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removal. The bill also excludes those who
have been convicted of drug crimes, including
marijuana related convictions.

Given that immigrant and minority commu-
nities make up a disproportionate share of im-
migration and drug related offenders in the
criminal justice system, these exclusions will
by their very nature exclude those who most
need the benefits of the bill.

Finally, any conversation about reducing re-
cidivism must include sentencing reform that
would keep low risk nonviolent offenders out
of prison in the first place and address our
draconian federal mandatory minimum laws.

Mr. Speaker, we can do better, and we
must do better if we are to address this issue.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
first I would like to acknowledge the
gentleman from Georgia, Representa-
tive DoUuG COLLINS, and the gentleman
from New York, Representative
HAKEEM JEFFRIES, for their hard work
and dedication in improving this bill
over the last several weeks.

Historically, the United States of
America has been plagued with serious,
fundamental problems within our
criminal justice system. For far too
long, policymakers have chosen to play
politics and disapprove of common-
sense policy that is specifically geared
towards reducing crime by instead en-
acting so-called ‘‘tough on crime’ slo-

gans and soundbites, such as ‘‘three
strikes and you’re out,” ‘‘mandatory
minimum  sentencing,” and even

rhymes such as, ‘“‘you do the adult
crime, you do the adult time.” These
policies may sound appealing, but their
impact ranges from a negligible reduc-
tion in crime to an actual increase in
crime.

Turning to the bill we are debating
today, I recognize that the FIRST
STEP Act includes a fix to the calcula-
tion of good time credit, which I have
sought for many years. Calculating
good time credit as Congress had origi-
nally intended is a serious improve-
ment made by this bill. This bill also
improves the auditing process for en-
forcing the Prison Rape Elimination
Act (PREA) to protect prisoners from
sexual assault. It places prohibitions
on shackling pregnant and post-partum
women. The bill expands the use and
transparency of compassionate release
for terminally ill prisoners. It also re-
quires the federal Bureau of Prisons to
house prisoners closer to their primary
residence, so they can maintain ties to
their family and community. And there
is a significant investment in programs
designed to reduce recidivism.

But process is essential to crafting
an effective bill. There were no hear-
ings on this bill. Nor has a CBO score
been done. Nor has a prison impact
analysis been prepared. And it is obvi-
ous that experts had little to do with
drafting the bill. As a result of this
process, there are several problems
with the bill. First, the version of the
bill we are voting on today is unneces-
sarily complicated by the use of a risk
assessment tool. I have reached out to
experts in the field of prison reform,
and I have not found anyone who will
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say that risk assessment tools should
be used to determine which prisoners
can use time credits to gain early re-
lease from prison. Instead, they sug-
gest that simply increasing program-
ming for everyone will reduce recidi-
vism and the complicated risk assess-
ments are unnecessary and will stand
in the way of reducing recidivism for
many prisoners. The risk assessment
process may also exacerbate existing
racial disparities in the federal prison
system.

Second, experts have raised serious
concerns about excluding groups of
prisoners from this program who we
know will be released from prison and
therefore should be involved in the pro-
gram.

Third, there are questions of cost and
funding. The Bureau of Prisons has cut
contracts with halfway houses and ter-
minated 6,000 correctional officers.
This bill cannot achieve its goals with-
out an adequately staffed prison sys-
tem, as well as sufficient space at half-
way houses.

Even in the absence of hearings and
experts, we can see that some of the
opposition to this bill is almost com-
ical, because it is lodged by advocates
who support other legislation that car-
ries the same provisions that are either
similar to or worse than what they
complain about in the FIRST STEP
Act. Others oppose the bill because it
does not include sentencing reform and
therefore does not address mass incar-
ceration. Unfortunately, the bill those
advocates hold up as ‘‘sentencing re-
form” fails to make any meaningful re-
duction in mass incarceration, and
may in fact add to mass incarceration.

It is in the context of this absurd
process that we have to vote on this
legislation. Unfortunately, without the
appropriate analysis, we can only guess
about its impact. Based on that guess,
it is my determination that no prisoner
will be worse off, but many may be sig-
nificantly better off, under the FIRST
STEP Act. I expect that public safety
will be enhanced by this bill, because
more people will receive programming
to reduce their likelihood to commit
future crimes. Although this is a
shameful process, I will therefore sup-
port the bill.

Mr. Speaker, as the process moves
forward, I hope that the sponsors of
this legislation will continue to im-
prove it, based on evidence and re-
search.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, today the House is expected to
consider H.R. 5682—the Formerly Incarcer-
ated Reenter Society Transformed Safely
Transitioning Every Person Act or FIRST
STEP Act. This bill represents a good faith ef-
fort to improve the reintegration of incarcer-
ated individuals back into their communities
and reduce recidivism. In this political climate,
we must always strive to achieve meaningful
reforms wherever possible. | believe that the
FIRST STEP Act will do just that and | intend
to vote for this measure when it is considered
on the floor.

| acknowledge that this is not a perfect bill.
Very few are, if any. However, the STEP Act
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will offer a new opportunity for incarcerated in-
dividuals to participate in evidence-based pro-
gramming to reduce their likelihood of recidi-
vism. It is a bill that is supported by prominent
civil rights and criminal justice reform organi-
zations such as the National Urban League
and the Texas Criminal Justice Coalition. It
passed the House Judiciary Committee on a
25-5 vote, and | feel even more confidently
about its passage on the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, there is no doubt that this
Congress can do more to not only reduce re-
cidivism through “back-end reform,” but also
engage in “front-end reform” to keep individ-
uals out of prison in the first place. However,
we must consider a bill entirely on its merits
and not just oppose a measure because it
does not go far enough in its reforms. The
FIRST STEP Act is exactly that—a first step to
make meaningful and impactful changes to
our prison system.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5682, as
amended.

