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the tax cuts. Some dismiss dynamic
scoring out of hand, but I believe that
it can be legitimate. But as we were
about to vote on the bill, even the idea
of having an official dynamic score of
this bill before voting on it seems to
have completely disappeared.

What we do know is that the non-
partisan Joint Committee on Taxation
says it will add nearly $1.5 trillion plus
interest to our debt, which is currently
$20 trillion and growing. The one rough
dynamic score that has been produced
by the rightwing Tax Foundation
shows that this bill, as originally in-
troduced, would still add over $1 tril-
lion to our debt.

The new debt is not even used to put
the needs of middle class Americans
first. The bulk of the benefits from the
bill favor businesses and corporations
rather than individual taxpayers.

The Tax Policy Center estimates
that families would only get the ben-
efit of about one-third of the tax cuts
offered by the bill, with corporations
and other businesses getting twice as
much. This is because of the unbal-
anced way in which business tax rates
are lowered with relatively few cuts to
corporate deductions.

But as we have heard many of our
speakers talk about all of the deduc-
tions, they are going to hurt middle
class Americans as they try to deal
with growing expenses for healthcare,
education, and childcare.

Of course, true tax reform can alter
some of these provisions in order to
simplify the Tax Code. But we must
make sure that, at the end of the day,
middle class families’ pocketbooks are
not harmed by the changes that we
make.

While many tout that this bill dou-
bles the standard deduction, it is im-
portant to understand that it also
eliminates personal exemptions. This
means that families with children or
other dependents may be worse off.

There are other examples of deduc-
tions lost that will negatively impact
middle class families. We have heard
many of them, including the medical
expense deduction. That means that
families with very high expenses, such
as long-term care for extraordinary ill-
nesses, will pay higher tax bills.

The bill also makes student loan bor-
rowers pay new taxes on the loan inter-
est they pay.

The list goes on.

One particularly contentious part of
this bill is that it severely curtails the
deduction individual taxpayers take
for State and local taxes paid. Sup-
porters of this idea claim that this de-
duction is an unfair subsidy from the
Federal Government to high-tax cities
and States, but in my own State of Illi-
nois where taxpayers will get hit hard
by this, we already get only 79 cents
back from the Federal Government for
every dollar we contribute in taxes.
Taking away the State and local tax
deduction will only make this discrep-
ancy worse.

Now, one particularly troubling as-
pect of this bill is that, while it adds
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some new incentives to make it easier
to raise children and support families,
these incentives expire after 5 years,
even as provisions that primarily ben-
efit high-income taxpayers and cor-
porations are made permanent.

When analyzed as a whole, the non-
partisan Tax Policy Center predicts
that any tax relief some middle class
families might receive from this bill
will disappear over time. Yet families
in the top of 1 percent and even the top
one-tenth of 1 percent will not only see
immediate relief, but even larger re-
turns in the long run.

Finally, this bill does nothing to ad-
dress a major tax issue that our Nation
faces: the fact that the highway trust
fund that pays for Federal roads and
transit projects is taking more and
more money every year out of general
revenue. We need to fix the highway
trust fund, and if we did that here, we
could also start finally doing some of
those trillion-dollar infrastructure
projects that the President keeps talk-
ing about.

So, once again, in this bill, the House
is choosing to pursue a needlessly par-
tisan, closed process for major legisla-
tion with wide-ranging impacts and
enormous price tags. I really urge my
colleagues to change course. Pursue a
truly bipartisan reform so that we do
well by American families and busi-
nesses that need Congress to act on
this critical issue.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Ranking Mem-
ber NEAL for all his work on this.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, how much
time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 1%
minutes remaining.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank Mr. LIPINSKI and the group that
is assembled here tonight. I want to en-
courage the American people to pay at-
tention beginning again tomorrow
morning at 9 o’clock when we are going
to finish the debate on this legislation.

I hope that as they pay attention to
it they will consider what a missed op-
portunity this was, a reminder that one
of the most complex pieces of legisla-
tion offered in the years I have been
here had no public hearings. Not one
witness was summonsed to give advice
on a tax bill of this consequence.

It has been advertised as a middle
class tax cut. I can assure you that 36
million Americans are going to pay
more when this is done.

