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and provide the best possible legal advice and guidance. That is why confidential communication between attorneys and their clients is so critical
and why the attorney-client privilege
must be protected.
In Lanza v. New York, the Supreme
Court stated that even in a jail, or perhaps especially there, the relationships
which the law has endowed with particularized confidentiality must continue to receive unceasing protection.
There are nearly 124,000 individuals
currently in BOP custody, many of
whom are in pretrial detention and
have not been convicted of a crime. In
our system, defendants, American citizens, are innocent until proven guilty.
Like any person involved in a criminal
proceeding, these individuals who are
incarcerated must be able to confidentially communicate with their attorneys.
The bipartisan Effective Assistance
of Counsel in the Digital Era Act would
enable incarcerated individuals to communicate with their legal representatives privately, safely, and efficiently
by prohibiting the Bureau of Prisons
from monitoring privileged electronic
communications.
While BOP regulations do protect the
confidentiality of in-person attorney
visits, phone calls, and traditional
mail, no such protections exist in the
context of email communications sent
through the BOP’s electronic mail system.
This
system,
known
as
TRULINCS, has become the easiest,
fastest, and most efficient method of
communication available to incarcerated individuals and their attorneys.
Let’s consider the alternatives. Even
a brief client visit can take hours when
you factor in travel and wait times.
Confidential phone calls are perhaps
useful, but they are subject to time
limitations and can be difficult to
schedule even for urgent legal matters.
Postal mail must first be opened and
inspected by staff for physical contraband, which can significantly extend
the time it takes for the communication to reach an incarcerated individual.
These delays should be unnecessary
in a prison system that permits electronic communications and would be
available if the attorney-client privilege was consistently applied.
To address this serious problem, H.R.
546 would require the Attorney General
to ensure that the BOP email system
excludes from monitoring the contents
of electronic communications between
an incarcerated person and their attorney.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I yield the gentleman from New York
(Mr. JEFFRIES) an additional 1 minute.
Mr. JEFFRIES. The BOP will be permitted to retain the contents of these
messages until the incarcerated person
is released, but they would be accessible only under limited circumstances.
The bill is supported by a wide variety of groups, including the American

VerDate Sep 11 2014

February 23, 2021

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

06:45 Feb 24, 2021

Jkt 019060

Bar Association, ACLU, Americans for
Prosperity, Dream Corps, Due Process
Institute, National Action Network,
Prison Fellowship, Right on Crime,
Faith and Freedom Coalition, FAMM,
Federal public and community defenders organizations, and so many others.
I want to thank all the sponsors of
this bill, most particularly Representatives VAN TAYLOR, JERRY NADLER, TOM
MCCLINTOCK, DON BACON, NANCY MACE,
and SHEILA JACKSON LEE, as well as
DAN CRENSHAW and DUSTY JOHNSON.
This has truly been a bipartisan journey.
Our criminal justice system depends
on the attorney-client privilege to ensure effective representation. I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 546.
Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I have no further
speakers, and I yield myself the balance of my time.
I wanted to say my compliments to
the gentleman from New York in pursuit of this bill and the things he spoke
to about the presumption of innocence
and the right to counsel, among those
sacred core rights that our Constitution guarantees to every individual in
this country. This important bipartisan bill is preservative of that.
That is what we do in this Chamber.
That is what this Congress should always do. So my compliments to the
gentleman from New York and the cosponsors on this piece of legislation. I
encourage my fellow Members to support it.
Madam Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time.
Let me thank the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BISHOP) for his collegial response and his very important
remarks on collaboration for important legislation like this.
Let me also thank the distinguished
gentleman from New York for finding
an Achilles’ heel that would really and
continues to undermine the true sense
of attorney-client privilege and to respect that privilege, whether you are in
custody or not, and also recognizes the
increasing utilization of the digital
world to file briefs, to make arguments, and, of course, to find that divide between those in-custody inmates
incarcerated and those that are not in
custody. We are now moving to extensive virtual court proceedings.
As we well know, individuals in custody are making a number of efforts to
prove their innocence. They are appealing. They are seeking new trials. They,
too, have rights that should be respected under both the Criminal Code
and the Constitution.
So, again, I thank the gentleman for
his thoughtfulness and all the bipartisan cosponsors that he has.
Madam Speaker, H.R. 546 would ensure that the attorney-client privilege,
again, is safeguarded in all communications between criminal defendants
and their attorneys. This bipartisan
legislation addresses an issue that is
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essential to the fair administration of
the criminal justice system.
During this ongoing pandemic, this
measure has become even more urgent
when there is even more reliance on
electronic communications between attorneys and incarcerated individuals.
For these reasons, I urge my colleagues to join me in supporting this
bipartisan legislation.
Madam Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 546.
The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.
Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, further proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

