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as Christians being massacred around 
the world. 

I thank the President for once again 
reaffirming America’s commitment to 
supporting Israel and the Jewish peo-
ple. This week, today, and always, we 
are with you. 

f 
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HEALTHCARE 

(Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to discuss our 
work in the House to advance innova-
tive solutions to improve access to af-
fordable healthcare for people in my 
district in New Hampshire and across 
the country. 

Over the past 2 weeks I have had the 
opportunity to visit with hospitals and 
providers throughout my district to 
discuss the challenges facing 
healthcare in my State. I have heard 
consistently that the efforts of the 
Trump administration to sabotage the 
Affordable Care Act are causing serious 
anxiety for patients and healthcare 
providers. 

The American people have made 
clear they want Democrats and Repub-
licans to work together to improve ac-
cess to affordable healthcare and to 
abandon the partisanship that has seen 
protections for individuals with pre-
existing conditions threatened and ac-
cess to healthcare restricted. 

I am excited that next week the 
House will pass innovative legislation 
that will have a real impact on the 
lives of hardworking families, includ-
ing my bill to protect people with pre-
existing conditions. We are advancing 
pragmatic solutions and stabilizing and 
strengthening the Affordable Care Act. 

f 

CELEBRATING OUR NATIONAL 
LIBRARIES 

(Mr. MARSHALL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently we celebrated our national li-
braries. I rise today to discuss the im-
portant role they play across many 
Kansas communities. 

I have visited libraries throughout 
The Big First, stopping in Manhattan, 
Salina, Dodge City, Quinter, Great 
Bend, and Scott City. I recently visited 
the Marion City Library that was 
awarded the 2019 five-star honor for its 
welcoming facility with well-targeted 
programs. 

Communities from Colby to Abilene 
have partnered with organizations such 
as the Library of Congress, National 
Archives, and Smithsonian Institution 
to shine a spotlight on the great quali-
ties and rich history that is unique to 
Kansas. These programs, run by our 
local libraries, are vitally important to 
our small communities and reached 
more than 27,000 Kansans in 2018. 

I am so proud of our Kansas libraries 
that are constantly going above and 
beyond. 

f 

CLIMATE ACTION NOW ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on the 
bill, H.R. 9. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
KUSTER of New Hampshire). Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 329 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 9. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
CASTEN) kindly take the chair. 

b 0917 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
9) to direct the President to develop a 
plan for the United States to meet its 
nationally determined contribution 
under the Paris Agreement, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. CASTEN of Illi-
nois (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, May 1, 2019, amendment No. 20 
printed in House Report 116–42 offered 
by the gentlewoman from Nevada (Mrs. 
LEE) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. KIM 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 21 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. KIM. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, line 25, strike ‘‘; and’’ and insert a 
semicolon. 

Page 8, line 5, strike ‘‘Agreement.’’ and in-
sert ‘‘Agreement; and’’. 

Page 8, after line 5, insert the following 
paragraph: 

(3) how the Paris Agreement’s loss and 
damage provisions would affect infrastruc-
ture resiliency in the United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. KIM) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. KIM. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I rise to offer my amend-
ment to H.R. 9. 

My amendment is straightforward. 
This bill requires the President to sub-

mit a plan to Congress to meet our ob-
ligations under the Paris accord. This 
amendment ensures that we do not for-
get the impact of our infrastructure 
when addressing the threat of climate 
change. 

We know that climate change is real. 
We know that we are already feeling 
its effects and that it will only inten-
sify. Strong scientific research tells us 
that storms are getting stronger and 
more frequent. Sea levels are rising, 
and this poses a direct threat to our 
coastal communities. 

While this bill and the Paris accord 
take significant steps to address the 
root causes of climate change, we must 
be prepared to address the significant 
impact it is having on our Nation’s in-
frastructure today. 

My district in New Jersey was among 
the hardest hit by Superstorm Sandy. 
Toms River alone saw $2.25 billion in 
property damages, the highest out of 
any township in New Jersey, and we 
are still recovering from that storm 
that hit our State years ago. 

In 2017 we saw three of the five cost-
liest storms in our history in Harvey, 
Maria, and Irma. Rising sea levels are 
increasing the severity and frequency 
of flooding and are contributing to 
beach erosion, posing a major threat to 
our coastal tourism economy. 

Climate change isn’t just measured 
by rising tides and rising temperatures. 
It is measured by the rising costs that 
will incur on our communities and the 
investment needed in infrastructure to 
keep our communities resilient in the 
face of that threat. 

In the coming months, as we hope-
fully take up and pass a bold infra-
structure package, this amendment 
will provide guidance towards achiev-
ing the infrastructure resiliency our 
communities need. We know that infra-
structure improvements don’t only 
need to come in the form of potholes 
fixed and bridges rebuilt, they need to 
lessen the impact of rising storm 
surges from the next big storm and 
make sure communities like mine in 
Ocean County can remain a place for 
people to raise a family, create jobs, 
and achieve the American Dream. 

The Paris Agreement’s loss and dam-
age provision recognizes the impor-
tance of updating our infrastructure to 
help communities deal with the ad-
verse impacts of climate change. I urge 
that we include this amendment be-
cause it is crucial that there is an un-
derstanding from top to bottom of the 
threat that climate change poses and 
the impact that it will have toward in-
frastructure resiliency across our coun-
try. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment and ensure 
we are not only protecting our climate 
but the infrastructure we need to sup-
port our communities, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 
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Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-

serve the balance of my time to close. 
Mr. KIM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 

minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), who is the Speaker 
of the House. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I com-
mend him for his leadership. 

This issue of infrastructure resil-
iency is so important. We are now dis-
cussing doing major infrastructure leg-
islation to rebuild America in a way 
that is making it safer, by promoting 
commerce and improving the quality of 
life by decreasing the amount of time 
people have to spend in their cars. By 
increasing broadband and all of the 
things that enable people, whether it is 
healthcare, education, or commerce, 
the infrastructure is so central to that. 

When we talk about infrastructure, 
we have to talk about resiliency; and 
when we talk about climate change, we 
have to talk about infrastructure. So 
this is a very important amendment, 
and I rise to support it. 

I thank the gentleman for sharing his 
New Jersey experience in terms of the 
need for resiliency in this very wise 
amendment. 

I also want to rise in support of H.R. 
9, the Climate Action Now Act. I com-
mend Chairwoman KATHY CASTOR who 
is the chair of our House Select Com-
mittee on the Climate Crisis and also 
the chairman of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Mr. ENGEL, for his leader-
ship on this important issue which is 
under the jurisdiction of his com-
mittee. They bring vision, they bring 
values, and they bring the voices of 
Members and the American people to 
make a difference. 

We thank our freshman Members, in 
particular, who have carried the prior-
ities of their communities to Congress 
to demand climate action now. And I 
think it is very appropriate that the 
gentleman in the chair is on the House 
Select Committee on the Climate Cri-
sis and has been a leader in the private 
sector, now in the public sector, on this 
important issue as we go forward. 

It is time, Mr. Chairman, to end de-
nial about this and start listening to 
the facts. This is about science, 
science, science. An overwhelming 
number, 86 percent, of Americans know 
that this is a crisis. They know that 
human behavior has an impact on it, 
and they want us to act. 

We all have stories from our commu-
nities. 

One of my constituents wrote: 
My daughter has developed asthma. It 

wrenches me to see her used as a canary in 
a coal mine. We are literally choking on the 
denial and inaction. 