Also, another reminder to pay close
attention to is that our friends down
the hallway in the Senate are going to
include an end to the mandate, which
is the glue that holds together the Af-
fordable Care Act, in a further effort to
take away health insurance from 13
million people to pay for a tax cut.

This could have been done together,
Democrats and Republicans. We want-
ed to do it. We were shut out of this
process from day one. Remember, this
legislation was offered last Thursday.
A manager’s mark was published Fri-
day. We went to markup on Monday,
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and we were done on Thursday. There
was no opportunity for us to partici-
pate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

TAX REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the

gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I

want to do actually two or three things
specifically tonight. One is walk
through a bunch of data on why the tax
reform proposal is actually just sort of
crucial to our society and where we are
going and, number two, actually walk
through some impressions of being one
of the new members on Ways and
Means.

I have been here in the U.S. House;
now I am in my seventh year here. 1
have only been on the Ways and Means
Committee now for a year. It has been
one of the most fascinating experiences
of my life because of the number of
meetings, the diving into data, the
ability to sort of make things mesh to-
gether and make the math work, with
an understanding of how serious this is.

The problem is, in the somewhat
toxic partisan environment we are in
right now, I know there are some of my
friends on the other side who are really
uncomfortable with the idea of Repub-
licans having a win.
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I know there are others who are con-
stantly looking for what the partisan
wedge is. I am going to ask, at least for
just a couple of moments, that we sort
of think through something altogether.

We are going to walk through some
of these boards. If you see this one
right here, this is with the borrowing
from all the trust funds. But our coun-
try is already 105 percent of debt. If
you add up the publicly held debt and
that from borrowing from the trust
funds, it is over 105 percent of debt to
GDP.

Lots and lots of economists get real-
ly nervous when you start to say: Hey,
in just a few years, the amount of debt
issued by this government will be the
size of the entire economy. This is
issue, not borrowing from trust funds.

Understand that the curve is steep-
ening because the trust fund balances
are falling. We are finally hitting that
inflection period where demographics
are moving our numbers. Remember,
the peak of the baby boom is 60 years
old today.

We have obligations that we as a so-
ciety have made to our brothers and
sisters who are getting older. We have
a real problem. You are going to see in
a number of these slides that if we con-
tinue to stay as a society, as a country,
that is only growing. Remember, the
projection right now is 1.8 percent
growth over the next 20 years. You
mathematically cannot meet your obli-
gations. It is called a debt crisis. It is
called an entitlement crisis.
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One of the key solutions to being
able to meet our obligations, to meet
our promises, is we need a society, an
economy that is growing. If you love
people, if you care about them, if you
want them to be able to save and have
opportunity and a future, you need a
society that is economically expand-
ing.

I accept that this body is often about
our next reelection. This is an observa-
tion that I learned this year. There are
some things that are in the Tax Code
that are brilliant politics. They get
you reelected. They give you some-
thing warm and fuzzy to go talk about
at home. They are really bad econom-
ics.

It is hard to stand in front of a group
and say: Hey, we get to deduct State
and local taxes. Yay.

Then you look at the economic ex-
pansion modeling of it and there is al-
most no economic growth for a huge
amount of spending.

I know it is a sensitive issue with a
lot of my brothers and sisters here on
both the right and left who are from
high-tax jurisdictions, but understand
one of the reasons it has been looked at
is that it is a tremendous amount of
spending in the Tax Code and there is
almost no economic expansion from
that spending.

Whereas, if that same spending in the
Tax Code is in things that grow busi-
nesses, grow job opportunities, grow
the ability to save, you can actually
see the modeling where the economy
gets bigger, where all of us have job op-
portunities, and over the coming years,
you get paid more because the econ-
omy is growing.

This is great politics. This is good ec-
onomics. I don’t think those of us on
the Republican side know it—and I
know so often we get behind these
microphones and we all sound like ac-
countants on steroids—but the math is
important.

How many times has this body made
public policy that felt good, that was
good politics, and really crappy eco-
nomics?

That is how you wake up one day and
your society is $20 trillion in debt and
the curve is about to blow off the
charts.

