
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5042 June 21, 2017 
choose public service, hold views that 
are different from our own, or speak in 
a style that is not to our liking, there 
is no country. 

I find it particularly jarring that the 
widely praised theatrical assassination 
of President Trump at a rendition of 
Julius Caesar in New York City’s Cen-
tral Park—underwritten, by the way, 
by The New York Times—continues to 
go on. 

Madam Speaker, violence is violence. 
When it is here and it is political, of 
course, it is particularly jarring. 

Tragically, we also may be growing 
used to the idea of terror abroad. Al-
though its root causes are different 
than those of domestic political at-
tacks here on our own shores, the same 
thing is at stake: the very principles of 
civilization itself. 

Madam Speaker, let me digress for a 
moment, because this is particularly 
notable. 

After 9/11, crime all but vanished 
from the streets of New York City. In 
other words, the shock and the horror 
caused a community to rally together 
above any social discord in a spirit of 
true unity. We glimpsed that same 
spirit of solidarity as a nation when 
Obama bin Laden was finally con-
fronted. 

Just recently, a day after the terror 
attacks that rocked London a few 
weeks ago, Richard Angell, a patron in 
a restaurant that had been evacuated 
during the jihadist rampage, calmly re-
turned to pay his bill. In explaining his 
generosity, Angell told a reporter, 
‘‘These people shouldn’t win.’’ 

The night before, several bartenders 
had risked their lives to defend patrons 
in that particular establishment with 
bottles, chairs, tables, anything they 
could find, as the terrorists tried to 
hack away their customers with large 
knives. More lives would have been lost 
were it not for their bravery. 

Only a few weeks before that, at a 
concert attended mostly by young 
girls, a homeless man, Stephen Jones, 
who slept most nights near the sta-
dium, helped several victims of that 
bombing to safety, even pulling nails 
from the faces of young children. 

The resolve and courage in the face 
of barbaric violence harkens back to 
the passengers of United Flight 93 who 
sacrificed their own lives on 9/11 in 
order to take down a plane headed 
straight for Washington, D.C., probably 
for the White House. 

While we appropriately recognize 
those who act with courage, the con-
stant repetition of these scenes appear 
to be resulting, sadly, in what I call 
‘‘terror fatigue.’’ We go about the same 
tired ritual: the requisite shock and 
horror; the 24-hour media coverage of 
victims, heroes, and families; and the 
inevitable autopsy of what went wrong. 
By this exercise, I am afraid we further 
enable what Hannah Arendt once fa-
mously wrote, ‘‘the banality of evil.’’ 

Against this backdrop, I think it is 
important and useful to pull back and 
contemplate the fundamental error in 

our analysis and approach. In the West, 
we have a blind spot. We want to be-
lieve that if we can only understand 
how a disordered person was raised, 
how his parents treated him, if he was 
an orphan or poor or misunderstood or 
abandoned or a victim of some real or 
imagined prejudice, then we can under-
stand what makes him kill. Armed 
with this soft understanding, perhaps 
we can prevent further tragedy by ame-
liorating the conditions that we think 
gave rise to barbaric deeds. 

In many discussions of unpredictable 
and random attacks on bystanders in 
Europe and America, we find a perverse 
unwillingness to accurately identify 
the true motivations of the perpetra-
tors, lest we close the space to ‘‘cure 
them’’ of their zealotry. 

In the current, highly polarized, 
oversensitized, and extremely volatile 
climate, it is risky to call a thing for 
what it is. Instead, again and again, we 
hear that these were just a few mis-
guided individuals—another mental 
health problem, another aberration, 
another police problem; nothing to do 
with dark theology to notice here. 
Carry on. We must just accept this as a 
new normal. 

What makes these particular vicious 
actors different? In a study, the Gallup 
organization basically finds that most 
people in the world want similar 
things. Most people in the world want 
a good job: to be able to take care of 
themselves; to be able to take care of 
their family; to be able to use the cre-
ative talents of their personhood, 
whether it be their intellect or their 
hands to make things for the benefit of 
others and, in turn, receive an income 
that they can support themselves with. 