Another writes: 
Green jobs are guaranteed local jobs and 

will put people to work. Survival is now 
poised to become a viable economic sector. 

Let me just say that this is about 
jobs, jobs, jobs. It is very important for 
our country to be preeminent in the 
world on the green technologies, and 
this legislation is in recognition of 

that. It is about public health, about 
clean air and clean water, the air our 
children breathe and the water they 
drink, and it is about environmental 
justice in that regard as well that all 
children will be able to live in a safe, 
clean environment in which they can 
thrive. 

It is about our national security. 
Over and over again the national secu-
rity experts, the generals and the ad-
mirals, have come to us and said that 
this is a global security issue, because 
of what impact the climate change cri-
sis is doing to the use of water and ac-
cess to food and how natural disasters 
affect migration and also how that can 
lead to initiation of hostilities among 
people. It is a national security issue in 
terms of how we use our resources for 
our national security as well. 

It is a moral issue. If you believe, as 
I and some in the evangelical commu-
nity do, that this planet is God’s cre-
ation and we have a moral responsi-
bility to be good stewards of it, then 
you would be sure to be a good steward 
and sign up for climate action now. 

But even if you don’t share that reli-
gious belief, we all know that we have 
a moral responsibility to the next gen-
eration to pass this planet on in a bet-
ter way than we found it in a very re-
sponsible way. 

So it is we must take action. The bill 
demands action now, by keeping us in 
the only international agreement dedi-
cated to ending the climate crisis and 
demanding a plan of action from the 
administration, and Mr. KIM has put 
forth that plan to recognize infrastruc-
ture resiliency as the administration 
comes forward. 

We are sending a signal to the world 
that the U.S. is in denial about the 
overwhelming science about climate, 
but this bill is a step in the right direc-
tion. 

I am very proud of the work the 
House Select Committee on the Cli-
mate Crisis and other committees of 
jurisdiction are doing. But it is a task 
for every committee of the Congress to 
look at the jurisdiction of the com-
mittee and to see how, in terms of jobs, 
public health, national security, and, 
again, our moral responsibility to our 
children and future generations—it is 
everybody’s responsibility in the Con-
gress. It is a Congress-wide responsi-
bility. 

I do thank the House Select Com-
mittee on the Climate Crisis for the 
focus that it is placing on all of this. 
We will be able to accommodate so 
many entrepreneurial ideas, new think-
ing on the subject, being current on the 
data and on the science. So we have a 
tremendous generational opportunity 
and responsibility. 

I thank all who are involved in this 
for their extraordinary leadership. 
Anyone who cares about our planet and 
our children’s future is deeply in debt 
to those who have taken the lead on 
this. 

Under President Bush’s leadership 
when he was President and we had our 

select committee then, we passed the 
biggest energy bill in history. While 
everyone was not in agreement on the 
climate crisis, we all agreed that we 
had to take action. President Bush 
signed the bill in a big ceremony, and 
it was the equivalent of taking tens of 
millions of cars off the road in how we 
raised the emissions standards. It was 
important, and that legislation was the 
basis for many of the executive actions 
that President Obama was able to take 
under the authority of that legislation. 

So that was very important, and it 
was bipartisan. Hopefully, we can be bi-
partisan as we go forward for the next 
big steps that we have to take. 

Technology has come a long way 
since then. Science informs us better. 
Current events have made it very clear: 
we have an imperative to have climate 
action now. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I urge our col-
leagues to vote for Mr. KIM’s amend-
ment to H.R. 9. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. KIM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL). 

b 0930 
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 

gentleman for yielding. On behalf of 
both the Foreign Affairs Committee 
and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, we support this amendment. It 
is a good amendment. 

I also thank the gentleman for work-
ing with the committees on this 
amendment. 

Mr. KIM. Mr. Chair, I reiterate that 
my amendment is straightforward. It 
recognizes the importance of safe-
guarding our communities and updat-
ing infrastructure to protect against 
the adverse impacts of climate change. 

We can see that storms are getting 
worse and worse and costlier. The 
storms are not hitting just red States 
or blue States. They are hitting all of 
us. 

I urge all my colleagues to stand be-
hind my amendment and lend your sup-
port to ensure that our communities 
are resilient after the next big storm so 
that they can remain a place for people 
to raise a family, create jobs, and 
achieve the American Dream. 

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, it is, 
again, great to be here this morning. I 
appreciate Speaker PELOSI coming 
down and talking about bipartisan so-
lutions and working together. 

Obviously, on this piece of legisla-
tion, I think the terminology was de-
manding a plan for the administration. 
Well, that assumes that the adminis-
tration would sign this bill. That also 
assumes that the Senate would pass 
this bill. Even if the President would 
sign a bill that he doesn’t want to 
enact, he would probably then veto the 
bill he just signed. Then we would sus-
tain his veto. 

If we want to move forward, then we 
want to do things that can get through 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:52 May 03, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K02MY7.006 H02MYPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
Y

8H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3413 May 2, 2019 
the Senate and get to the President’s 
desk. That is why, all afternoon yester-
day, we talked about—and this amend-
ment has some of those issues in it— 
adaptation, resiliency, grid moderniza-
tion, and how do you adapt. 

We appreciate the intent on which 
this amendment is being brought for-
ward. 

On another cautionary note, in the 
Paris accord, when it talks about ad-
dressing loss and damage associated 
with the impacts of climate change, it 
is referring to the Paris accord’s provi-
sion for developing countries. That ac-
cord doesn’t have provisions for devel-
oped countries. 

Maybe as things move forward with 
my colleague from New Jersey, we can 
make sure we address that appro-
priately. 

We would like to have these studies 
done before we go into international 
agreements when we don’t know how 
they are going to respond, versus after 
the fact, just like the cart before the 
horse. Then we will know that this is a 
good deal, that we should do this, or 
maybe that we shouldn’t. 

We had a couple of amendments last 
night that talked about all the bad as-
pects but none of the positive aspects. 
We also had a couple that said let’s 
look at the good and the bad. 

I would suggest that, in an amend-
ment, there may be some areas of the 
country in which the infrastructure is 
not going to be harmed. In fact, an 
area of the country might even benefit 
from these changes. 

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to 
vote against the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. KIM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MRS. FLETCHER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 22 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk, and I ask 
for its consideration. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 8, after line 20, insert the following 
new subsection: 

(d) TECHNOLOGY NEUTRAL.—Nothing in this 
Act may be construed to require or prohibit 
the inclusion of a specific energy technology 
or technologies in the plan required by this 
section. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Mrs. FLETCHER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself 4 minutes, and I rise in support 
of my amendment. 

Innovation drives the energy indus-
try, and it is important that we con-
tinue to follow a technology-neutral 

approach that allows the best science 
to flourish and the best technologies to 
emerge. 

When it comes to energy innovation, 
my home in Houston is its home. Hous-
ton, long known as the energy capital 
of the world, is the epicenter of our 
modern energy renaissance. Home to 
virtually every segment of the energy 
industry, including exploration, pro-
duction, transmission, marketing, sup-
ply, and technology, we see opportuni-
ties for innovation in all sectors of the 
energy industry. 

Over the last decade in particular, 
energy technology has enabled us to re-
cover resources in new areas and new 
ways. Advances in technology that 
have transformed our energy economy 
have substantially reduced U.S. carbon 
emissions. 

Replacing coal-fired plants with nat-
ural gas plants has led to the greatest 
reduction in carbon emissions in the 
last 30 years, and we are leading the 
way on new technologies critical to 
reaching our emissions reduction goals 
and combating climate change, like 
carbon capture technologies. Two 
plants are near my district in Houston. 