Remember, a lot of outside groups on
the right and left have been doing mod-
eling, saying there will be a debt crisis
in about a decade and a half. It is com-
ing, and it is coming very, very fast at
us.

To have an understanding of just how
difficult these numbers are, on this
chart I have up here, do you see the red
area?

This is for 2027. But you figure we
just finished the 2018 appropriations
and budgets, so we are already starting
to plan the 2019.

Well, 8 functionally budget years
from now, only 11 percent of this Fed-
eral Government’s spending will be for
things that people think of as govern-
ment. Everything else—defense and en-
titlements, mandatory spending, both
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earned entitlements and unearned enti-
tlements—will be everything other
than 11 percent of the spending.

Public lands, the FBI, the Justice De-
partment, the Park Service, health re-
search, education, all the things you
think of as government will be only 11
percent of our spending. Everything
else will be either military—the mili-
tary will also be only 11 percent—and
everything else after that is manda-
tory. It continues to grow that way.

If you are someone who cares about
education, who cares about the envi-
ronment, who cares about these things,
understand that if you do not start to
get some dramatic economic growth,
you are going to be squeezed out.

The dollars spent on your priorities
are disappearing. It is math. We do not
have the revenues. It is going to get
crushed. It is coming very, very fast.
This isn’t Republican math or Demo-
crat math. It is math.

What if I came to you right now and
asked: What is one of the most power-
ful things we can do as a society to
keep our promises?

My brothers and sisters on the left
often talk about our promises to retir-
ees. They are absolutely right. The fact
of the matter is, I believe that for
someone who retires in the next couple
of years, they will have put in about
$190,000 for their Medicare. They are
going to receive over $600,000. That is
in, like, dollars.

Multiply that by 76 million baby
boomers in that 18-year period. In just
that differential, understand that one
of the root causes is demographics. We
still made a promise. The way you are
able to cover that promise is economic
growth.

When you look at this chart, it is
fairly new from a Stanford economist.
I found this in a book about 2 months
ago. Do you see that red line on the
left-hand side? Do you see where it lays
fairly flat?

That is actually a line that says:
“Entitlement spending to GDP.”

The size of the economy, the entitle-
ment spending in the 1990s, in the late
1980s didn’t go down. It was still going
up. The difference was the economy got
bigger.

So when you hear us talk about debt-
to-GDP ratios, start thinking about
that denominator.

How do you grow the economy so
that if we keep our promises, it doesn’t
crash the economy and functionally al-
most bring the world down?

We have some charts that make it
very clear that when we have been in
times of economic expansion, we have
even been able to spend more money on
these entitlement programs; yet we
bent the debt curve and the amount of
that consumption to the size of the
economy.

I know this gets a little geeky, but at
some point the math is important. I
know we just spent a couple of hours
talking about peoples’ feelings on a 400-
or 500-page tax bill, but let’s get some
of the math correct.
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Understand that the chart next to me
is sort of the CBO projections. The
math is worse than even the CBO pro-
jections. If you can look—and I know
this is small—but the CBO missed the
2017 number by over $100 billion. The
fiscal year we just finished, the 2017 fis-
cal year, we borrowed $666 billion. This
is one of the good years.

So, remember, you have heard people
talking about in a static score over the
next decade—10 years—this tax bill
costs a $1.5 trillion. But we borrowed
$666 billion last year, with no tax relief
and a government policy that function-
ally gave us a 1.8 percent GDP.

Take a look at this year. It was sup-
posed to get much better, but now that
we know we have the spending for the
hurricanes and disasters, we know we
are going to blow through that.

If you can see it in about 4 budget
years, because of that 1.8 percent eco-
nomic expansion, we are going to start
borrowing $1 trillion a year.

Yes, building a tax bill with $1.5 tril-
lion borrowing over 10 years is some-
thing you have to really think about.
You need to design it so we get the eco-
nomic expansion so that the size of the
economy gets bigger so there are op-
portunities to take in new revenues.

But do understand that if you are
part of the side that you are just hear-
ing supporting the status quo, the sta-
tus quo is already a disaster and is just
on the cusp of time. The disaster is al-
ready here. The disaster is status quo
and doing more of the same.