However, as one of my Muslim 
friends has noted, Petro-Islam has en-
abled and unleashed a narrow sect of 
men and women who often want for 
nothing. Several of the terrorists on 
9/11 were young men of both wealth and 
privilege, with world-class educations. 
They weren’t motivated by the allures 
of Western secular materialism. They 
used those values to hide in plain sight. 
Rather, they were in the grip of a dark, 
violent theology. They were willing to 
die for its inherent irrationality. 

This cannot continue. Even the 
Saudis, who have lived for too long 
with the hyper hypocrisy of buying off 
Wahhabists while shopping in Paris, 
recognize this is an unsustainable 
trend. 

Madam Speaker, when I was in col-
lege, I remember the day when Egyp-
tian President Anwar Sadat was assas-
sinated. It was a hard day for me. 
Shortly before, I had lived in that 
country on an exchange program. I re-
ceived the bountiful gift of hospitality 
and an invaluable source of deep and 
reach cultural understanding. 

Sadat died. Sadat gave his life be-
cause he made a reasoned choice to 
reach across the divide to find peace. In 
another courageous move, just a few 
years ago, in a little-known speech, the 
current Egyptian President, Abdel 

Fattah el-Sisi, said: ‘‘Is it possible that 
1.6 billion Muslims should want to kill 
the rest of the world’s inhabitants— 
that is, 7 billion—so that they them-
selves may live? Impossible.’’ 

Quite a courageous statement. 
At this moment, Madam Speaker, we 

are on the verge of wiping out ISIS 
militarily. But it is only the latest 
brand. We will only fully resolve the 
thinking that leads to the embrace of 
dark theology through a rebirth in rea-
son, modeled through courageous lead-
ership. 

As we see in our battle against ISIS, 
when you call for evil to happen on so-
cial media, in Main Street media and 
in art, eventually someone in the real 
world takes it to heart. We must stop 
creating the rhetorical conditions and 
the media cover for this politically mo-
tivated violence or the grotesque twist-
ing of mediums to encourage terror. 
There is no rationalization that can 
justify it. This is not about freedom of 
speech. It is about freedom from vio-
lence. 

Ask yourself a question: Where would 
you like to live? Where people lie, 
steal, and kill? Or where people are 
good, trustworthy, and free? 

Madam Speaker, I will close with 
this because it is a hint of good news. 

Last week, the House of Representa-
tives, in a private session, Democrats 
and Republicans, had a family meeting 
and, with due candor, spoke about the 
effect of escalating rhetoric and the re-
sponsibility each of us must take in 
owning our share of it. 

Importantly, the bipartisan Congres-
sional Baseball Game went on as 
planned last Thursday night. I took my 
younger staff. The game was energetic 
and patriotically bipartisan. Madam 
Speaker, as you are aware, my side 
lost, but I believe America won. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, today a lot of people are looking at 
Washington more perplexed than ever, 
thinking that nothing is getting done 
here. It is easy for them to think that 
because, when they turn on their tele-
visions or listen to their radios and lis-
ten to news commentators, all they 
seem to be talking about is some very 
obscure idea. But something that domi-
nates all the communication, or a 
great deal of communication, is that 
Russia in some way altered the out-
come of the last election, perhaps— 
what they have been telling us—the 
Russians hacked into the system. This 
is the image we are being given. 

b 1815 

All those emails that came out dur-
ing the election from the Democratic 
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National Committee and the Hillary 
campaign, those emails were, in some 
way, a product of a Russian conspiracy 
with the Trump campaign. Over and 
over and over again, even though all of 
the experts who we have seen from the 
intelligence communities on down the 
line have said that that is bogus; that 
did not happen; there is no proof that 
that happened. And many people who 
are looking into this don’t think that 
the Russians were involved with that 
hacking at all, much less their involve-
ment in our campaigns in a way that 
differentiated from every other govern-
ment in the world, including our own, 
being involved in trying to impact 
other people’s elections in a light- 
handed way. 