We believe in an all-of-the-above ap-
proach to energy sources that reduces 
costs as well as emissions, and we see 
that in Texas’ investment in wind en-
ergy. 

In Texas, we have installed more 
wind power generation than any State, 
three times as much as the next lead-
ing State. 

Houston is home to more than 100 
solar-related companies. 

These statistics may surprise some, 
but they should not because energy 
companies, whether renewable or hy-
drocarbon-based, are really technology 
companies that apply their technology 
to energy. 

My amendment ensures that nothing 
in this act will favor one fuel source or 
one technology over another. 

Climate change is a global threat. We 
need the input of a diverse and broad 
coalition of stakeholders that have the 
energy expertise we need to chart our 
path forward, and we need to encourage 
innovation and technology in every 
area. 

Mr. Chair, it is for these reasons that 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I claim the 
time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time to close. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Chair, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL). 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentlewoman from Texas for yielding 
to me. 

On behalf of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee and the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, we support this amend-
ment. It is a good amendment, and I 

thank the gentlewoman for working 
with the committees on the amend-
ment. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time to close. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Chair, I urge 
support for my amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, this is the 
perfect example of an amendment that, 
as we move something forward that 
might be able to be considered by the 
Senate and signed by the President, I 
think we would be very interested in 
dealing with. 

Although, I guess I am a little con-
fused. The amendment says we don’t 
want to be technologically specific, al-
though you mentioned the benefits of 
carbon capture, sequestration, and uti-
lization, which is an amendment we 
had in the committee to try to say 
these are some good technologies we 
ought to consider. 

A lot of folks on our side have been 
excited about the energy renaissance, 
the ability to recover more oil. We 
know the great stories of Texas and the 
ability to capture carbon and sequester 
it with utilization for money to help 
deal with other issues. 

I think when we move in the direc-
tion of a bill that we plan to get 
through the Senate and the House, we 
should keep our communications open 
because I think there are some bipar-
tisan solutions. 

The Republicans have always talked 
about conservation, innovation, and 
adaptation. This is part of the innova-
tion package. 

We also have advanced nuclear in 
that package. We also have pump stor-
age and batteries in that package. I 
think there are opportunities here. 

We offered, as I said, in the com-
mittee, the value of nuclear and ad-
vanced nuclear energy, hydropower, 
carbon capture, and the production and 
export of natural gas. Part of my port-
folio of volunteer activities is in the 
Eastern European bloc. Obviously, the 
ability to export natural gas has been a 
boon to these countries that don’t want 
to be enslaved to Russian natural gas. 

Again, there are things we can do. 
When we talk about innovation nec-
essary to produce a strong economy, 
energy security, and lower emissions, 
we have to focus on the benefits of 
these technologies. While I can agree 
with the idea of this amendment, I 
think it falls short of what is necessary 
for Congress to assist our priorities. 

Mr. Chair, I encourage a ‘‘no’’ vote, 
but I look forward to working with my 
colleague in the future, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Mrs. FLETCHER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
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the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MS. PRESSLEY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 23 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, after line 19, insert the following 
paragraph: 

(3) The Paris Agreement specifies the need 
for a strong global response to climate 
change and when taking action, the need to 
respect, promote, and safeguard the right to 
health now and for future generations. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts. 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
offer an amendment to H.R. 9, the Cli-
mate Action Now Act. 

My amendment is a commonsense 
amendment that reaffirms the inter-
connection between climate change 
and public health disparities plaguing 
communities across our country and 
throughout the globe. 

Mr. Chair, despite arguments to the 
contrary by many, there is no such 
thing as planet B. This is the only 
Earth we have, and we need to act like 
it. H.R. 9 will ensure that this adminis-
tration acts accordingly. 

It has been said that politicians con-
sider future elections while statesmen 
and -women consider future genera-
tions. It is our responsibility to con-
sider future generations, to take the 
necessary actions to reestablish our 
Nation as a leader in the global fight to 
combat climate change. 

The impacts of climate change are 
not some futuristic threat. The threats 
are imminent; we are being confronted 
by them daily; and we must act now. 

Climate scientists have made clear 
that, if we are to continue down this 
path without action, it will be too late. 
We must act now. We must act today. 
We must act at this very moment. 

Climate change and global warming 
are threatening all aspects of our soci-
ety and increasing the risk to human 
lives and health today, particularly for 
vulnerable communities like Roxbury 
and Chelsea in my district. These com-
munities are finding themselves on the 
front lines of the crisis. 

For example, in Boston’s Chinatown 
neighborhood, a predominantly immi-
grant and low-income community that 
falls at the crossroads of two major 
highways, my constituents breathe 
some of the most toxic air in all of Bos-
ton, air polluted with car exhaust and 
other irritants that are exacerbated by 
rising heat levels. 

While these are largely invisible pol-
lutants, the impacts are crystal clear. 
Over the last several years, asthma 

rates at the Josiah Quincy Elementary 
School in the heart of Chinatown have 
jumped from 18 to 25 percent. 

Mr. Chair, let me make this plain. 
Our children are breathing toxic air. 

These climate injustices are far- 
reaching. According to a report re-
leased earlier this week by the Amer-
ican Lung Association, more than 141 
million people in the U.S. live in com-
munities with unhealthy levels of toxic 
pollution, including many living in my 
home State of Massachusetts where air 
quality has worsened each year. 

The World Health Organization esti-
mates that 7 million people around the 
world die each year as a result of these 
types of air pollution exposures. These 
toxic pollutants are affecting 9 out of 
10 people, the vast majority of the 
world’s population. 

These statistics are staggering and, 
quite frankly, terrifying. If it seems 
that we are being fatalists, it is be-
cause the threat is a fatal one. 

Again, my amendment recognizes the 
critical impact that climate change 
poses to our fundamental right to 
breathe clean air, to drink clean water, 
and to live in clean and safe commu-
nities. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment, and I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL). 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding to me. Let 
me say, with pleasure, on behalf of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and also 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
we support this amendment. It is a 
good amendment, and I thank the gen-
tlewoman for working with the com-
mittees on this amendment. 

b 0945 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, we really don’t need a Paris Agree-
ment to meet substantial changes in 
the carbon dioxide, or, as my colleague 
was speaking, she was really referring 
to the Clean Air Act and the four cri-
teria pollutants that we have so ag-
gressively addressed since 1992. 

Having said that, what is better for 
the poor and the downtrodden is to 
have a job. What is better for their 
health and economic opportunity is to 
have a job. What also helps is that they 
have a good paying job that provides 
great healthcare benefits. 

So, from 2015 to 2018, out of the in-
dustrialized countries, the United 
States is the number one reducer of 
carbon dioxide—number one. We didn’t 
have to do it with all these inter-
national accords. We do it through in-
novation, technology, and advance-
ment. 

But carbon dioxide emissions went up 
last year. That is a known fact. The 
question is why. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
we have one of the best economies that 
I have ever served in in the House of 
Representatives, where there are help 
wanted signs all over the place. 

As the manufacturing sector grows, 
there is a need to address these emis-
sions. That is why Republicans con-
tinue to look forward to the day when 
we can join with our Democratic col-
leagues on conservation, innovation, 
and adaptation, moving some bills and 
processes through the floor that will be 
received well in the Senate and to the 
President’s desk. 

