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Schneider Stauber Van Drew
Schrader Stefanik Vargas
Schrier Stevens Veasey
Scott (VA) Stivers Velazquez
Scott, Austin Suozzi Visclosky
Scott, David Swalwell (CA) Wagner
Serrano Takano Walden
Sewell (AL) Thompson (CA) Waltz
Shalala Thompson (MS) Wasserman
Sherman Thompson (PA) Schultz
Sherrill Tipton Waters
Shimkus Titus Watkins
Simpson Tlaib Watson Coleman
Sires Tonko Welch
Slotkin Torres (CA) Wexton
Smith (NE) Torres Small Wwild
Smith (NJ) (NM) Wilson (FL)
Smith (WA) Trahan Wilson (SC)
Soto Trone Yarmuth
Spanberger Turner Young
Speier Underwood Zeldin
Stanton Upton
NAYS—106
Abraham Gosar Murphy (NC)
Aderholt Granger Norman
Allen Graves (GA) Palazzo
Amash Graves (LA) Palmer
Arrington Green (TN) Pence
Babin Grothman Perry
Baird Guest Posey
Banks Guthrie Ratcliffe
Barr Harris Rice (SC)
Biggs Hern, Kevin Rooney (FL)
Bishop (NC) Hice (GA) Rose, John W.
Brady Higgins (LA) Roy
Brooks (AL) Hill (AR) Scalise
Buck Holding Schweikert
Budd Hollingsworth Sensenbrenner
Burgess Hudson Smith (MO)
Byrne Huizenga Spano
Carter (TX) Johnson (LA) Steil
Chabot Johnson (SD) Steube
Cline Jordan Stewart
Cloud Joyce (PA) Taylor
Comer Keller Thornberry
Conaway Kelly (MS) Timmons
Crawford Kustoff (TN) Walberg
Crenshaw Lamborn Walker
Curtis Latta Walorski
Davidson (OH) Lesko Weber (TX)
DesJarlais Long Wenstrup
Duncan Loudermilk Westerman
Ferguson Massie Williams
Flores McCarthy Wittman
Foxx (NC) McClintock Womack
Fulcher McHenry Woodall
Gaetz Meadows Wright
Gallagher Mitchell
Gooden Mooney (WV)
NOT VOTING—14
Cleaver Gohmert Smucker
Davids (KS) Kirkpatrick Vela
Escobar Loebsack Webster (FL)
Foster Meuser Yoho
Gabbard Rice (NY)
0 1748

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | was ab-
sent today due to a medical emergency. Had
| been present, | would have voted: “yea” on
rolicall No. 35, “yea” on rollcall No. 36, and
“yea” on rollcall No. 37.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H. RES. 826, EXPRESSING DIS-
APPROVAL OF THE TRUMP AD-
MINISTRATION’S HARMFUL AC-
TIONS TOWARDS MEDICAID; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
HR. 2474, PROTECTING THE
RIGHT TO ORGANIZE ACT OF
2019; AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 5687, EMER-
GENCY SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR DISASTER RE-
LIEF AND PUERTO RICO DIS-
ASTER TAX RELIEF ACT, 2020

Mr. DESAULNIER, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 116-392) on the
resolution (H. Res. 833) providing for
consideration of the resolution (H. Res.
826) expressing disapproval of the
Trump administration’s harmful ac-
tions towards Medicaid; providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2474) to
amend the National Labor Relations
Act, the Labor Management Relations
Act, 1947, and the Labor-Management
Reporting and Disclosure Act of 1959,
and for other purposes; and providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 5687)
making emergency supplemental ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2020, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

———

MAKING A TECHNICAL CORREC-
TION TO THE SFC SEAN COOLEY
AND SPC CHRISTOPHER HORTON
CONGRESSIONAL  GOLD STAR
FAMILY FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM
ACT

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
House Resolution 812, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 812

Resolved, That section 2(d) of House Reso-
lution 107 (agreed to October 29, 2019) is
amended by striking ‘‘or sibling of”’ and in-
serting ‘‘parent, or sibling of”’.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REAPPOINTING JOHN FAHEY AS
CITIZEN REGENT OF BOARD OF
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN IN-
STITUTION

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the joint resolution (S.J. Res. 65) pro-
viding for the reappointment of John
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Fahey as a citizen regent of the Board
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

S.J. RES. 65

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, in accordance with
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes (20
U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution, in the
class other than Members of Congress, occur-
ring by reason of the expiration of the term
of John Fahey of Massachusetts on February
20, 2020, is filled by the reappointment of the
incumbent. The reappointment is for a term
of six years, beginning on the later of Feb-
ruary 20, 2020, or the date of the enactment
of this joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

———

REAPPOINTING RISA  LAVIZZO-
MOUREY AS CITIZEN REGENT OF
BOARD OF REGENTS OF SMITH-
SONIAN INSTITUTION

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the joint resolution (S.J. Res. 67) pro-
viding for the reappointment of Risa
Lavizzo-Mourey as a citizen regent of
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

S.J. REs. 67

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, in accordance with
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes (20
U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution, in the
class other than Members of Congress, occur-
ring by reason of the expiration of the term
of Risa Lavizzo-Mourey of Pennsylvania on
February 21, 2020, is filled by the reappoint-
ment of the incumbent. The reappointment
is for a term of six years, beginning on the
later of February 21, 2020, or the date of en-
actment of this joint resolution.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that
the Secretary be directed to commu-
nicate to the Secretary of State, as
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provided by rule XXIII of the Rules of
Procedure and Practice in the Senate
When Sitting on Impeachment Trials,
and also to the House of Representa-
tives, the judgment of the Senate in
the Case of Donald John Trump, and
transmit a certified copy of the judg-
ment to each.
JUDGMENT

The Senate having tried Donald John
Trump, President of the United States,
upon two Articles of Impeachment ex-
hibited against him by the House of
Representatives, and two-thirds of the
Senators present not having found him
guilty of the charges contained there-
in: It is, therefore,

Ordered and adjudged, That the said
Donald John Trump be, and he is here-
by, acquitted of the charges in said ar-
ticles.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.J. RES. 25

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to be removed as co-
sponsor of H.J. Res. 25.