In this situation, the Russian Gov-
ernment has not—again, has not—been 
proven or even the evidence seems to 
indicate that they were not involved in 
a way that actually affected the out-
come of our last election. Yet that is 
all we hear about. That is the massive 
news coverage, and the American peo-
ple’s attention is being focused on that, 
or they are being told: Oh, but over in 
Washington, the Congress is so tied up 
because of this crisis. We have not been 
tied up. We have been doing great 
things here in the Nation’s capital, and 
the Trump administration has been 
doing great things. We have not been 
frozen by this unrelenting attack try-
ing to give the American people the 
idea that the last election was invalid. 

This effort to distract us is a dis-
grace. And I do believe the American 
people see, when they hear this over 
and over repeated but there is no sub-
stance being told us that indicates the 
specific crime, the specific hacking in-
cident that happened. No, we have no 
incidences where any type of Russian 
interference, in some way, determined 
the outcome of the last election. 

But, of course, the distraction that is 
taking place is basically covering the 
fact that we have a group of people who 
lost the last election who have been 
disrupting, who have a plan, a program 
of resistance and disruption of those 
who did win the election. If there is 
anything more anti-American than 
that, I don’t know what is. Talk about 
destroying democracy. 

So with that said, what are we doing 
if we aren’t tied up in this Russian 
problem? And let me note, there has 
been, even to the point after all the 
hearings that we had and there is no 
evidence of it, now some Republicans 
have gone along with this effort, and 
we have appointed what was called an 
independent or a special prosecutor. 
And now what we can expect is another 
3 or 4 months of the headlines on all of 
the news media except one or two try-
ing to divert our attention. Well, I 
would ask that the independent coun-
sel and the special prosecutor, they are 
going to look into Russia, let them not 
just look into, did our Attorney Gen-
eral have two conversations or three 
conversations with the Ambassador 
from Russia to the United States in 

passing meetings, I might add, other 
people engaged, instead of asking ques-
tions like that and trying to find some 
way to charge our Attorney General 
with some sort of crime that he would 
have committed and maybe perjury 
even because he forgot about one con-
versation with someone over a year’s 
time period where there were thou-
sands of conversations with thousands 
of people, nobody hope—if they can go 
into detail like that, let us hope that 
the Clinton Foundation becomes a tar-
get of that investigation. 

They want to find out what effect the 
Russians had on our elections. Let’s 
find out what the millions of dollars 
that went into the Clinton Foundation 
did that might have helped Hillary’s 
chances of being elected. Let’s find out 
that. And let’s find out how much 
money was actually put into the Clin-
ton family’s pockets when former 
President Clinton, speaking again be-
fore Russian oligarchs, was able to re-
ceive certain payments, exorbitant 
payments, from what I understand, we 
need to know exactly what they were, 
into his own pocket at the same time 
Russian oligarchs were putting mil-
lions, maybe tens of millions, into the 
Clinton Foundation. 

So, okay, that needs to be looked at. 
But I would suggest that the American 
people need to go beyond this made-up 
crisis. The American people need to 
take a look at what we have been ac-
complishing here, and we have been ac-
complishing. A healthcare bill passed. 
And, yes, it is not a perfect healthcare 
bill, but now we have actually got a 
bill that is in the system. The Senate 
is going to have their bill. The system 
is now working, and there is a 
healthcare bill going through the sys-
tem to improve our situation now in-
stead of being stuck with ObamaCare 
that was so poorly written that people 
were being priced out of the market of 
having insurance. And we end up with 
millions of people who can’t afford the 
health insurance because ObamaCare 
did what? ObamaCare basically said 
anybody with a preexisting condition, 
that risk will be paid for by other 
health insurance policyholders. And, 
thus, everybody else’s health insurance 
went way up, and the amount of cov-
erage they got went way down. Sur-
prise. Surprise. No, that was not a good 
way to go, and the Republicans are try-
ing to find a better method. 

Let me just note that I have person-
ally been involved with promoting an-
other concept of how we should be deal-
ing with preexisting conditions, and 
there is a bill circulating now, and 
hopefully it will be seriously consid-
ered. And as the healthcare bill goes 
through the House and the Senate, 
maybe we can get this in there, and 
that is you look at preexisting condi-
tions and you say: okay, that person 
has a preexisting condition, and right 
now that preexisting condition puts 
them into the mix with all the other 
policyholders. And then everybody 
else, including that person, picks up 

the cost of insuring for that pre-
existing condition, which then prices 
everybody out. More people end up 
without insurance, or insurance that 
they can’t cover, or what they are get-
ting for their money is decreased. 