I think, rather than focus on the 
finding, we should debate bipartisan so-
lutions such as boosting research, ad-
vanced technologies, and promoting in-
novation. I ask my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
PRESSLEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MS. SCHRIER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 24 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 8, after line 20, insert the following 
new subsection: 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to require or 
prohibit the President from including or con-
sidering voluntary agricultural practices to 
be undertaken by farmers and ranchers, 
thereby contributing to the development of 
soil organic matter, increasing carbon se-
questration, reducing greenhouse gas emis-
sions, and contributing to meeting the goals 
and ambitions of the Paris Agreement. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentlewoman 
from Washington (Ms. SCHRIER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington. 

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

My amendment would support farm-
ers and ranchers who employ agricul-
tural practices that help us meet the 
goals and ambitions of the Paris Agree-
ment. 

In order to combat climate change, 
we are all going to have to work to-
gether. Ours is a country that has al-
ready banded together to take on the 
greatest challenges of our times, and 
this is no exception. This is a time for 
the United States to not just partner, 
but to lead the world in protecting this 
planet for our children and future gen-
erations. 

Now, farmers and ranchers are on the 
front line of the climate crisis, and 
they are stepping up. Droughts, fires, 
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and floods are threatening their safety 
and their livelihoods. My time on the 
Agriculture Committee and time spent 
with growers in my district have shown 
me that farmers are deeply invested in 
addressing our climate and are eager to 
be part of the solution. 

Farmers are already expanding no- 
till practices, rotating crops, and 
planting cover crops to sequester car-
bon, fix nitrogen and other soil nutri-
ents, and reduce erosion. With that 
healthier soil packed with organic 
matter, they are decreasing their reli-
ance on fossil fuel-based fertilizers, in-
creasing yields, saving water, and re-
ducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

We must recognize and celebrate the 
contributions of our farmers who en-
gage in sustainable ag practices. My 
amendment would support this agricul-
tural ingenuity and creativity and pre-
vent this administration from standing 
in the way of farmers and ranchers who 
are fighting climate change. 

The climate crisis is an urgent mat-
ter, and there isn’t one silver bullet. 
Let’s recognize that the solution will 
require something from all of us and 
support our farmers who can make a 
tremendous dent in CO2 emissions. 

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

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

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL). 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding to me. 

Let me say with pleasure, on behalf 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee and 
also the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, I support this amendment. It is 
a good amendment, and I want to 
thank the gentlewoman for working 
with the committee on this amend-
ment. 

Ms. SCHRIER. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just like to reiterate that it is so im-
portant that we all step up. 

When I hear my colleagues talking 
about jobs, needing to do other things, 
waiting, this is too advanced. It is frus-
trating to see that 2 years passed and 
we saw absolutely no legislation to 
protect our climate. Kicking the can 
down the road further just puts our fu-
ture in peril, along with the future of 
our children. 

So I would ask for that step of faith 
that we will protect jobs. I am happy 
to say that H.R. 9 specifically notes 
that, in addressing our changing cli-
mate, this will create jobs, clean en-
ergy jobs, and you can rest assured 
that our economy will flourish with ad-
dressing our climate. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, again, 
to my colleague, and I appreciate it. 
She has me at a disadvantage because 

I have a huge ag district, 33 counties in 
southern Illinois, more pigs than peo-
ple. I have corn, beans, and the like, so 
we appreciate this; and we appreciate 
this amendment because of the vol-
untary action of it and trying to 
incentivize and appreciate what our ag-
riculture community has done because, 
as you know, other proposals out there 
that are debated in Washington might 
have some severe effects on agri-
culture. 

I also want to take this time to say 
we did a lot in the last Congress. I 
think the misnomer is that if we don’t 
say ‘‘climate change’’ and we move 
good public policy, that we haven’t 
done anything. 

Through the House, we passed: 
The Energy Efficient Government 

Technology Act; that was actually 
voice voted and sponsored by ANNA 
ESHOO from California; 

Advanced Nuclear Technology Devel-
opment Act, BOB LATTA from Ohio; 

Streamlining Energy Efficiency for 
Schools Act, which this is another 
thing we did in the last Congress; 

Ozone Standards Implementation Act 
of 2017, PETE OLSON from Texas; 

Satisfying Energy Needs and Saving 
the Environment, the SENSE Act; 

Blocking Regulatory Interference 
from Closing Kilns Act by BILL JOHN-
SON; 

Responsible Disposal Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2017, another bill to reau-
thorize the West Valley Act. 

Of course, I am a proud sponsor, with 
a huge bipartisan vote, for what was 
H.R. 3053, which was how do you deal 
with the nuclear waste provision. 

So we actually moved a lot of bills in 
the last Congress, and many of those 
bills were in a bipartisan manner. 

Yes, we do not carry the mantle of 
‘‘Paris’’ or ‘‘climate,’’ but not every-
thing has to be a subtitle of that major 
provision, especially if you are doing 
what we are trying to do in the House, 
which is bring to the floor bills in a bi-
partisan manner. 

Conservation, that would be like en-
ergy efficiency, new source review, for-
est management practices. Being from 
Washington State, the gentlewoman 
understands the forest issues and the 
concerns that we do more forest man-
agement practices. Maybe some of our 
fires would be less so. 

Innovation; advanced nuclear power; 
carbon capture; utilization; sequestra-
tion, which we spoke about in an 
amendment previously; and also pump 
storage batteries. 

Also, from Washington State, the 
gentlewoman knows the benefits of hy-
dropower, and if we can pump that 
water back up and have a continuous 
cycle, that is a pretty green use of 
power. 

Adaptation, grid modernization, re-
siliency, and things on GMO crops, 
crops that can change if the environ-
ment is changing, if the growing cycles 
change. Right now we have drought-re-
sistant corn. We might have to have 
corn that grows in wetter conditions. 

That is all part of the adaptation that 
we need to talk about. 

So I appreciate the gentlewoman’s 
amendment and the chance to discuss 
these issues. I support voluntary ac-
tion. The idea of this amendment will 
be better served focusing on examining 
the costs of these commitments, like 
some of our Republican amendments 
try to do, as we move this bill outside 
of the committee. 

I oppose this amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Washington (Ms. 
SCHRIER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Washington will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 25 OFFERED BY MR. NEGUSE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 25 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment. It is at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 8, after line 10, insert the following 
new subsection (and redesignate the subse-
quent subsection accordingly): 

(c) EDUCATION AND PUBLIC AWARENESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The plan under this sec-

tion shall be consistent with Article 12 of the 
Paris Agreement, which states ‘‘Parties shall 
cooperate in taking measures, as appro-
priate, to enhance climate change education, 
training, public awareness, public participa-
tion and public access to information, recog-
nizing the importance of these steps with re-
spect to enhancing actions under this Agree-
ment.’’. 

(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act may be construed to require or prohibit 
the President from including in the plan 
under this section, consistent with the prohi-
bition described in section 438 of the General 
Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 1232a), 
recommendations to support State and local 
educational agencies, in integrating instruc-
tion on human-caused climate change and 
the societal, environmental, and economic 
effects of such climate change into curricula 
taught in elementary and secondary schools 
under the control of such State and local 
educational agencies, in order to meet the 
goals and ambitions of the Paris Agreement 
to ensure climate education and awareness 
in schools. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Chairman, I am of-
fering an amendment today to provide 
a pathway for the curriculum in our el-
ementary and secondary schools to in-
clude information on the impacts of 
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climate change. Eighty percent of par-
ents and 86 percent of teachers believe 
that schools should teach about cli-
mate change and its impacts on our en-
vironment, our economy, and our soci-
ety. 