PUERTO RICO RECOVERY ACCURACY IN DISCLOSURES ACT OF
2021
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 1192) to impose requirements on the payment of compensation
to professional persons employed in
voluntary cases commenced under title
III of the Puerto Rico Oversight Management and Economic Stability Act
(commonly known as ‘‘PROMESA’’).
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 1192
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Puerto Rico
Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures Act of
2021’’ or ‘‘PRRADA’’.
SEC. 2. DISCLOSURE BY PROFESSIONAL PERSONS
SEEKING APPROVAL OF COMPENSATION UNDER SECTION 316 OR 317 OF
PROMESA.
(a) REQUIRED DISCLOSURE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In a voluntary case com-

menced under section 304 of PROMESA (48
U.S.C. 2164), no attorney, accountant, appraiser, auctioneer, agent, consultant, or
other professional person may be compensated under section 316 or 317 of that Act
(48 U.S.C. 2176, 2177) unless prior to making a
request for compensation, the professional
person has submitted a verified statement
conforming to the disclosure requirements of
rule 2014(a) of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure setting forth the connection of the professional person with—
(A) the debtor;
(B) any creditor;
(C) any other party in interest, including
any attorney or accountant;
(D) the Financial Oversight and Management Board established in accordance with
section 101 of PROMESA (48 U.S.C. 2121); and
(E) any person employed by the Oversight
Board described in subparagraph (D).
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(2) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—A professional
person that submits a statement under paragraph (1) shall—
(A) supplement the statement with any additional relevant information that becomes
known to the person; and
(B) file annually a notice confirming the
accuracy of the statement.
(b) REVIEW.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States Trustee
shall review each verified statement submitted pursuant to subsection (a) and may
file with the court comments on such
verified statements before the professionals
filing such statements seek compensation
under section 316 or 317 of PROMESA (48
U.S.C. 2176, 2177).
(2) OBJECTION.—The United States Trustee
may object to compensation applications
filed under section 316 or 317 of PROMESA
(48 U.S.C. 2176, 2177) that fail to satisfy the
requirements of subsection (e).
(3) RIGHT TO BE HEARD.—Each person described in section 1109 of title 11, United
States Code, may appear and be heard on any
issue in a case under this section.
(c) JURISDICTION.—The district courts of
the United States shall have jurisdiction of
all cases under this section.
(d) RETROACTIVITY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—If a court has entered an
order approving compensation under a case
commenced under section 304 of PROMESA
(48 U.S.C. 2164), each professional person subject to the order shall file a verified statement in accordance with subsection (a) not
later than 60 days after the date of enactment of this Act.
(2) NO DELAY.—A court may not delay any
proceeding in connection with a case commenced under section 304 of PROMESA (48
U.S.C. 2164) pending the filing of a verified
statement under paragraph (1).
(e) LIMITATION ON COMPENSATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In a voluntary case commenced under section 304 of PROMESA (48
U.S.C. 2164), in connection with the review
and approval of professional compensation
under section 316 or 317 of PROMESA (48
U.S.C. 2176, 2177), the court may deny allowance of compensation for services and reimbursement of expenses, accruing after the
date of the enactment of this Act of a professional person if the professional person—
(A) has failed to file statements of connections required by subsection (a) or has filed
inadequate statements of connections;
(B) except as provided in paragraph (3), is
on or after the date of enactment of this Act
not a disinterested person, as defined in section 101 of title 11, United States Code; or
(C) except as provided in paragraph (3), represents, or holds an interest adverse to, the
interest of the estate with respect to the
matter on which such professional person is
employed.
(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making a determination under paragraph (1), the court may
take into consideration whether the services
and expenses are in the best interests of
creditors and the estate.
(3) COMMITTEE PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS.—
An attorney or accountant described in section 1103(b) of title 11, United States Code,
shall be deemed to have violated paragraph
(1) if the attorney or accountant violates
section 1103(b) of title 11, United States
Code.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BISHOP) each will control 20 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Texas.