In 4 budget years, you are borrowing
$1 trillion a year, and it goes up from
that. So doing nothing, continuing the
status quo, is the entitlement crisis, is
the fiscal cliff, is the debt crisis. We
don’t have a choice. We must get to-
gether and do what is necessary to get
this economy growing.

We heard one of the previous speak-
ers—who is one of the people I really
like; he is a good guy; a Democrat of I1-
linois—talk about the Tax Foundation.
I sort of forgot this part. This is a
quote from the Tax Foundation study.
It is $1 trillion in new revenues.

Our static score that we are doing—
and the Tax Foundation score is higher
in spending—but our model says it is
$1.5 trillion of spending in the Tax Code
static. That means no economic
growth. We are going to talk about
what dynamic growth is. They say a
new, additional trillion dollars of rev-
enue. That is what we call dynamic
scoring.

What is dynamic scoring, you may
ask. Dynamic scoring is nothing more
than asking: How does this policy af-
fect the size of the economy? And then
you loop it back and look for the feed-
back effects.

If you are a Democrat and you are
saying, “I don’t believe in dynamic
scoring,” you really need to think
about that position because you believe
in dynamic scoring when the left intro-
duced an immigration bill. It was dy-
namically scored.

Global warming. If you actually look
at the scoring, it has feedback effects.
Go back to the stimulus.
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We all use dynamic scoring around
here. We just seem to only want to em-
brace it when it supports our own po-
litical views. Every March, the Con-
gressional Budget Office gives us an up-
date that has economic feedback effect
in it. That is called dynamic scoring.

For both my friends on the right and
the left, you can’t just pretend that
public policy has no effect in the size of
the economy when it is contrary to
your certain political pitch that you
are making right now.

Just understand, the Tax Foundation
says $1 trillion in new revenues. But
the other things that are really impor-
tant—and this actually starts to give
you an understanding of some of the ef-
fects—is we have close to $300 billion in
new payroll taxes.

Understanding that Social Security
and Medicare are pay-as-you-go pro-
grams, today’s taxpayers are function-
ally paying today’s recipients. That is
why I have been behind this micro-
phone over the last year talking about
things like demographics and birth
rates and the really dangerous effects
these low birth rates are having in the
society, but that is other stuff.

We will have almost $300 billion in
new payroll taxes. So I have $1 trillion
in new income taxes and close to $300
billion in new payroll taxes for what
we model is a trillion-and-a-half-dollar
static score.

You may not like the numbers, but
the Tax Foundation is really good at
this. They have some of the most ad-
vanced models that exist anywhere in
this country and it is worth going to
and reading their information.

Right now, when you hear us talking,
we are giving you just static scores. It
is important to know that the freaky
smart people are out there modeling,
saying what we are doing is expanding
the size of the economy as you go into
the future.

Why is this so critical?

If you see this chart, this is what is
being projected for our future. This is
the CBO’s estimates over the next, I
believe it is, three decades.
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Functionally, a 1.8 percent GDP
growth. This is their projection. This is
what they see our future looking like.

But if you go back to the 1950s—to
1973, yeah, we had a demographic bub-
ble that was young and moving into
the workforce. If you look at the late
1970s, 1990s, we were actually doing an
average of 3.3 percent GDP a year.

If you actually are someone like I am
where you just are fascinated—
GDPNow, which is the Atlanta Fed’s
calculator, right now, has our GDP, as
of today, at 3.2 percent GDP. That is
amazing. The model we have been
given says we should be at 1.8. We are
substantially above that right now in
anticipation of tax reform.

Apparently, a lot of the economy out
there is already anticipating a better
regulatory market and a better tax re-
gime, and, with that, they are spend-
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ing, they are investing, and we are al-
ready seeing it in the baseline num-
bers. This is something we can’t screw
up. It is incredibly important.

So let’s try to understand, once
again, if you care and love people and
want them to have an economic future,
why that growth is so incredibly im-
portant. If you actually sort of look at
the difference—and this is sort of a dif-
ficult chart to understand. But if we
are sitting here somewhere between
this 1%2 and 2 percent GDP growth, and
you wanted to double the size of the
economy, you are looking at having to
wait over 35 years.