As our future generations grow up in 
a world that is impacted by extreme 
weather events and a changing climate, 
it is essential that we educate them on 
the causes and impacts of the crisis, as 
well as equip them for finding solutions 
to combat it. 

Climate change truly is an existen-
tial threat, in my view, that we must 
begin tackling head-on. Science is per-
fectly clear that we have a very short 
runway to avoid catastrophic con-
sequences for our planet, and this mo-
ment requires bold action now. The so-
lutions we find and the bold policies 
that our country requires to combat 
this current crisis must begin with 
education. 

While it is our duty to get the ball 
rolling on policies and programs that 
will begin to mitigate climate change- 
related issues, make no mistake: It is 
our children who will feel the brunt of 
the effects that our scientific commu-
nity has outlined time and time again. 

When my daughter, Natalie, who is 
now 8 months old, is attending middle 
school, climate change and its impacts 
on our planet will be her reality. She 
should be equipped with every resource 
we are able to offer her at that time, 
and that begins with education. 

This amendment underscores the im-
portance of State and local efforts to 
teach our youth the causes and effects 
of climate change. Again, the science is 
clear, and it is of the utmost impor-
tance that the next generation is pre-
sented with the facts of this crisis. 

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Chair, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL), the distinguished 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to, first of all, thank the gentleman for 
yielding and say unequivocally, on be-
half of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, we, both committees, support 
this very good amendment. I also want 
to thank the gentleman for working 
with the committees on this amend-
ment. 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Chairman, I again 
thank the chairman for his distin-
guished leadership in chairing the For-
eign Affairs full committee and for his 
leadership in shepherding this impor-
tant resolution to the floor. 

Mr. Chairman, I would hope that my 
colleagues across the aisle could come 
to consensus on this amendment. I 

think it is a commonsense, reasonable 
amendment that ensures that our chil-
dren, the next generation, are, as I 
said, well-informed about the causes 
and the effects of climate change so 
that they can work with all of us to try 
to stop it and to try to deal with the 
planetary crisis that we find ourselves 
in. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1000 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I appre-
ciate my colleague bringing that up. I 
taught high school for 4 years, so edu-
cation is key. 

This whole provision of moving to 
the Paris accord was done without edu-
cation of the Members of Congress. It 
was an executive branch decision. 

We can debate whether the President 
had the authority or didn’t have the 
authority, but we think what happened 
was that there was not total buy-in. 
Had it been presented as an agreement 
or had it been presented as a treaty, it 
wouldn’t have passed either Chamber. 

I do agree that education is very, 
very important. However, I also believe 
in local control. Republicans will al-
ways have a challenge with the Federal 
Government directing, dictating, and 
telling our local schools what their 
curriculum should be. 

Mr. Chair, that is why I oppose this 
amendment. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MR. VAN DREW 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 26 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, after line 23, insert the following 
new paragraphs (and redesignate the subse-
quent paragraph accordingly): 

(8) Article 8 of the Paris Agreement notes 
Parties recognize the importance of avert-
ing, minimizing and addressing loss and 
damage associated with the adverse effects 
of climate change, including extreme weath-
er events and slow onset events, and the role 
of sustainable development in reducing the 
risk of loss and damage such as strong winds 
from hurricanes and tropical storms, and 
flooding from storm surges and heavy rain, 
that inflict losses on various sectors of the 
United States economy. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. VAN DREW) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Chair, my 
amendment would add to the findings 
of the importance of averting, mini-
mizing, and addressing loss and damage 
associated with the adverse effects of 

climate change, including extreme 
weather events. 

It is well known that extreme weath-
er events, such as hurricanes and trop-
ical storms, are some of the most dev-
astating and costly consequences of a 
warming world, displacing thousands of 
people at a time and costing govern-
ment billions of dollars to recover. 

The good people of south Jersey 
know that climate change is occurring 
because our streets flood almost every 
time it rains in the coastal areas. Un-
fortunately, we also have the painful 
reminder of Superstorm Sandy. 

On October 29, 2012, Superstorm 
Sandy first struck the mainland near 
Brigantine, New Jersey, in my district, 
pounding our coast with winds of over 
70 miles per hour and 13-foot storm 
surges, ultimately killing 147 people. 

Superstorm Sandy was the most de-
structive natural disaster ever to 
strike the State of New Jersey and 
ranks among the five costliest natural 
disasters in our Nation’s history. 

Here is some of the damage caused by 
Sandy: Almost 350,000 homes were dam-
aged. 1,400 vessels were sunk or aban-
doned. Seventy drinking water systems 
were affected. Eighty wastewater 
treatment plants suffered power loss or 
damage. The entire coastline experi-
enced erosion. And untold billions were 
sucked out of our economy. 

We need to recognize that climate 
change is exacerbating the intensity 
and the frequency of extreme weather 
events that often cause the loss of life, 
property, and security. 

Staying in the Paris Agreement is 
good for jobs and good for the econ-
omy. 

Investing in clean, low-carbon tech-
nologies will help us expand and de-
velop the industries of the future and 
help us compete globally against other 
countries that are already making sig-
nificant investments in these fields. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
support my amendment, which simply 
acknowledges the need to reduce and 
avoid the human and economic toll 
brought on by the changing climate 
and that we need to develop our econ-
omy in a sustainable fashion. 

Mr. Chair, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding and say, on be-
half of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
and the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, we support this amendment. 

New York, which is just up from New 
Jersey, also suffered tremendously 
from Superstorm Sandy. In fact, a lot 
of the repairs that we are doing now to 
the New York City subway are a direct 
result of that, so I certainly appreciate 
the gentleman’s words and concern. 

This is a good amendment, and I 
thank the gentleman for working with 
the committees on this amendment. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 
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Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Chair, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, we appre-

ciate this amendment. A lot of these 
amendments are putting the cart be-
fore the horse. It would have been in-
teresting to have these debates about 
resiliency and efficiencies prior to the 
administration going into the Paris ac-
cord. You do the research first and 
then you make a decision. 

Now what we are trying to do is say, 
okay, we have this Paris accord that 
the President has stepped away from, 
so now let’s evaluate what impacts are 
happening. 

We did accept an amendment yester-
day in this debate to look at both posi-
tive and negative aspects, which I 
think is a fair balance. There are going 
to be some areas of the country that 
are going to benefit; there are going to 
be some areas of the country that are 
going to be disadvantaged. So I think 
that is helpful in this debate. 

There is a lot of talk about an infra-
structure bill coming up. We hope that 
would be something we would move in 
a bipartisan manner. I know that it is 
always going to be asked how to pay 
for it. 

I am willing to make the tough calls 
on how to pay for it. But in that infra-
structure bill, it would be great if the 
resiliency of communities and these 
concerns that are being addressed 
could be wrapped up in something like 
that. 

Again, for this bill, Leader MCCON-
NELL just said on the floor that they 
are not going to address it. Even if 
they did, the President wouldn’t sign 
it. 

We will get to a point in time in this 
Congress when we will work together. 

Republicans believe in conservation, 
innovation, and adaptation. This is 
part of the adaptation portfolio, and we 
look forward to working with you as 
we move forward. 