VerDate Sep 11 2014

06:45 Feb 24, 2021

H561

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 019060

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Members have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentlewoman from Texas?
There was no objection.
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Madam Speaker, as I always do, let
me thank the sponsor of this legislation for her leadership, the gentlewoman
from
New
York
(Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ), and all of those who have
supported this important leadership
bill.
H.R. 1192, the Puerto Rico Recovery
Accuracy In Disclosures Act, or
PRRADA, is commonsense legislation
that would promote greater transparency and integrity with respect to
the ongoing financial reorganization of
Puerto Rico.
In response to dire fiscal issues facing Puerto Rico at the time, Congress
passed the Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability Act,
or PROMESA, in 2016. That legislation
established a financial oversight and
management board with control over
Puerto Rico’s budget, laws, financial
plans, and regulations and the authority to retain professionals to assist the
board in executing its responsibilities.
Though largely patterned on Chapter
11 of the Bankruptcy Code, PROMESA
did not incorporate all facets of Chapter 11 and other relevant provisions of
the code. Importantly, this includes
the code’s mandatory disclosure requirements regarding actual or potential conflicts of interest that professional persons seeking to be retained in
a bankruptcy case must make to the
court prior to their retention.
This bill would close that loophole by
conditioning the compensation of professional
persons
retained
under
PROMESA upon certain disclosures
similar to those required under the
Bankruptcy Code.
Additionally, the bill would require
the United States Trustee to review
these disclosures and submit comments
in response to the court and also authorize the United States Trustee to
object to compensation requested by
the professionals.
Finally, H.R. 1192 would allow courts
to deny compensation for services and
reimbursement of expenses if the professional person did not comply with
the disclosure requirement, was not a
disinterested person, or represented or
held an interest adverse to the bankruptcy estate.
I thank Ms. VELÁZQUEZ for her leadership in championing this bill and for
her relentless dedication, which we all
have witnessed, to ensuring that the
people of Puerto Rico receive the fair,
efficient, and transparent restructuring process they deserve.
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I urge my colleagues to support this
bill, which was passed out of the House
last Congress by a unanimous vote.
Madam Speaker, as a senior member of the
Judiciary, Committee, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1192, the ‘‘Puerto Rico Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures Act of 2021’’ or
‘‘PRRADA Act,’’ which conditions compensation of professional persons retained under the
congressionally passed ‘‘Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability
Act’’ (‘‘PROMESA’’) upon the applicant providing certain disclosures similar to those required under Bankruptcy Code section 327.
In response to dire fiscal issues facing Puerto Rico at the time, Congress passed Pub. L.
114–187, the ‘‘Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Stability Act’’ or
‘‘PROMESA’’ in 2016, legislation I strongly
supported and cosponsored.
The Act established the Financial Oversight
and Management Board (Board), a fiscal control board comprised of seven members that
would have control over Puerto Rico’s budget,
laws, financial plans, and regulations.
It empowered the board to propose a budget for Puerto Rico and restructure its obligations owed to bondholders, estimated to be
$6.5 billion, and other creditors.
Although largely patterned on chapter 11 of
the Bankruptcy Code, PROMESA did not incorporate all facets of chapter 11 and other
relevant provisions of the Code.
For example, although the Board is authorized to retain and compensate professional
persons in connection with its efforts to reorganize Puerto Rico, PROMESA does not include certain restrictions that the Bankruptcy
Code requires for such purposes.
For example, Section 327 of the Bankruptcy
Code, unlike PROMESA, authorizes professional persons, such as attorneys, financial
advisors, appraisers, and others, to be retained in connection with the administration of
a bankruptcy case provided they meet the following conditions: first, such a person must
not hold or represent an interest adverse to
the bankruptcy estate; and second, the professional must be a ‘‘disinterested person.’’
As I indicated at the outset, H.R. 1192, the
‘‘Puerto Rico Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures Act of 2021’’ or ‘‘PRRADA,’’ conditions
compensation of professional persons retained
under PROMESA upon the applicant providing
certain disclosures similar to those required
under Bankruptcy Code section 327.
In addition, it would require the United
States Trustee to review such disclosures and
submit comments in response to the court as
well as authorize the United States trustee to
object to compensation requested by professionals. Further, the measure would apply
retroactively to professionals who have previously been awarded compensation.
Finally, H.R. 1192 would authorize the court
to deny allowance of compensation for services and reimbursement of expenses accruing
after the bill’s enactment date if the professional person did not comply with the disclosure requirement, was not a disinterested person, or represented or held an interest adverse to the bankruptcy estate.