What happens if we were in the very
tail end? And look, from my own math,
I don’t think we get there. We might
have some years that touch it. But
what would happen if you were at 4
percent GDP growth? You go from over
35 years to a little over 17 years to dou-
ble the size of the economy. Well, how
about if we could beat 3% percent
GDP? You go from over 35 years to 22
years.

Just understand the size of the econ-
omy has almost everything to do with
what you are paid, your ability to have
a pay raise, your ability to have
enough cash flow in your life so you
can save for your retirement. I know
this seems like an academic lecture,
but it is not. These things affect our
lives. They also affect our ability to
pay our promises. It also affects our
ability to protect our Nation. It is not
a game.

So another way to sort of look at the
same numbers—and I just happen to
like this chart, so that is one of the
reasons we are putting it up. You can
see sort of the bubbles. What would it
take to sort of double that GDP per
person? You know, okay, so instead of
the entire economy, how about you, as
an American citizen, the size of the
economy as you—because as a partici-
pant in the economy, this has some-
thing to do with what you are paid,
your ability on your Ilifestyle, the
things you can own, the things you can
do for your family.

The difference between the 2 per-
cent—and let’s just jump up to 4 per-
cent, and the number of years, you
start to realize the difference between
17 years or 35 years. This is about every
one of us as an individual in this coun-
try that if we can adopt tax policy,
that is good for families, good for the
middle class, but also makes us com-
petitive in the world again, and we
start to grow, good things happen. Do
you do a Tax Code that is great politics
or really good economics?

Some of the math is hard. We live in
a society right now where if you can
look at the very far left side of this
chart, the top 20 percent of our society,
of our income earners—the top 20 per-
cent of income earners are paying 88
percent of the Federal income taxes.

You start to understand. If I came to
you right now, just as a simple math
problem, and said, ‘“‘Hey, I have got 20
percent of very high income earners
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who are paying 88 percent of all the
Federal income taxes, but I really want
to make sure that the quartiles of our
hardworking middle-income earners
are getting a lot of this benefit,” you
can understand why there were such
great math problems in making these
things work, because 88 percent of all
your Federal revenue is sitting out
here with 20 percent of the population.

That is actually why we have had to
do a lot of the things we have done.
And where certain deductions, certain
things phase out, it is just a math
problem. But remember, you see that
red line, and you see where it crosses
the blue line? That is where publicly
held debt will exceed the size of our
economy.

This government will have issued
debt to foreign buyers, to your retire-
ment account, to pension funds that
will exceed the size of this economy,
and it is only a few years away, and
that is what the status quo is. That is
where we are going.

I will make you the argument, we
don’t have a choice. We must make a
simpler, a fairer, but a dramatic and
more progrowth tax system as part of
this country’s culture.

In being blessed to now be on the
Ways and Means Committee, which I
am incredibly appreciative—they are
some of the smartest people I have ever
worked with, are really smart calcula-
tors and people—there is something
called Joint Tax. If you ever want to
know where all the freaky smart peo-
ple or president of your high school
math class are, there is 50 of them in
there. I think like more than half may
have Ph.D.’s in math and statistics and
accounting. They tell us, the testi-
mony to the committee is, 94 percent
of the tax paying population will now
do their taxes on this. Only 6 percent of
taxpayers in the country will need to
itemize.

There is actually some really inter-
esting math that also starts to happen
when you have made a tax system fair-
er, simpler, and progrowth. But the
simplicity of it makes compliance,
makes the ability to pay, makes the
ability to participate so much easier
and so much more elegant.

I have been proud to be part of the
team that has helped build this tax
plan. It is not perfect, and it is still
going to go through a couple of more
changes. That is the way it works. We
will get the Senate product; we will sit
in conference committee; we will work
out the math; but understand the sta-
tus quo is disastrous for every Amer-
ican, and I actually believe it is disas-
trous for the world. The tax reform
gives us an opportunity to grow and
have an incredibly bright future if we
do it the right way.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
FOR THE 115TH CONGRESS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, November 15, 2017.

Hon. PAUL RYAN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to clause
2(a)(2) of House of Representatives Rule XI, I
am submitting the Committee on the Judi-
ciary’s Rules of Procedure for publication in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. These rules were
adopted by a vote of the Committee on Janu-
ary 24, 2017.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
RULE 1.