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. GOODLATTE. 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 motion will be post-
poned.

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR GREATER WASH-
INGTON SOAP BOX DERBY

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 113)
authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby.

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

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 113

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS
SOAP BOX DERBY RACES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby Association (in this resolu-
tion referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, soap box
derby races (in this resolution referred to as
the ‘“‘event’’), on the Capitol Grounds.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on June 16, 2018, or on such other date
as the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration of the Senate jointly designate.
SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
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expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.
SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make
such additional arrangements as may be re-
quired to carry out the event.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the
gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H. Con. Res. 113.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 113 author-
izes the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the annual Greater Washington Soap
Box Derby in June. The mission of the
Soap Box Derby is to build knowledge
and character in our children and to
teach them fair and honest competi-
tion.

This American tradition, started in
1934, encourages Kkids to be creative and
teaches them problem-solving and en-
gineering skills. I am pleased this tra-
dition continues, including in my home
State of Pennsylvania. Winners from
this local competition will join winners
of other races in competing at the
world championship in Akron, Ohio.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
resolution, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I share the enthusiasm
of the chairman for the Soap Box
Derby. I speak in favor of this resolu-
tion.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for intro-
ducing this resolution every Congress
on behalf of the Washington regional
delegation.

This annual competitive event en-
courages boys and girls, ages 7 through
20, to construct, operate, and then race
their very own soap box vehicles. It has
become a great tradition here in the
Nation’s Capital, and it has been going
on for over 20 years. It provides a ter-
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rific opportunity for children to appre-
ciate the workmanship, the craftsman-
ship, the time, the effort that goes into
the construction of these vehicles, and
then they get to enjoy the thrill of the
race and competition.

The Greater Washington Soap Box
Derby organizers will work with the
Architect of the Capitol and with the
Capitol Police to ensure that the ap-
propriate rules and regulations are in
place and that the event remains free
to the public.

I want to encourage my colleagues to
support this legislation and then to
come out on June 16 to participate in
this exciting event.

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

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
my colleague and leader.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ms. TiTus, and I thank the chairman
for bringing the bill to the floor. I rise
in strong support.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great honor
every year that I have the opportunity
to introduce this resolution and to sup-
port it on the floor.

I just heard the remarks of the gen-
tlewoman from Nevada. I thank her
very much for her support, and I thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for
his remarks.

This is the T77th year our region’s
Soap Box Derby will be a fun and edu-
cational event that brings families to-
gether. It will be held on Saturday,
June 16, as I am sure has already been
said, and you will see soap box racers
from ages 8 to 17 compete in three divi-
sions: stock, super stock, and masters.

The winner from each one of these di-
visions, Mr. Speaker, will go on to
compete at the national All-American
Soap Box Derby, held each year in
AKkron, Ohio.

I was very proud of last year’s win-
ners from Maryland’s Fifth District, 11-
year-olds Ian Jameson in the stock
class and Ryan Jameson in super
stock. These twin brothers are from
Hollywood, Maryland, the county in
which I live, which is the most south-
ern county in our State. They worked
hard on their soap box racers, as did all
the other young people who partici-
pated.

Ian Jameson went on to win fourth
place at the All-American Soap Box
Derby in Akron. Maryland’s Fifth Dis-
trict has been home to several Greater
Washington Soap Box Derby champions
in recent years, including the winners
from 2007, 2008, 2009, 2012, 2013, and 2014.

Is there any doubt in any Member’s
mind why I am so supportive of the
Soap Box Derby? We do very well in
the derby. Our racers even won na-
tional championships in 2007 and 2008.

I feel confident that the Fifth Dis-
trict racers will continue to shine this
year.

Soap box derbies have been called the
greatest amateur racing event in the
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world. They have a long tradition in
our country, and many Americans
carry fond memories of building soap
box racers with their parents or other
relatives when they were young.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
strong support of this All-American ac-
tivity that will happen right here on
the Nation’s Capitol Hill.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, as you
know, I represent Las Vegas. I am not
sure we can take bets on the Soap Box
Derby in Las Vegas, but I would say
the odds are in favor of somebody from
your district winning if it does occur.

We have no other speakers, and so I
just urge my colleagues to vote in
favor.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 113.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

ECONOMIC GROWTH, REGULATORY
RELIEF, AND CONSUMER PRO-
TECTION ACT

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 905, I call up
the bill (S. 2155) to promote economic
growth, provide tailored regulatory re-
lief, and enhance consumer protec-
tions, and for other purposes, and ask
for its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 905, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 21565

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Economic Growth, Regulatory Relief,
and Consumer Protection Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Definitions.

TITLE I-IMPROVING CONSUMER ACCESS

TO MORTGAGE CREDIT

Minimum standards for residential
mortgage loans.

Safeguarding access to habitat for
humanity homes.

Exemption from appraisals of real
property located in rural areas.

Home Mortgage Disclosure Act ad-
justment and study.

Credit union residential loans.

Eliminating barriers to jobs for
loan originators.

Sec. 101.
Sec. 102.
Sec. 103.
Sec. 104.

105.
106.

Sec.
Sec.
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