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ANOTHER ABDICATION OF DUTIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it has become quite apparent
over the past few months that House
Democrats just don’t want to show up
for work. They rallied behind proxy
voting the moment the idea was con-
jured up, and ever since, they have be-
come complacent in their duties.

The American people are showing up
to work because their livelihoods de-
pend on it. But when it comes to Demo-
crat Members of Congress, it is the
exact opposite. What a stark contrast.

For months, my Republican col-
leagues and I have made the trip from
our districts to Washington to conduct
the business of the people’s House in
the open. We have been present at com-
mittee hearings, votes, and other im-
portant functions, but it certainly
seems that our Democrat colleagues
don’t share that same level of commit-
ment.

What does that tell you about them?

Mr. Speaker, we can’t ignore the fact
that we are in the middle of a global
pandemic, but that does not mean that
we get to abdicate our duties as Mem-
bers of Congress. Members of the
United States Senate have shown up to
conduct their business.

So why isn’t the House doing the
same?

What is concerning most of all is
that the initial endeavor to implement
proxy voting has now evolved into
something more asinine: vote by text.

This attempt to consolidate power by
Speaker PELOSI is just another feeble
move, and one that runs counter to the
operation of this deliberative body that
has stood for hundreds of years, yet
House Democrats seem perfectly con-
tent with this idea.

The American notion of showing up
to work and fulfilling your duties
seems to be a foreign concept to them.
If they spent their time working, and
less time looking for ways to get out of
work, we would be making progress.

This is not an effective way to legis-
late and, in the end, the American peo-
ple are the ones who will bear the
brunt of this imprudent course of ac-
tion.

The people’s House must return to
regular order, and if we keep kicking
the can down the road on conducting
business in the open, this institution
will become rife with complacency. It
is time we get back to work. Stop the
delays. Stop the political ploys. The
American people are counting on us.

————

CONGRESS ELECTS PRESIDENT IF
NO ELECTORAL COLLEGE WINNER
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes.
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, this is the second in the series of
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House floor speeches by me on the re-
cent Presidential elections.

Previously, I covered constitutional
and Federal statutory law mandating
that Congress—not the Supreme
Court—decides whether to accept or re-
ject States’ electoral college vote sub-
missions.

Today’s remarks focus on who de-
cides a Presidential election if no can-
didate receives an electoral college ma-
jority vote because of a tie, because
multiple candidates split the electoral
college vote, or because Congress re-
jected State electoral college votes.

Per the United States Constitution’s
12th Amendment, Congress—not the
Supreme Court—elects the next Presi-
dent and Vice President of the United
States if no candidate wins an electoral
college vote majority. Congress’ deci-
sion is final, determinative, and non-
reviewable.

The 12th Amendment states that if
no candidate has a majority of the
electoral college vote, then, from the
three highest vote-getters for Presi-
dent, ‘“‘the House of Representatives
shall choose immediately by ballot the
President. But in choosing the Presi-
dent, the votes shall be taken by
States, the representation from each
State having one vote . . . and a major-
ity of all of the States shall be nec-
essary to a choice.”

As an aside, the 12th Amendment re-
quires the Senate to elect the Vice
President. There is a twist in the
House vote for President. A majority of
Congressmen does not elect the Presi-
dent. Rather, the House votes by State
delegations to elect the next President
of the United States.

America has 50 States. After the 2020
elections, 26 State delegations have a
Republican majority. Twenty States
have a Democrat majority. The re-
maining State delegations are tied 50/
50, with Iowa undecided pending an
uncalled election.

Hence, if Congress rejects electoral
college votes from States with election
processes that are so badly flawed as to
be unreliable and unworthy of accept-
ance, House Republicans control the
election of the next President of the
United States.

Let me repeat that for emphasis.
House Republicans control the election
of the next President of the United
States.

For emphasis, the 12th Amendment
has, on occasion, resulted in Congress
electing the next President of the
United States.

For example, in 1824, Andrew Jack-
son led the electoral college with 99
votes, to 85 votes for John Quincy
Adams, to 41 votes for William
Crawford, to 37 votes for House Speak-
er Henry Clay. The House elected sec-
ond place finisher John Quincy Adams
President of the United States over
first place finisher Andrew Jackson,
prompting Andrew Jackson to fa-
mously declare, ‘“The Judas of the
West has closed the contract and will
receive the 30 pieces of silver . . . Was
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there ever witnessed such a bare faced
corruption in any country before?”’