The Rules of the House of Representatives
are the rules of the Committee on the Judici-
ary and its Subcommittees with the fol-
lowing specific additions thereto.

RULE II. COMMITTEE MEETINGS

(a) The regular meeting day of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary for the conduct of
its business shall be on Wednesday of each
week while the House is in session.

(b) Additional meetings may be called by
the Chairman and a regular meeting of the
Committee may be dispensed with when, in
the judgment of the Chairman, there is no
need therefor.

(c) The Chairman shall furnish each Mem-
ber of the Committee or Subcommittee with
the date, place, and a list of bills and sub-
jects to be considered at a Committee or
Subcommittee meeting, which may not com-
mence earlier than the third day on which
Members have notice thereof (excluding Sat-
urdays, Sundays and legal holidays when the
House is not in session).

(d) At least 48 hours prior to the com-
mencement of a meeting for the markup of
legislation, the text of such legislation shall
be made publicly available in electronic
form.

(e) In an emergency that does not reason-
ably allow for the notice as requirements in
(c) and (d), the Chairman may waive the no-
tice requirements with the concurrence of
the Ranking Minority Member

(f) To the maximum extent practicable,
amendments to a measure or matter shall be
submitted in writing or electronically to the
designee of both the Chairman and Ranking
Member at least 24 hours prior to the consid-
eration of the measure or matter. The Chair-
man may use his discretion to give priority
to amendments submitted in advance.

(g) Committee and Subcommittee meet-
ings for the transaction of business, i.e.
meetings other than those held for the pur-
pose of taking testimony, shall be open to
the public except when the Committee or
Subcommittee determines by majority vote
to close the meeting because disclosure of
matters to be considered would endanger na-
tional security, would compromise sensitive
law enforcement information, or would tend
to defame, degrade or incriminate any per-
son or otherwise would violate any law or
rule of the House.

(h) Every motion made to the Committee
and entertained by the Chairman shall be re-
duced to writing upon demand of any Mem-
ber, and a copy made available to each Mem-
ber present.

(i) For purposes of taking any action at a
meeting of the full Committee or any Sub-
committee thereof for which a majority is
not required, a quorum shall be constituted
by the presence of not less than one-third of
the Members of the Committee or Sub-
committee, respectively.
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(j)(1) Subject to subparagraph (2), the
Chairman may postpone further proceedings
when a record vote is ordered on the ques-
tion of approving any measure or matter or
adopting an amendment. The Chairman may
resume proceedings on a postponed request
at any time.

(2) In exercising postponement authority
under subparagraph (1), the Chairman shall
take all reasonable steps necessary to notify
Members on the resumption of proceedings
on any postponed record vote.

(3) When proceedings resume on a post-
poned question, notwithstanding any inter-
vening order for the previous question, an
underlying proposition shall remain subject
to further debate or amendment to the same
extent as when the question was postponed.

(k) Transcripts of markups shall be re-
corded and may be published in the same
manner as hearings before the Committee

(1) Without further action of the Com-
mittee, the Chairman is directed to offer a
motion under clause 1 of rule XXII of the
Rules of the House of Representatives when-
ever the Chairman considers it appropriate.

RULE III. HEARINGS

(a) The Committee Chairman or any Sub-
committee Chairman shall make public an-
nouncement of the date, place, and subject
matter of any hearing to be conducted by it
on any measure or matter at least one week
before the commencement of that hearing. If
the Chairman of the Committee, or Sub-
committee, with the concurrence of the
Ranking Minority Member, determines there
is good cause to begin the hearing sooner, or
if the Committee or Subcommittee so deter-
mines by majority vote, a quorum being
present for the transaction of business, the
Chairman or Subcommittee Chairman shall
make the announcement at the earliest pos-
sible date.

(b) Committee and Subcommittee hearings
shall be open to the public except when the
Committee or Subcommittee determines by
majority vote to close the meeting because
disclosure of matters to be considered would
endanger national security, would com-
promise sensitive law enforcement informa-
tion, or would tend to defame, degrade or in-
criminate any person or otherwise would vio-
late any law or rule of the House.