My daughter, for example, had leu-
kemia a few years ago. She is 9 years 
old. And thank God that we got 
through that and she is now free of leu-
kemia. But I am sure that somewhere 
along the line what we are going to 
have is an insurance company saying: 
Well, you had leukemia, you had a pre-
existing condition, thus we are going 
to charge you more money for health 
insurance. Maybe 10 years down the 
road this will happen to her, maybe 20. 
But the fact is that we don’t need to 
have people around our country that 
are in that situation. My daughter is 
now cancer free. And if she has a pre-
existing condition, or anybody else in 
the country has a preexisting condi-
tion, what I am proposing—and there is 
a bill making its way around, people 
are considering this as an alternative, 
and I hope they take it seriously, but 
we will see, at least we are trying, and 
the idea is the Federal Government 
will document all preexisting condi-
tions. My daughter’s leukemia would 
be on that list. And at any time from 
then on that someone with a pre-
existing condition has that preexisting 
condition, if leukemia comes back to 
her or anyone else who has a pre-
existing condition that is documented, 
it will be paid for by Medicare. Just as 
simple as that. That condition only. 
All the rest of her health insurance, 
however, need not be covered by the 
Federal Government or anybody else. 

Now that the preexisting conditions 
have not put their amount way up in 
the cost to buy an insurance, now they 
will be charged just the same as any-
body else who is healthy. But if they 
break their arm, they are in a car acci-
dent, if they have another disease that 
comes on, they now are insured from 
that, but they are not having to pay 
extra insurance because of that pre-
existing condition, and you just leave 
that to Medicare. It is a simple answer. 
It is not going to cost the taxpayers 
any more money by doing it any other 
way. Just let the government take care 
of those preexisting conditions. All the 
rest of their healthcare, however, will 
have to be paid for by that individual. 
Just the preexisting condition is cov-
ered. 

So that is a type of reform that we 
can put into place, and people are talk-
ing about these ideas now here. That is 
why, when the Republican bill passed, 
it was launching a discussion, an hon-
est discussion, of what we should do. 
The Senate is going to send us back 
something, and we will, this year, have 
a healthcare bill because we will have 
gone through all of these types of al-
ternatives like the one I just sug-
gested. 

We also passed a financial reform 
bill. It was called the CHOICE Act. It 
was a financial reform bill that one of 
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the main parts of it actually repealed 
the Dodd-Frank bill which was so dra-
matically hard for our economy and 
was basically making it very difficult 
for businesses to function in our coun-
try, was a terrible burden, and was ac-
tually bringing our economy down. So 
we passed the elimination of the Dodd- 
Frank Act, and we have reformed our 
financial community, and that has 
passed the House. It is now over to the 
Senate. 

We have passed dozens of notable 
bills, yet the impression we are given, 
of course, is the only thing happening 
here is the Russians were, in some way, 
engaged in the last election, and we 
must focus totally on that, even 
though all the committees that inves-
tigated this, all the people who came 
from the various intelligence agencies, 
no one said, here is the proof that they 
were colluding with the Trump cam-
paign to defeat the Democratic can-
didate in the last election. 

So people are only getting that story, 
but there are all kinds of bills that are 
being passed, legislation being passed 
here. Like, for example, there was a 
weather bill that passed. I mean, this is 
one example. SUZANNE BONAMICI was 
someone who had a bill that was at-
tached to the weather bill. It was 
aimed specifically at trying to have a 
warning system for tsunami waves that 
might be created and come not only to-
wards the United States but towards 
Japan and any other coastal area. That 
bill passed, and, as I say, it is part of 
the weather bill now. 

And SUZANNE BONAMICI, of course, is 
a Democrat, and I am a Republican. 