This amendment does nothing to af-
fect CO2 reductions, so I will oppose the 
amendment. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. VAN 
DREW). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. LEVIN OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 27 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, after line 5, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(9) The Paris Agreement has driven innova-
tion in developing cleaner, more reliable, 
and more affordable forms of energy, dem-
onstrating that addressing climate change 
and providing affordable energy to American 
consumers are not mutually exclusive. The 
Paris Agreement encouraged the United 
States to develop a Mid-Century Strategy for 
Deep Decarbonization, which was submitted 
on November 16, 2016. The Mid-Century 
Strategy for Deep Decarbonization stated 
that ‘‘energy efficiency improvements enable 
the energy system to provide the services we 
need with fewer resources and emissions. 
Over the past several years, the United 
States has demonstrated that programs and 
standards to improve the energy efficiency 
of buildings, appliances and vehicles can 
cost-effectively cut carbon pollution and 
lower energy bills, while maintaining signifi-
cant support from U.S. industry and con-
sumers.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LEVIN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today to mark a monumental occa-
sion for this body and offer an amend-
ment to H.R. 9, the Climate Action 
Now Act. 

After years of denial, outright lies, 
and inaction on the climate crisis 
under Republican leadership in the 
House, we are finally taking meaning-
ful steps to protect our planet for fu-
ture generations. 

While the President denies climate 
change exists, promotes fake scientists 
who believe pollution is good, and pulls 
us backward, we are embracing the sci-
entific consensus that climate change 
is real; it is driven by human action; 
and it is already having a detrimental 
impact on our health and our planet. 

There are a lot of myths about cli-
mate change that we must dispel. One 
of the biggest myths I hear is that we 
cannot combat climate change, invest 
in clean energy, and grow our economy 
at the same time. We know that isn’t 
true. 

In California, we have seen strong 
GDP and per capita income growth 
while also leading the country in the 
fight to combat the climate crisis. 

We also know that renewable energy 
options are often more affordable for 
consumers than traditional fossil fuels. 
That is why my amendment to the Cli-
mate Action Now Act adds three key 
facts about our ability to reduce green-
house gas emissions and maintain af-
fordable energy options at the same 
time. 

First, the greenhouse gas emissions 
reductions spurred by the Paris Agree-
ment have driven innovation for reli-
able and affordable forms of energy, 
which demonstrates that emissions re-
ductions and affordable energy are not 
mutually exclusive. 

Second, the United States’ long-term 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction 
strategy under the Paris Agreement 
touted energy efficiency improvements 
in buildings, appliances, and vehicles 
as a way to cost-effectively reduce 
emissions and lower energy bills. 

Third, this strategy has had the sup-
port of both industry and consumers. 

This amendment is very simple. It 
should not be controversial. Members 
of both parties should be able to agree 
that we can reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, invest in clean energy alter-
natives, and maintain affordable en-
ergy options at the same time. 

Mr. Chair, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to recognize this simple fact 
and support my amendment to H.R. 9. 

Ultimately, this is about the planet 
we leave behind for our children and 
our grandchildren. With a 5- and 6- 
year-old at home, I am proud to co-
sponsor the Climate Action Now Act 
and support bold and commonsense so-
lutions to the climate crisis. 

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL), the distin-
guished chair of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding to me and want 
to gladly say, on behalf of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee and also the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, we support 
this amendment. 

It is a very good amendment, an im-
portant amendment. I thank the gen-
tleman for working with the commit-
tees on this amendment. 

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PHILLIPS). 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chair, I thank 
Mr. LEVIN for yielding. 

Mr. Chair, I rise in support of Rep-
resentative LEVIN’s amendment and 
H.R. 9, the Climate Action Now Act. 

I know when you think of Minnesota, 
the first thing you think of is snow. It 
is true that we know how to handle a 
snowy winter. But this year, the Mid-
west was hit with record levels of 
snowfall, and when all that snow melt-
ed, it led to record levels of flooding. 

Farms and homes across the entire 
region have been devastated, and it is 
because of climate change, one of the 
greatest threats of our time. 

We must lead, and we must be on the 
right side of history, so I cannot under-
stand why the President pulled us out 
of the Paris climate agreement. 

I support H.R. 9 to recommit us to 
this agreement because we should be 
running toward sustainable solutions, 
not away from them. 

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chair, again, first 

of all, I appreciate my colleague, one 
whom I have gotten a chance to know. 
I look forward to working with him on 
some issues down the road. 

I want to take this time to kind of 
reject the premise that nothing has 
been done. In the debate a little while 
ago, I mentioned the 15 or 20 bills that 
had passed the House in a bipartisan 
manner. These were signed into law, a 
lot of the hydroelectric extensions in 
H.R. 2122 and H.R. 2292 to extend the 
project of the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission involving the 
Cannonsville dam. Hydroelectric power 
is clean, renewable. I can go through a 
whole list of things that were done. 

As I said in debate earlier, just be-
cause we don’t put the stamp of 
‘‘Paris’’ or ‘‘climate change’’ on a piece 
of legislation doesn’t mean that it is 
not going to help reduce our carbon ex-
posure. In fact, our country has the 
largest reduction of CO2 of any indus-
trialized nation from 2015 to 2018. 

Having said that, I also would readily 
admit, and the Chair has heard me say 
this many times, that in 2019, our emis-
sions went up. But that was because we 
have a thriving economy with more 
manufacturing. So this debate is still 
very important. 

This amendment suggests that the 
measures that the Obama administra-
tion were putting in place to meet the 
commitments in the Paris Agreement 
were affordable. A lot of us would re-
ject that premise when you look at the 
cost per kilowatt hour of major genera-
tion, baseload versus the green. 

We have always tried to be kind of an 
all-of-the-above. Actually, in part of 
my congressional district, which is 
very large, I have one of the biggest 
wind farms in Illinois. That is in the 
Champaign County, Vermilion County, 
Ford County area in southern Illinois. 
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Also, solar power. Because of the ac-

tions our State General Assembly has 
done, we have a lot of solar power con-
struction going on in the State of Illi-
nois. An all-of-the-above approach is 
what we would hope for. 

We look forward to the time when 
this, too, shall pass, this debate on this 
bill, which will then go to the Senate 
and die, and then we work back with 
my friends in the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. Chairman ENGEL is also on the 
Energy and Commerce Committee, so 
he knows that we will eventually get 
to the aspect where we can move in a 
bipartisan manner. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEVIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. CROW 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 28 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. CROW. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, after line 5, insert the following: 
(9) In its nationally determined contribu-

tion, the United States notes that pursuant 
to Executive Order 13693 (2015), the Federal 
Government has committed to reduce emis-
sions 40 percent below 2005 levels by 2025, and 
reaffirmed the Department of Defense’s goal 
to procure renewable energy across military 
installations and operations ‘‘to drive na-
tional greenhouse gas reductions and support 
preparations for the impacts of climate 
change’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. CROW) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. CROW. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to high-
light the continuing work at the De-
partment of Defense to procure renew-
able energy, reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, and make our military more 
resilient in the face of climate change. 

The American military is the strong-
est in the world. It is also the world’s 
biggest consumer of energy. In 2017, 
our Armed Forces consumed over 85 
million barrels of fuel to power ships, 
aircraft, combat vehicles, and bases. As 
a combat veteran, I know firsthand 
that our reliance on fossil fuels at 
home and on the battlefield makes us 
very vulnerable. 

Moreover, current and former DOD 
civilian and military leaders have ar-
gued that climate change presents a 
rising threat to our force readiness and 
has exposed vulnerabilities of critical 
operations. They have argued that cli-
mate change is an urgent national se-
curity threat, and I agree. 

Warming oceans lead to higher tides, 
putting our Nation’s critical infra-
structure at risk. Severe weather has 
already wrought havoc on military as-
sets, including Tyndall Air Force Base, 
which will likely require $5 billion in 
repairs after Hurricane Michael. Cli-
mate change is already causing mass 
migrations that affect the stability of 
nations and will put our national secu-
rity and that of our allies at risk. 