(c) For purposes of taking testimony and
receiving evidence before the Committee or
any Subcommittee, a quorum shall be con-
stituted by the presence of two Members

(d) In the course of any hearing each Mem-
ber shall be allowed five minutes for the in-
terrogation of a witness until such time as
each Member who so desires has had an op-
portunity to question the witness.

(e) The transcripts of those hearings con-
ducted by the Committee which are decided
to be printed shall be published in verbatim
form, with the material requested for the
record inserted at that place requested, or at
the end of the record, as appropriate. Indi-
viduals, including Members of Congress,
whose comments are to be published as part
of a Committee document shall be given the
opportunity to verify the accuracy of the
transcription in advance of publication. Any
requests by those Members, staff or wit-
nesses to correct any errors other than er-
rors in the transcription, or disputed errors
in transcription, shall be appended to the
record, and the appropriate place where the
change is requested will be footnoted. Prior
to approval by the Chairman of hearings con-
ducted jointly with another congressional
Committee, a memorandum of under-
standing shall be prepared which incor-
porates an agreement for the publication of
the verbatim transcript.

RULE IV. SUBPOENAS

(a) A subpoena may be authorized and

issued by the Chairman, in accordance with
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clause 2(m) of rule XI of the House of Rep-
resentatives, in the conduct of any investiga-
tion or activity or series of investigations or
activities within the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee, following consultation with the
Ranking Minority Member.

(b) In addition, a subpoena may be author-
ized and issued by the Committee or its Sub-
committees in accordance with clause 2(m)
of rule XI of the House of Representatives, in
the conduct of any investigation or activity
or series of investigations or activities, when
authorized by a majority of the Members
voting, a majority of the Committee or Sub-
committee being present. Authorized sub-
poenas shall be signed by the Chairman or by
any Member designated by the Committee.

(c) At least two business days before
issuing any subpoena pursuant to subsection
(a), the Chair shall consult with the Ranking
Member regarding the authorization and
issuance of such subpoena, and the Chair
shall provide a full copy of the proposed sub-
poena, including any proposed document
schedule, at that time.

(d) The requirements of subsection (¢) may
be waived in the event of an emergency that
does not reasonably allow for advance writ-
ten notice.

RULE V. BROADCASTING

Whenever a hearing or meeting conducted
by the Committee or any Subcommittee is
open to the public, those proceedings shall be
open to coverage by television, radio and
still photography subject to the require-
ments of clause 4 of Rule XI of the Rules of
the House of Representatives.

RULE VI. STANDING SUBCOMMITTEES

(a) The full Committee shall have jurisdic-
tion over: copyright, and other such matters
as determined by the Chairman, and relevant
oversight.

(b) There shall be five standing Sub-
committees of the Committee on the Judici-
ary, with jurisdictions as follows:

The Subcommittee on the Constitution
and Civil Justice shall have jurisdiction over
the following subject matters: constitutional
amendments, constitutional rights, Federal
civil rights, claims against the United
States, non-immigration private claims
bills, ethics in government, tort liability, in-
cluding medical malpractice and product li-
ability, legal reform generally, other appro-
priate matters as referred by the Chairman,
and relevant oversight.

The Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual
Property, and the Internet shall have juris-
diction over the following subject matters:
Administration of U.S. Courts, Federal Rules
of Evidence, Civil and Appellate Procedure,
judicial ethics, patent and trademark law,
information technology, other appropriate
matters as referred to by the Chairman, and
relevant oversight.

The Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism,
Homeland Security, and Investigations shall
have jurisdiction over the following subject
matters: Federal Criminal Code, drug en-
forcement, sentencing, parole and pardons,
internal and homeland security, Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure, prisons, crimi-
nal law enforcement, and other appropriate
matters as referred by the Chairman, and
relevant oversight.

The Subcommittee on Immigration and
Border Security shall have jurisdiction over
the following subject matters: immigration
and naturalization, border security, admis-
sion of refugees, treaties, conventions and
international agreements, Federal charters
of incorporation, private immigration bills,
non-border immigration enforcement, other
appropriate matters as referred by the Chair-
man, and relevant oversight.

The Subcommittee on Regulatory Reform,
Commercial and Antitrust Law shall have
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