Another example is the 1876 election,
wherein Democrat Samuel Tilden won
the popular vote and amassed 184 elec-
toral college votes, one shy of Ohio Re-
publican Rutherford B. Hayes’ 185 elec-
toral college votes.

Louisiana’s, Florida’s, and South
Carolina’s electoral college votes were
disputed because it strained credibility
to believe these States voted Repub-
lican while still suffering from the de-
structive effects of a Republican-led in-
vasion during the Civil War. Congress
appointed a 15-member commission to
study the matter, which split on party
lines: eight Republicans for Hayes,
seven Democrats for Tilden.

Congress then elected Hayes Presi-
dent of the United States in a deal that
gave Louisiana’s, Florida’s, and South
Carolina’s disputed electoral college
votes to Hayes in exchange for remov-
ing occupying Union troops from the
South and ending reconstruction.

In sum, the history and law are clear:
Congress, not the Supreme Court, de-
termines who wins or loses Presi-
dential elections.

———

PENNSYLVANIA VOTERS CON-
CERNED ABOUT VOTING IRREG-
ULARITIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEUSER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, many of
the voters in Pennsylvania and in my
district are rightfully upset and con-
cerned about the irregular actions
which occurred in the past election.
There are valid reasons for the collec-
tive feeling of disenfranchisement and
of distrust stemming from various
election processes and procedural
changes which were outside of statute.

Thousands—no—millions in Pennsyl-
vania have a feeling of intense frustra-
tion and believe that their constitu-
tional rights have been violated. To
start, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court
granted a 3-day extension for late-ar-
riving ballots, usurping the authority
of the State legislature and contra-
dicting the U.S. Constitution, which
clearly states: ‘“The times, places, and
manner of holding elections shall be
prescribed in each State by the legisla-
ture thereof.”

These constitutional authorities are
not fair-weather laws, despite the chal-
lenges posed by the pandemic. The
highly irregular actions of the Penn-
sylvania Supreme Court resulted in the
unlawful counting of over 10,000 ballots
that arrived after the statutory re-
quired time of 8 p.m. on election day—
nobody disputes this—mitigating an
accurate ballot count and, at the same
time, fueling great distrust in the proc-
ess.

Second, there are serious disputes
over how individual mail-in ballots
with technical errors were handled
across the Commonwealth. Pennsyl-
vania State law dictates that mail-in
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ballots must be signed, dated, and in-
cluded in a secrecy envelope, and that
ballots that are missing required infor-
mation and/or signatures should be dis-
qualified or, at a minimum, authenti-
cated.

Just hours before polls opened, the
secretary of state of Pennsylvania
issued inconsistent and contradictory
guidance, giving Pennsylvania counties
the authority to decide whether to re-
ject ballots that contained discrep-
ancies or take additional measures to
correct them. This happened. This is a
highly irregular thing to do.

As a result, Philadelphia, Mont-
gomery, Allegheny, and Bucks County,
four of the largest counties in Pennsyl-
vania, allowed literally thousands and
thousands of ballots to be fixed or
cured, a measure not pursued by most
other counties and which violated
State election law.

Third, Republican poll watchers in
Philadelphia were kept at an unreason-
able distance to observe the pre-can-
vassing and canvassing of ballots. Even
after a court ruling allowed poll watch-
ers closer access, Philadelphia officials
actually appealed the order to the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court.

Why would local election officials
make the process blatantly more re-
strictive to poll watchers, some of
whom resorted to using binoculars to
do their jobs?

This, too, actually happened. An esti-
mated 687,000 ballots were counted dur-
ing this time of no lawfully required
poll watchers. Such actions, Mr.
Speaker, raise very legitimate doubts
surrounding transparency and account-
ability of Presidential election.

Further adding to the frustration and
distrust felt by millions in Pennsyl-
vania, the media projected the out-
come while such valid disputes were
outstanding before due process took
place and well before judicial rulings
were made.

In Pennsylvania, the cases before the
courts could involve tens of thousands
of ballots, of votes, an amount, if
deemed unlawful, would mandate an
automatic recount. In a close election,
counting all legal votes takes time, yet
it is absolutely essential to assure to a
candidate, but more so to the voters,
that the vote count be honest, lawful,
and fair.

The implications for our country are
significant now and beyond 2020. Along
with a fair election of the TUnited
States of America President, what is at
stake here is the integrity of our elec-
tion process and the faith the Amer-
ican people have in it.