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

There was no objection.

————

NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE
SURVIVORS WEEK

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to recognize National Gun Violence
Survivors Week and the countless
Americans whose lives have been im-
pacted by gun violence across the coun-
try.

This issue is personal to me, as it is
for so many others. When I was 16
years old, as a young police cadet, an
accidental gunshot left me paralyzed.

Last week, I had the honor of spend-
ing time with former Congresswoman
Gabby Giffords, our colleague, in my
home State of Rhode Island. Gabby’s
life was forever changed by a gunman
in 2011, but she never stopped fighting.
She spoke of the courage it takes to
stop gun violence, courage that she em-
bodies every single day.

So, to the parents, children, stu-
dents, teachers, and countless others
who have lost loved ones to gun vio-
lence or faced gun violence themselves,
I encourage you to keep fighting.

Together, we can reform our gun
laws and keep guns out of the wrong
hands and save others from tragedy.

——————

OFFICIAL COPY OF PRESIDENT’S
STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS

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

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, we
heard a great speech by the President
last night, who spoke to the strength of
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our country and the courage and char-
acter of our fellow citizens:

People like 100-year-old Tuskegee
airman Retired Brigadier General
Charles McGee and his great-grandson,
the 13-year-old who dreams of going to
space;

People like single mother Stephanie
Davis and her lovely fourth grade
daughter who received an Opportunity
Scholarship. Who in this room does not
remember the look on Stephanie’s face
as she realized that her daughter was
going to get an opportunity that she
sacrificed so greatly for;

And people like Sergeant First Class
Townsend Williams, who surprised his
wife, Amy, and two beautiful children
in the gallery last night.

As I looked around, I saw tears in
many people’s eyes from the emotion
that they felt at that time.

Unfortunately, Speaker PELOSI was
unmoved and chose to tear up the
House copy of that speech. She had no
right to destroy this document, espe-
cially one filled with such impactful
stories of American patriots.

The record was presented before the
people’s House and it belongs to the
American people. That is why I am
here today.

In my hand, I have an official copy of
the President’s State of the Union ad-
dress signed by the President, given to
me at the White House today. It will be
delivered to the House Clerk to be
archived and preserved for posterity,
whether she likes it or not.

These great American stories will be
remembered by history, not erased by
the Speaker. We are better because of
them, and we should learn from them
and we should be proud that they will
shape our future.

———
O 1800

REACTION TO PRESIDENT’S STATE
OF THE UNION ADDRESS

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, obviously,
each of us had our own reaction to the
speech that was given by the President
last night. He had every right under
the First Amendment to say what he
believed, what he was going to do, and
what he wanted us to do.

I suggest to you that if I took this
card and tore it up because I didn’t like
what was on the card, I am protected
by the First Amendment in doing that.
That is a form of speech. If the effort is
to shut one another up, perhaps we will
go down that road.

But, clearly, most of you in this
House, or at least some of you in this
House, have said an act of destroying
things that the leader alleges are prop-
erty of the House—I will ask for a rul-
ing on that, Mr. Speaker, in just a
minute—but is an act of disagreement.

It is not an assertion, per se, that
what was said was wrong, disagreed
with, or anything else. It was not an
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outcry to the President of the United
States that ‘“You lie” that clearly un-
dermined the decorum of this House.

Frankly, I did not see the Speaker
tear that up. I have seen it on tele-
vision. It has been played, but I would
suggest to you very seriously—well,
whether anyone saw it or not, that is
not my argument. My argument is, if
each of us watches closely on the floor
each of our actions and we deem those
actions to be disrespectful, either to
the Speaker, that is, the Speaker at
the rostrum or from the microphones
behind the desk, do we bring a resolu-
tion that that was disrespectful?

BEach of you who say ‘‘yes,” well, I
will watch very closely, and we will go
back and forth, and that will not be a
good precedent because it will under-
mine the premise of the First Amend-
ment that action is speech.

Now, an action that is criminal, an
action that defames, an action that
brings the House into disrepute, that is
another issue. But an action which
says: ‘I feel this way’’ should be pro-
tected. Now, not necessarily agreed
with, maybe even subject to criticism,
but certainly, not subject to a resolu-
tion.

This resolution will not go forward,
of course, because I will move to table
it if it is offered because I believe it un-
dermines the First Amendment and the
House.

——————

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I seek
recognition to give notice of my intent
to raise a question of the privileges of
the House.

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

House Resolution 832.

Whereas on December 20th, 2019,
Speaker PELOSI extended an invitation
for President Trump to address a joint
session of Congress on February 4th,
2020;

Whereas on February 4th, 2020, Presi-
dent Trump delivered his State of the
Union address, in which he honored the
sacrifice of the following American he-
roes and their families:

General Charles McGee, one of the
last surviving Tuskegee airmen, who
served in World War II, the Korean war
and the Vietnam war;

Kayla Mueller, a humanitarian aid
worker who was caring for suffering ci-
vilians in Syria when she was Kkid-
napped, tortured and enslaved by ISIS
for over 500 days before being murdered
by ISIS leader Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi;

Army Staff Sergeant Christopher
Hake, who was killed while serving his
second tour of duty in Iraq by a road-
side bomb supplied by Iranian terrorist
leader Qasem Soleimani;

Sergeant First Class Townsend Wil-
liams, who is currently serving his
fourth deployment in the Middle East
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