The other lie is that Republicans and 
Democrats can’t work together. Well, 
that is just wrong. People are creating 
a false image, and I am glad to see, by 
the elections last night, that the Amer-
ican people aren’t falling for the balo-
ney they are being fed. 

So was that a good bill, the tsunami 
bill? I think it was, and it has made it 
through. 

We have other environmentally 
aimed bills that are making up for the 
excesses of the last administration 
that was basically pushing a radical, 
environmental, globalist approach to 
environment issues. I think it is a 
great thing that the President of the 
United States has withdrawn us from 
the Paris Agreement, which would 
have cost us billions of dollars that we 
would send to other countries and 
would put us under the jurisdiction of 
decisions made by international bodies, 
not by American-elected officials but 
by international bodies. That was a 
terrific move on the part of the Presi-
dent. 

In fact, Trump has done a number of 
wonderful things that he is not getting 
credit for. Because all the media wants 
to talk about is how many conversa-
tions anybody associated with Trump 
had with any Russians in the last 2 
years. Sorry. A lot of other things that 
are happening are important. Those 
people who are trying to distract us are 

not succeeding. The fact is that Presi-
dent Donald Trump had a triumphant 
trip overseas. His first visit was to the 
Middle East. 

I am a former speech writer for Presi-
dent Reagan. I didn’t write the speech, 
but I was there when he gave that 
speech in Berlin telling Gorbachev to 
‘‘tear down this wall,’’ a speech that 
made history, not just reflected it but 
is now seen as a pivotal moment in 
changing the direction of what was 
going on with the Cold War. 

b 1830 
I might say, I didn’t write it, but I 

did make sure that I was one of the 
people who smuggled that speech into 
the President’s hands. After the Presi-
dent was given that speech and said he 
was going to say that, all of his senior 
advisers tried to convince him not to 
say, ‘‘tear down this wall.’’ And ‘‘Mr. 
Gorbachev, tear down this wall,’’ was a 
phrase in history that made history. 
And Ronald Reagan stood up against 
all of the people on the left who were 
attacking him and even all of his own 
advisers. That made a huge difference 
in the world that we live in. 

Now, let me just note this. We have a 
President now, President Donald 
Trump, who went to Saudi Arabia and 
went to a meeting with the leaders of 
that part of the world. He talked to 
them—and these were Muslims, of 
course. And he said to the Muslim 
world that, if there is going to be peace 
with the United States, drive the ter-
rorists out of your mosque; drive the 
terrorists out of your country. 

I haven’t been as proud of any Presi-
dent since I was with Ronald Reagan 
when he said ‘‘tear down this wall’’ 
than I was proud of our President, 
President Donald Trump, for telling 
the Islamic world that they have got to 
disassociate themselves, they have got 
to drive the terrorists out of their fam-
ilies and out of their relationships with 
good and decent Muslims, who are the 
vast majority of the Muslims in the 
world. 

So, with that said, I think there is a 
lot going on that is good. There are 
good things. This is a good report. I 
hope the American people pay atten-
tion. 

There are a lot of creative ideas that 
are going on. These I just told you 
about, healthcare and finance reform, 
these are really important things. And 
the fact that we are not putting every-
thing in the hands of the United Na-
tions or some unelected government to 
tell us what we have to do in the name 
of the environment, that is good, too. 

Well, I have got a few creative ideas 
that I have actually presented. I 
thought I would just let my colleagues 
know, let my constituents know, and 
let the rest of the country know, these 
are some issues on the table that I 
have personally put on. 

I think I have a good chance, for ex-
ample, of getting into the tax bill a 
provision that is now written out in 
H.R. 1792, the Expanding Employee 
Ownership Act. 

What my bill suggests is that we 
should have more involvement by 
working people in their own compa-
nies. Let them own part of their com-
panies so that the bosses and the labor-
ers work together as a team rather 
than looking at each other as adver-
saries. 

My bill, H.R. 1792, is being considered 
for the tax bill that we are putting to-
gether. What it says, very simply, is 
that, if an employer gives to his em-
ployees—it has to be a general distribu-
tion—stock in that company, the em-
ployees don’t have to pay income tax 
on it. And if they keep that stock for 10 
years, they don’t have to pay capital 
gains tax. 