——

CONGRATULATING JIMMY RAY
FOR BEING VETERAN OF THE
YEAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Jimmy
Ray of Chatham County for being rec-
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ognized as Veteran of the Year by the

Veterans Council of Chatham County.
Georgia’s First Congressional Dis-

trict is home to many of our Nation’s

veterans, so being recognized as Vet-
eran of the Year is an incredible honor.

With this title, Jimmy will represent

the Veterans Council at various events

throughout the year.

Jimmy is a past commander of the
American Legion, Chatham Post 36,
which is an organization dedicated to
advocating for patriotism across the
United States. Among his many life-
time achievements, he helped spear-
head the fundraising and construction
of the World War II Memorial on River
Street in Savannah.

He has also been an active member of
the Savannah St. Patrick’s Day Parade
Committee for 35 years, and was even
the 2013 parade grand marshal.

I can’t thank Jimmy enough for his
outstanding service to our Nation
throughout his life, and I want to con-
gratulate him again on this wonderful
accomplishment.

CONGRATULATING SCDATACOM, LLC FOR RECEIV-
ING PLATINUM AWARD FROM HIRE VETS ME-
DALLION PROGRAM
Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise today to congratulate

scDataCom, LLC, for being selected as
an awardee of the HIRE Vets Medallion

Program.

The program was established by the
Honoring Investments in Recruiting
and Employing American Military Vet-
erans Act of 2017, or the HIRE Vets
Act.

The HIRE Vets Medallion Program is
the only Federal program that recog-
nizes and honors job creators for their
investments in recruiting, employing,
and retaining our Nation’s veterans. I
am proud to say scDataCom, LLC,
which is based out of Savannah, Geor-
gia, achieved this small platinum
award.

In order to qualify for this particular
award, at least 10 percent of the em-
ployees must be veterans. ScDataCom
is a nationally recognized small busi-
ness specializing in the design, instal-
lation, and service of physical and elec-
tronic security systems for both pri-
vate and public sector clients.

It was founded by Alaina and Kath-
leen, a successful mother-daughter duo.
I want to congratulate Alaina and
Kathleen again for this wonderful ac-
complishment. I am thankful for the
work they do to serve their community
and veterans, and I wish them the best.
CONGRATULATING CAMDEN COUNTY FOR RECEIV-

ING CERTIFICATE OF ACHIEVEMENT FOR EX-

CELLENCE IN FINANCIAL REPORTING

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Camden
County in Georgia’s First Congres-
sional District for being awarded the
Certificate of Achievement for Excel-
lence in Financial Reporting from the
Government Finance Officers Associa-
tion of the United States and Canada.

Camden County was recognized for
its Comprehensive Annual Financial
Report, or CAFR, for the fiscal year
which ended June 30, 2019.
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The CAFR is judged by an impartial
panel, and the high standards of the
program include demonstrating a con-
structive spirit of full disclosure. In
doing this, Camden County clearly
communicated its financial story.

This is a great honor because the cer-
tificate of achievement is the highest
form of recognition in the area of gov-
ernment accounting and financial re-
porting.

Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate
Camden County and its management
for this significant accomplishment,
and I express my gratitude for the
work that they do for our community.
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CONGRATULATING BRIAN A. MIXON

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Brian
Mixon on his retirement after 4 years
of Active Duty and 32 years of civilian
service with the Department of the
Army.

Brian served honorably as an air traf-
fic and airspace officer and was recog-
nized for his work when he was award-
ed the Air Traffic Control Manager of
the Year Award by the Air Traffic Con-
trol Association in 2019. The national
award is formally known as the Gen-
eral E.R. Quesada Memorial Award,
and it is a medallion award presented
to an individual for outstanding
achievement and contribution during
the previous year as an air traffic con-
trol manager.

This is not the first time Brian has
been recognized for his exceptional
work. He also earned two other na-
tional awards, among many others.

Hunter Army Airfield in Georgia’s
First Congressional District is one of
the premier power projection platforms
in the Army, which is utilized to de-
ploy thousands of soldiers and essential
equipment. Brian’s contributions have
been essential to the readiness capa-
bilities of the units that utilized Hun-
ter Army Airfield.

Mr. Speaker, I can’t thank Brian
enough for his many years of steadfast
dedication in serving our great Nation,
and I wish him the best as he begins his
retirement.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 46
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:
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