons; and, above all, adher-
ence to international rules and norms.

India is already assuming her respon-
sibilities in securing the Indian Ocean
region. A strong India-U.S. partnership
can anchor peace, prosperity, and sta-
bility from Asia to Africa and from the
Indian Ocean to the Pacific. It can also
help ensure security of the sea lanes of
commerce and freedom of navigation
on the seas. But the effectiveness of
our cooperation would increase if inter-
national institutions, framed with the
mind-set of the 20th century, were to
reflect the realities of today.

Mr. Speaker, before arriving in Wash-
ington, D.C., I had visited Herat, in
western Afghanistan, to inaugurate the
Afghan-India Friendship Dam, built
with Indian assistance. I was also there
on Christmas Day last year to dedicate
to that proud nation its Parliament, a
testimony to our democratic ties.

Afghans naturally recognize that the
sacrifices of Americans have helped
create a better life, but your contribu-
tion in keeping the region safe and se-
cure is deeply appreciated even beyond.

India, too, has made an enormous
contribution and sacrifices to support
our friendship with the Afghan people.
A commitment to rebuild a peaceful,
stable, and prosperous Afghanistan is
our shared objective.

Yet, distinguished Members, not just
in Afghanistan, but elsewhere in south
Asia and globally, terrorism remains
the biggest threat. In the territory
stretching from west of India’s border
to Africa, it may go by different
names, from Lashkar-e-Taiba, to
Taliban, to ISIS, but its philosophy is
common: of hate, murder, and violence.
Although, its shadow is spreading
across the world, it is incubated in In-
dia’s neighborhood.

I commend the Members of the U.S.
Congress for sending a clear message to
those who preach and practice ter-
rorism for political gains. Refusing to
reward them is the first step towards
holding them accountable for their ac-
tions.

The fight against terrorism has to be
fought at many levels, and the tradi-
tional tools of military, intelligence,
or diplomacy alone would not be able
to win this fight.
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Mr. Speaker, we have both lost civil-
ians and soldiers in combating ter-
rorism. The need of the hour is for us
to deepen our security cooperation and
base it on a policy that isolates those
who harbor, support, and sponsor ter-
rorists; that does not distinguish be-
tween ‘‘good’ and ‘‘bad’ terrorists; and
that delinks religion from terrorism.

Also, for us to succeed, those who be-
lieve in humanity must come together
to fight for it as one, and speak against
this menace in one voice. Terrorism
must be delegitimized.

Mr. Speaker, the benefits of our part-
nership extend not just to the nations
and regions that need it most. On our
own, and by combining our capacities,
we are also responding to other global
challenges, including when disaster
strikes and where humanitarian relief
is needed. Far from our shores, we
evacuated thousands from Yemen—In-
dians, Americans, and others. Nearer
home, we were the first responders dur-
ing Nepal’s earthquake, in the
Maldives water crisis, and, most re-
cently, during the landslide in Sri
Lanka.

We are also one of the largest con-
tributors of troops to U.N. peace-
keeping operations. Often, India and
the U.S. have combined their strengths
in science, technology, and innovation
to help fight hunger, poverty, diseases,
and illiteracy in different parts of the
world. The success of our partnership is
also opening up new opportunities for
learning, security, and development
from Asia to Africa.

And the protection of the environ-
ment and caring for the planet is cen-
tral to our shared vision of a just
world. For us in India, to live in har-
mony with Mother Earth is part of our
ancient belief, and to take from nature
only what is most essential is part of
our Indian culture.

Our partnership, therefore, aims to
balance responsibilities with capabili-
ties, and it also focuses on new ways to
increase the availability and use of re-
newable energy.

A strong U.S. support for our initia-
tive to form an International Solar Al-
liance is one such effort. We are work-
ing together not just for a better fu-
ture for ourselves, but for the whole
world. This has also been the goal of
our efforts in G20, East Asia Summit,
and climate change summits.

Mr. Speaker, as we deepen our part-
nership, there would be times when we
would have differing perspectives; but
since our interests and concerns con-
verge, the autonomy in decisionmaking
and diversity in our perspectives can
only add value to our partnership.

So, as we embark on a new journey
and seek new goals, let us focus not
just on matters routine, but also trans-
formational ideas, ideas which can
focus not just on creating wealth, but
also creating value for our societies;
not just on immediate gains, but also
long-term benefits; not just on sharing
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best practices, but also shaping part-
nerships; and not just on building a
bright future for our peoples, but in
being a bridge to a more united, hu-
mane, and prosperous world.

And important for the success of this
journey would be a need to view it with
new eyes and new sensitivities. When
we do this, we will realize the full
promise of this extraordinary relation-
ship.

Mr. Speaker, in my final thoughts
and words, let me emphasize that our
relationship is primed for a momentous
future. The constraints of the past are
behind us, and foundations of the fu-
ture are firmly in place.

In the lines of Walt Whitman: ‘“The
orchestra have sufficiently tuned their
instruments; the baton has given the
signal.” And to that, if I might add,
there is a new symphony in play.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Vice
President, and distinguished Members,
for this honor.

Thank you very much.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

At 12 o’clock and 11 minutes p.m.,
His Excellency Narendra Modi, Prime
Minister of the Republic of India, ac-
companied by the committee of escort,
retired from the Hall of the House of
Representatives.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms escorted the invited guests from
the Chamber in the following order:

The members of the President’s Cabi-
net;

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps.