So what we have now is a major 
boost of people keeping their good em-
ployees, a better working relationship, 
more productivity, and management 
more concerned about their laborers 
because now their laborers own stock 
in the company—maybe even 10 or 20 
percent of the stock at some point. 
What we have is a bill that has a 
chance, and it is being considered. That 
is the type of thing that is going on 
here. 

People are talking about new ideas. 
For example, I talked about the idea of 
a new healthcare reform bill and my 
approach and what I am doing to pro-
mote that price for people with pre-
existing conditions. That is another ex-
ample, ideas that are being discussed, 
legislation that is going through, and 
people are trying to mold it. That is 
part of the legislative process. 

Also, when you talk about Repub-
licans and Democrats working to-
gether, we are being told we don’t work 
together. Well, we do. Republicans and 
Democrats work together, just like I 
did on the tsunami bill. We actually 
have a good relationship—many of us 
do. 

Nowhere is that more evident than in 
my leadership of H.R. 975, which is a 
bill that is entitled, Respect State 
Marijuana Laws. What this bill does 
is—over the years, in the last 6 years, 
I have been joined with a Democrat. It 
is Mr. BLUMENAUER now, and it used to 
be Congressman Farr when he was with 
us. We were able to put into the appro-
priations bill for the Department of 
Justice a provision, an amendment to 
the bill that said: No money in this bill 
can be used by the Department of Jus-
tice to supersede the State laws on 
medical marijuana in those States that 
have legalized the use of medical mari-
juana. 

So, for the last 5 and 6 years, that 
has been a totally bipartisan effort. I 
am a Republican, obviously, and I have 
been joined by Mr. Farr and, now, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER. We have actually created 
a situation where we now have people 
who are getting involved in researching 
medical marijuana. 

By the way, did you know that Israel 
now, finally, has stepped forward and 
has done research in the last 10 years? 
We haven’t. The United States hasn’t. 
In fact, for 100 years, when we should 
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have been trying to find the medical 
uses of marijuana, it has been virtually 
outlawed. And now Israel has found 
wonderful applications for medical 
marijuana. 

They also, by the way, when they 
were studying the effects of marijuana, 
have legalized it for personal use, for 
adult use of marijuana, as well as med-
ical marijuana. 

Well, what does that tell you? That 
tells you that some of the people who 
have been telling us, ‘‘oh, we can’t do 
this because it is going to have a seri-
ous impact,’’ Israel studies this closely, 
especially when it might have a mili-
tary implication. This would not de-
stroy their military; otherwise, they 
would not have passed this major re-
form in their country. 

Now, why is it that marijuana is an 
important issue and it brings Repub-
licans and Democrats together? We 
have limited resources here. The idea 
that we are going to spend billions of 
dollars not on protecting Americans 
from terrorists, not from trying to get 
bad guys—rapists and murderers—in 
our local area; no, we are going to 
spend billions of dollars on police, on 
jailers, on lawyers, on judges, and on 
prisons. And then we are going to take 
people out of the workforce. We are 
spending billions of dollars so some-
body will not smoke a weed in their 
backyard. 

And what is even worse, we are tell-
ing them we are going to spend billions 
of dollars to prevent you. If you find 
that there is a medical use for mari-
juana, like for senior citizens who have 
lost their appetites after a major oper-
ation—which happened to my mother, 
by the way. I did not give her mari-
juana, but I knew when I was feeding 
her that she had lost her appetite after 
a major operation. I said to myself: 
Why can’t she have cannabis here? 
Well, now people know about that. 

There is no reason for us to prevent 
our seniors from having some euphoria 
when they are 85 years old in a senior 
citizens home, especially if it brings 
back their appetite and they feel better 
because of it rather than drinking. Do 
they want to have them all drinking? 

Well, this is not just for seniors. This 
is for people who have medical prob-
lems. It has been documented to have 
important uses. And again, no one has 
ever overdosed with marijuana, ever. 