The purpose of my amendment is to 
make the DOD’s contributions to the 
government sustainability efforts a 
part of the conversation surrounding 
H.R. 9. And the DOD’s accomplish-
ments should be lauded: the DOD has 
invested heavily in microgrids, renew-
able energy resources, and fuel-effi-
cient vehicles. 

Additionally, last year’s NDAA re-
quired the military to build on its obli-
gations to address climate change by 
incorporating energy and climate resil-
iency efforts into its installation and 
operational planning. 

The DOD has done a lot so far and is 
a model for the rest of the U.S. Govern-
ment, but there is more to be done. 

Going forward, we have a unique op-
portunity to support sustainable poli-

cies, while also securing our bases, sav-
ing taxpayer money, and protecting 
the environment. One of the best exam-
ples is Fort Hood, Texas. Fort Hood has 
invested in technology to harness re-
newable energy and ensure that power 
is being efficiently managed. It is esti-
mated that the combination of 
microgrids and renewable energy will 
save Fort Hood $100 million in energy 
costs. It is also hardened against po-
tential vulnerabilities in the electrical 
grid, which is a win for our security. 

We must scale smart, practical solu-
tions, like those at the DOD, to make 
our force more resilient, agile, and effi-
cient. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support my amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL), the chairman. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I am happy to say 
that on behalf of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee and the Energy and Com-
merce Committee we support this 
amendment. It is a very good amend-
ment. I also thank the gentleman for 
working with our committees on this 
amendment. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CROW. Mr. Chairman, simply 
put, the Federal Government cannot 
meet its obligations under the Paris 
Agreement without DOD’s past, ongo-
ing, and future contributions to this ef-
fort. I urge my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to recognize this fact and 
support my amendment. 

This is very simple. This is an oppor-
tunity for a win-win-win, which is 
often hard to come by these days, but 
this is good for the American tax-
payers. It will save us hundreds of mil-
lions, if not billions, of dollars by pro-
moting these efforts and increasing en-
ergy resiliency and efficiency. It is a 
win for our national security, because 
it is one of our largest vulnerabilities. 
Our bases are subject to cyberattack 
and are very vulnerable to continuity 
decreases in our operations. And it is a 
win for the environment. 

This is something that we have to do 
and that we have an obligation to do in 
support of our national security. 

Mr. Chairman, again, I urge everyone 
to join in supporting this amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to make sure I also thank my colleague 
for his service. I, too, served in the 
Army infantry during the Cold War. 
They are a band of brothers, and we do 
appreciate his service to the country. 

Also, I do appreciate that the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, 
passed in the last Congress, has been 
helpful. That is another example of, it 
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wasn’t couched in climate change, but 
it was couched in national defense. 
That is where, again, I will continue to 
make the arguments and the comments 
that things have been going on. I don’t 
want to read the first list of bills and 
stuff that we have passed over the last 
Congress. 

The military is also looking at small 
modular nuclear reactors in some iso-
lated locations. That will be part of the 
issues in the innovation area that Re-
publicans could be very, very sup-
portive of. We look forward to having 
those debates. 

I also know forward operating bases 
of solar technology and of solar power 
help keep our warfighters prepared and 
able to communicate. It is just the 
smart thing to do versus trying to haul 
crude oil or generators and stuff to 
places where it would not be in the best 
interest of our warfighters to have. 

So the focus is good. The Repub-
licans, again, believe in conservation, 
innovation, and adaptation. When we 
move a bill that will get a chance to be 
heard by the Senate and that we work 
together, the goal would be to get 
something on the President’s desk that 
he will sign. This is not the venue, be-
cause the Senate is not going to move 
it and the President is not going to 
sign it. But I would encourage my col-
leagues to stay engaged, not just with 
the Armed Services Committee, but 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
and colleagues on this side because I do 
think there is merit to the debate. Ac-
knowledgement of what the Depart-
ment of Defense has done was focused 
on by the previous Commander in 
Chief. 

The Paris climate mandates insti-
tuted by the Obama administration 
through the Paris Agreement and the 
outdated executive order would have 
increased energy prices and wasted tax-
payer dollars. As a result, we cannot 
support the amendment that would 
condone and reinstitute some of these 
costly measures. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. CROW). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. ENGEL 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 29 printed 
in House Report 116–42. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COX), I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, line 25, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 8, line 5, strike the period and insert 

‘‘; and’’. 
Page 8, after line 5, insert the following 

new paragraph: 
(3) how the plan takes into consideration 

populations, regions, industries, and con-

stituencies that could be affected by nation-
ally determined contribution under the Paris 
Agreement, and the failure to meet such con-
tribution, including but not limited to— 

(A) American jobs, wage, and pay; 
(B) the cost of energy, such as electricity 

and gasoline, for consumers; and 
(C) the ability to develop and deploy new, 

innovative, domestically-produced tech-
nologies. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ENGEL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say very strongly that on behalf of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and also 
the Energy and Commerce Committee, 
we support this amendment. It is a 
very good amendment. 

The Paris Agreement, signed in 2015, 
is the first truly universal agreement 
among nations to tackle climate 
change. Rarely is there consensus 
among nearly all nations on a single 
topic. But with the Paris Agreement, 
leaders from around the world collec-
tively agreed that climate change is 
driven by human behavior, that it is a 
threat to the environment and all of 
humanity, and that global action is 
needed to stop it. 

It also created a clear framework for 
all countries to make emission reduc-
tion commitments. At present, 197 
countries—every nation on Earth, with 
the last signatory being war-torn 
Syria—have adopted the Paris Agree-
ment. This agreement includes a series 
of mandatory measures for the moni-
toring, verification, and public report-
ing of progress towards a country’s 
emission reduction targets. 

The emission reduction targets them-
selves are voluntary. Each nation sets 
their own, respectful of national sov-
ereignty, and there is no penalty for 
missing the targets. The idea is to cre-
ate a culture of accountability and 
maybe some peer pressure to get coun-
tries to reduce emissions. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COX), the 
author of this amendment. 

Mr. COX of California. Mr. Chairman, 
I am honored to be here today to intro-
duce my amendment to H.R. 9, the Cli-
mate Action Now Act. My amendment 
takes into consideration the various 
populations, regions, industries and 
communities affected by climate 
change, while reducing any possible 
impacts on American jobs. 

We all know that climate change has 
impacted countries and communities 
throughout our country and the world. 
Over the past few years, we have seen 
the devastating effects of it on the 
waters of the Caribbean Sea, fueling 
powerful storms, like Hurricane Maria, 
which devastated Puerto Rico and took 
the lives of close to 3,000 people and 
displacing another 300,000 from their 
homes. 

In my home State of California last 
year, it led to the deadliest wildfire 

season in history. According to the Na-
tional Climate Assessment, rural com-
munities, like the ones I serve, face 
challenging obstacles in responding to 
climate change because they are so 
highly dependent on natural resources. 

My constituents, the people of Cali-
fornia’s Central Valley, live in one of 
the most economically distressed parts 
of our country. We have been forgotten 
and left behind. But it is my constitu-
ents who have seen the direct impacts 
of climate change with our recent heat 
waves and droughts. It is only going to 
get worse if we don’t work together 
and address this issue head-on. 

H.R. 9 is the first step we must take 
in addressing this challenge. This 
would prohibit Federal funds from 
being used to take any action in ad-
vancing the withdrawal of the U.S. 
from the Paris Agreement. 