———

JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the
joint meeting having been completed,
the Chair declares the joint meeting of
the two Houses now dissolved.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 13
minutes p.m.), the joint meeting of the
two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of
the Chair.

——
0O 1246

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at
12 o’clock and 46 minutes p.m.

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4775, OZONE STANDARDS
IMPLEMENTATION ACT OF 2016;
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. CON. RES. 89, EXPRESSING
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT
A CARBON TAX WOULD BE DET-
RIMENTAL TO THE UNITED
STATES ECONOMY; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H. CON. RES. 112, EXPRESSING
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS OP-
POSING THE PRESIDENT’S PRO-
POSED $10 TAX ON EVERY BAR-
REL OF OIL

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 767 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 767

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to facili-
tate efficient State implementation of
ground-level ozone standards, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Energy and
Commerce now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House
any concurrent resolution specified in sec-
tion 3 of this resolution. All points of order
against consideration of each such concur-
rent resolution are waived. Each such con-
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current resolution shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in each such concurrent resolution are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on each such concurrent
resolution and preamble to adoption without
intervening motion or demand for division of
the question except one hour of debate equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Ways and Means.

SEC. 3. The concurrent resolutions referred
to in section 2 of this resolution are as fol-
lows:

(1) The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
89) expressing the sense of Congress that a
carbon tax would be detrimental to the
United States economy.

(2) The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
112) expressing the sense of Congress oppos-
ing the President’s proposed $10 tax on every
barrel of oil.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PoLIS), my good
friend, pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 767 provides a structured
rule for the consideration of three bills.
You heard the reading Clerk read
them, but I will read them again: H.R.
4775, Ozone Standards Implementation
Act; H. Con. Res. 89, Expressing the
Sense of Congress that a Carbon Tax
would be Detrimental to the United
States Economy; and, H. Con. Res. 112,
Expressing the Sense of Congress Op-
posing the President’s Proposed $10
Tax on Every Barrel of Oil.

It is a little unusual that we put
three different bills into a single rule,
but today has been a bit of an unusual
day. It has been a bit of an unusual
day.

Mr. Speaker, it is no surprise to you,
standing not 3 feet from where you
were just 30 minutes ago was the leader
of a democracy of 1.3 billion people.
That is 1.3 billion people. In the midst
of his remarks, he commented on the
reputation of the United States Con-
gress, known far and wide around the
globe. He commented on the comity—
that is with an i-t-y, not an e-d-y—that
we have been known for. And I hope
this rule will be no exception, Mr.
Speaker.

We are not going to agree on all the
underlying bills, all the underlying pol-
icy, but what we can agree on is that
this Congress needs to have its voice
heard.

If we approve this rule today—and I
recommend to all of my colleagues
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that we do approve this rule today—we
will be able to get to the underlying de-
bate. And in the underlying debate, Mr.
Speaker, we have two senses of Con-
gress and a piece of legislation—a piece
of legislation for which amendments
were submitted to the Rules Com-
mittee to say that we have ideas as
Members of this body about how we
can improve the underlying bill.

One of them came from my friend
from Colorado. I don’t particularly sup-
port the idea that he is pushing, but I
support his right to have the idea
heard on the floor of the House. This
rule makes the Polis amendment in
order, along with every other non-du-
plicative amendment submitted. I add
non-duplicative because virtually the
same amendment was submitted by
two different Members and we decided
to debate it once instead of twice, as is
customary.

We are going to disagree, but we are
going to have the debate over those
disagreements. And my great hope is
that the work product we produce will
be a stronger work product because we
have had an opportunity to discuss it
here on the floor. My great hope is
that, after we have had a chance to
perfect that work product, we will send
it on to the Senate with a big bipar-
tisan vote from both parties.

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to talk about
taxes as if they don’t come from some-
one. When we have an academic con-
versation about tax policy, what is the
saying? Don’t tax him, don’t tax me,
tax the man behind that tree.

I have heard folks say: You are al-
ways trying to put the tax burden on
somebody else.

What the President proposed was $10
a barrel on every barrel of oil con-
sumed in America. Now, historically,
we have had some low oil prices of late.
That $10 a barrel tax would have
amounted to almost a 50 percent in-
crease in the cost of a barrel of oil.
Today it is going to be closer to a 20
percent increase in the cost of a barrel
of oil.

This tax is implemented in the name
of what, Mr. Speaker?

It is in the name of improving our
failing infrastructure because we do
need to improve our failing infrastruc-
ture. We do have to have a conversa-
tion about user fees in this country and
how it is we are going to build the best
logistical system the world has ever
known. But that is not what this tax
would do.

This is a tax that is part of what has
been a long campaign against the con-
sumption of any fossil fuels whatso-
ever. My great frustration, Mr. Speak-
er, is that if your goal is to reduce the
consumption of fossil fuels, we have a
lot of ways we can do that. We have a
lot of very reasonable ways we can do
that. And this proposal makes no effort
to try to find the most efficient way to
make that happen. It is a blanket $10 a
barrel tax across the board.

If you are using that barrel of oil to
generate space-age plastics, Mr. Speak-
er, and you are going to use those
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