In terms of what we need to do and 
what we need to focus on are drugs 
that are harmful. We have an opioid 
addiction problem now. Doctors have 
been giving prescriptions for this. We 
need to confront that and confront 
other challenges in crime rather than 
billions of dollars to try to prevent 
someone from hurting themselves. 

If an adult wants to consume can-
nabis—an adult—it is their business. 
For the government to intrude, espe-
cially the Federal Government, after a 
State has legalized it, this is tyranny. 
Our Founding Fathers did not believe 
that we should have police forces and 
criminal justice operating at the 

State—they believed it should happen 
at the State and local level, not the 
Federal level. 

These current restrictions that we 
have, we have people, unfortunately, 
again, that are living in the past. All 
they can remember is the sixties when 
hippies were smoking dope, and it was 
just literally a counterculture— 
counter our culture. And I say ‘‘our 
culture’’ because I have more of a con-
servative family background. 

Although I lived a life in my past and 
I had too much to drink at times, and 
maybe even when I was younger, 
maybe I tried cannabis a couple of 
times, but I have had an adulthood 
since I was 23 that I think meets the 
approval of my parents and, in par-
ticular, my dad, who was a lieutenant 
colonel in the Marines. 

So with that said, had I been ar-
rested, let’s say, where some of my 
friends or something were consuming 
marijuana when I was around, what 
would have happened to my life? And 
what is happening to the lives of all of 
these people, especially in our less af-
fluent areas, who can’t afford the legal 
protections of hiring a lawyer right 
away? 

It is destroying their ability to func-
tion in our society. We should not be 
taking people who are involved in an 
activity like consuming a weed. Adults 
should be able to make that decision 
for themselves. Sending police for 
someone like that or expending billions 
of dollars or ruining the life of that 
young person who can’t afford, whether 
Black, Chicano, or Caucasian, who 
can’t afford a lawyer to get them off 
and expunge their record, it is going to 
affect them the rest of their life. We 
can’t be doing that. It is a waste of 
money. 

We have a chance now, with bipar-
tisan support, to pass this amendment 
again, perhaps. We are trying to get 
that onto the appropriations bill for 
the Department of Justice, which 
would then keep in place those restric-
tions on the Federal Government. 

But I have a bill, again, with bipar-
tisan support, that would make that 
across the board. It just says that 
every State that has legalized the use 
of marijuana, that none of the depart-
ments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment should supersede. They should 
be treated just like someone selling al-
cohol or whatever. And, in fact, if they 
do, they will be asking for ID cards 
from people to make sure that they are 
not selling to juniors, to people who 
are minors, rather than to adults, just 
like beer. 

Unfortunately, when it is illegal, it is 
easier to get marijuana than it is—for 
someone who is not 18 or 21, it is easier 
for them to get marijuana than beer 
because they don’t have to show their 
ID card at the liquor store. 

So with that said, there is bipartisan 
support for my bill. I am hoping that 
we can get it passed this year or next 
year, at least in this session of Con-
gress. 

And then, finally, we have lots of 
things going on here. I just discussed 
several creative things that are being 
discussed around town. And we have 
got a President of the United States 
who is opening the door which was 
guarded by basically a very far-left-
wing philosophy for the last 8 years. 
The door of government in this country 
now is open to working people, where 
this President has committed himself 
to trade policies and others that are 
aimed at creating jobs for the Amer-
ican people, ordinary jobs. 

One of the things that he has prom-
ised us to protect the American people 
and our American workers is to stop 
the massive flow of illegals into our 
country. The massive flow of illegals 
into our country is bringing down the 
standard of living of working people. 

There is one idea that I have pre-
sented. When he wants to build a wall, 
we have the means to provide the re-
sources to build that wall in a very cre-
ative way. It wouldn’t cost the Amer-
ican people anything. 

So I would hope that those who are 
listening who like some of these ideas 
don’t get depressed about what they 
are hearing in the news. Good things 
are happening in Washington, and a lot 
of new creative ideas are being dis-
cussed. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today on account of a 
family obligation. 

Ms. GABBARD (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 1094. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the accountability 
of employees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 22, 2017, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

OATH OF OFFICE MEMBERS, RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONER, AND DEL-
EGATES 

The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
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