The U.S. committed to joining the 
Paris Agreement because we are a lead-
ing nation. It is unfortunate that this 
President is taking us backward. 

b 1030 

Instead of fighting climate change, 
the President and his administration 
have proposed to slash funding from 
the Department of Energy’s Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy offices by over 
85 percent, and they even propose to 
cut energy funding from our States. 

My amendment would help create a 
clean energy economy that would pro-
vide good paying jobs to millions of 
Americans, cleaner air for everyone, 
and a safe, sustainable future for our 
children and grandchildren. 

What we continue to hear from our 
Republican colleagues is that a number 
of coal jobs will be taken away from 
Americans. And I can tell you, as 
somebody who has worked in the min-
ing industry, who has worked under-
ground, I know it is not the way to go. 

While we know that mining jobs and 
underground jobs are honorable jobs 
and provide for families, at one time so 
was whaling, but we need to be innova-
tive in looking towards the future. The 
more time we waste on clinging to jobs 
of the past, the more time we waste on 
not making progress. 

Nationally, there are over 240,000 jobs 
in the solar industry alone, and only 
about 53,000 coal mining jobs. Reports 
find that the Paris Agreement would 
generate over 24 million jobs world-
wide. 

In the State of California, we have 
over 519,000 clean energy jobs, and it is 
critical, more than ever, that we con-
tinue to connect workers to these jobs 
that we are creating for the 21st cen-
tury. My amendment does just that by 
requiring any climate plan to consider 
the impact on jobs, wages, and pay. 

We have the opportunity to be global 
leaders in the clean energy economy, 
ensure that so many of these jobs are 
created right here in the United 
States—not in other countries, not in 
India, not in China. 

We cannot afford to take steps back 
on the fight on climate change, and we 
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must keep our word to the rest of the 
world. Mr. Chairman, I urge my col-
leagues to support my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois has the only time remain-
ing. The time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, I will 
read into the RECORD a statement. This 
is from the International Energy Agen-
cy, Global Energy and CO2 Status Re-
port 2018, published March of 2019, so it 
is pretty much fresh off the press. It 
addresses some of these issues that I 
have mentioned during this debate 
today about how we have been doing 
things; how, overall, missions are de-
creasing; and how public policy has 
helped, and the like. 

This is on page 10: ‘‘In the United 
States, the emission reductions seen in 
2017 were reversed with an increase of 
3.1 percent in CO2 emissions in 2018.’’ 

That is what we addressed about the 
economy going up, more CO2 emissions. 

‘‘Despite this increase, emissions in 
the United States remain around their 
1990 levels, 14 percent and 800 metric 
tons of CO2 below their peak in 2000. 
This is the largest absolute decline 
among all countries since 2000.’’ 

So I think that is instructive when 
we are here debating a bill that is not 
going to be reviewed by the Senate and 
the President is not going to sign it. 

We look forward to working with my 
colleagues on the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce on things that we 
can do to work together to even make 
better strides than what we already 
have in this country. 

We don’t get a lot of credit because 
we don’t couch it in, as I said before, 
Mr. Chairman, ‘‘climate change,’’ 
‘‘Paris accord.’’ 

But, you know, facts are important, 
data is important, and the Energy In-
formation Agency is an independent 
agency underneath the Department of 
Commerce, so it is evaluating all coun-
tries and all emissions. 

Republicans believe in conservation, 
which would be energy efficiency, new 
source review, force management, in-
novation, advanced nuclear power, car-
bon capture, sequestration, utilization. 

To the colleague who brought the 
amendment up, I don’t believe coal will 
be dead. I think if we bring technology 
and we use carbon capture, utilization, 
and sequestration and get it captured, 
we can still have a coal mining sector. 
We can still have energy electricity 
generated by coal. I hope so, because I 
am from a coal mining region, and I am 
not going to walk away from the jobs 
in southern Illinois. 

And the adaptation which we have 
had a lot of debate about today, which 

is grid modernization, resiliency, crops, 
and the like. 

The amendment of my colleague is 
opposite to what Dr. BURGESS and I 
tried to do in the committee when we 
marked up this bill. We wanted to have 
the research and the analysis done be-
fore we go back to a climate agree-
ment. 

I mean, what good does it do if you 
go to an agreement and then you find 
that jobs have been lost, wages have 
gone down? It is too late. You are in 
the agreement. 

So let’s do the research prior, which 
was our amendment, Dr. BURGESS and 
I—it wasn’t made in order for the 
floor——to say let’s do this research. 

So if we are going to move and go 
back into the climate Paris accord, if 
we are going to affect jobs in the econ-
omy negatively, we should know that 
beforehand. This amendment does not 
do that. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on this amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee 
will rise informally. 

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. PHIL-
LIPS) assumed the chair. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Lasky, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is required: 

S. 406. An act to establish a Federal rota-
tional cyber workforce program for the Fed-
eral cyber workforce. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has agreed to a concurrent reso-
lution of the following title in which 
the concurrrence of the House is re-
quested: 

S. Con. Res. 13. Concurrent Resolution re-
affirming the United States commitment to 
Taiwan and to the implementation of the 
Taiwan Relations Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

CLIMATE ACTION NOW ACT 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. 

KRISHNAMOORTHI 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CASTEN of Il-
linois). It is now in order to consider 
amendment No. 30 printed in House Re-
port 116–42. 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, after line 18, insert the following 
paragraph: 

(7) Essential in achieving this target is a 
thriving clean energy industry in the United 
States, which currently employs over 500,000 
Americans. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 329, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
amendment No. 30 to the Climate Ac-
tion Now Act. 

We are already seeing the economic 
benefits of taking action on climate 
change. In the United States, we have 
already created millions—I say mil-
lions—of jobs in the clean economy, 
from installing wind turbines and solar 
panels, to retrofitting buildings to 
make them more energy efficient, to 
assembling fuel-efficient vehicles and 
manufacturing the component parts for 
all of these clean energy technologies 
that can help drive down emissions. 

My amendment acknowledges the 
important role clean energy jobs play 
in meeting the United States’ commit-
ment under the Paris Agreement. 

There are currently more than 500,000 
jobs in the renewable job industry 
alone, just an example of the millions 
of jobs we are creating in the clean 
economy as we work to meet our emis-
sions reductions target. 

By taking a leadership role in global 
climate action, we can harness these 
benefits and see even more economic 
growth and opportunities for commu-
nities everywhere, including in south-
ern Illinois. And we need to make sure 
we do this in a way that not only cre-
ates jobs, but creates good family-sus-
taining jobs for working families 
throughout the country, including in 
my home State of Illinois and in the 
Eighth District of Illinois. 

Economic growth, workforce develop-
ment, and climate leadership go hand 
in hand. As cofounder and co-chair of 
the bipartisan Congressional Solar 
Caucus, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my friend for yielding, and I want to 
say unequivocally, on behalf of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee and the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, we 
strongly support this amendment. It is 
an excellent amendment. I also want to 
thank the gentleman for working with 
the committees on this amendment. 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman from New 
York for his excellent remarks. 

I have no further comments, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 
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May 2, 2019 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H3420
May 2, 2019, on page H3420, the following appeared: 
S. Con. Res. 13. Concurrent Resolution reaffirning the United States commitment to Taiwan and to the implementation of the Taiwan Relations Act.

The online version has been corrected to read:  
S. Con. Res. 13. Concurrent Resolution reaffirming the United States commitment to Taiwan and to the implementation of the Taiwan Relations Act. 
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