I urge all Members to join me in voting for
H.R. 1192, the ‘‘Puerto Rico Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures Act of 2021.’’
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.
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I rise today in support of the Puerto
Rico Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures
Act.
In 2016, Puerto Rico was experiencing
significant financial pressures brought
on by sizable debt and related obligations. In response to Puerto Rico’s financial crisis, Congress enacted the
Puerto Rico Oversight, Management,2
and Economic Stability Act of 2016.
The 2016 law established a bankruptcy
mechanism for Puerto Rico to address
its obligations.
Like the general bankruptcy law, the
2016 law enables bankruptcy professionals, like accountants, consultants,
and lawyers, to apply for payment for
their services upon court approval. But
the 2016 law omitted disclosure requirements that apply to compensated professionals in proceedings under the
general Bankruptcy Code, title 11 of
the United States Code, pursuant to
rule 2014(a) of the Federal Rules of
Bankruptcy Procedure.
Most significantly, the gap in the
2016 law created a potential for undisclosed compensation terms and undiscovered conflicts of interest vis-a-vis
parties of interest for professionals
serving in Puerto Rico’s bankruptcy.
To address this concern, this bill applies the disclosure requirements of
rule 2014(a) to professionals serving in
connection with Puerto Rico’s bankruptcy and seeking compensation for6
those services.
The bill also requires oversight of the
disclosures that bankruptcy professionals make.
This bill’s disclosure and oversight
requirements increase the likelihood
that conflicts of interest will be caught
and timely addressed before compensation decisions are made.
Taken as a whole, this added transparency will benefit important interests, such as those of creditors and taxpayers—and ultimately, of Puerto Rico
itself.
Madam Speaker, I encourage my colleagues to support this bill, and I reserve the balance of my time.
b 1715
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
I yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ), the
author of this legislation and also a
champion, as all Members of the
United States Congress know, during
the very trying and difficult times of
our friends in Puerto Rico. It is her
voice that has been the most singularly
powerful in their advocacy, along with
her wonderful colleague, the distinguished representative, the Resident
Commissioner from Puerto Rico.
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Madam Speaker, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 1192. I
was proud to introduce this bill with
bipartisan support in the House.
I would like to take this opportunity
to thank Speaker of the House NANCY
PELOSI and Chairman JERRY NADLER
for bringing this legislation to the
floor, and Mr. BISHOP, the ranking
member of the subcommittee, and Sen-
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These provisions extend the same reator BOB MENENDEZ for introducing a
companion bill in the Senate.
quirements to decisions about the hirThe Puerto Rico Recovery Accuracy ing of personnel for the restructuring
in Disclosures Act of 2021, or PRRADA, as are imposed on such personnel under
eliminates a double standard currently existing bankruptcy rules. I think it is
facing Puerto Rico. Under U.S. Code important to have the same kind of
and Federal bankruptcy procedure, any rules for those people who are going to
conflicts of interest, or even the per- be managing, as we speak, those kinds
ception of such conflict, between those of negotiations.
working on the bankruptcy and the
Our intention is not to exclude any
debtor are required to be disclosed. people with expertise and knowledge
However, a loophole in the current law about Puerto Rico’s fiscal transactions
prevents this requirement from being from being resources in the restrucextended to the people of Puerto Rico. turing process, but I think it is essenIn 2016, Congress passed the Puerto tial that any such connection be clear
Rico Oversight, Management, and Eco- and known so that such persons’ qualinomic Stability Act, or PROMESA, to fications and the role they are going to
set up an orderly bankruptcy process be playing can be better evaluated.
to restructure its debt, stimulate ecoConflict of interest, or the appearnomic development, and put the island ance of a conflict of interest, can be
on a path to financial recovery. This best avoided if there are accountability
bill will extend current U.S. law, re- and transparency during the process.
quiring disclosures of conflicts of inter- This bill would allow that to happen.
est to Puerto Rico, thereby improving
This bill would require that such pertransparency and restoring confidence sonnel must disclose in detail their
in the island’s future.
participation and involvement with
Puerto Ricans should be confident any entity involved in the issuance of
that the board’s bankruptcy advisers Puerto Rico’s debt and in any claims
do not have their thumb on the scale to involving Puerto Rico’s debt, informfavor certain debts where they have a ing the identity of each one.
self-interest. This bipartisan bill enAnyone who is serving in the board—
sures integrity of the PROMESA proc- and I repeat, anyone who is serving in
ess.
the board—working to inform its deciWhile we can have different opinions
sions, or representing it before the title
on how effectively the oversight board
III court, must have the trust of all
is carrying out its mission, one thing
parties that they are committed to deshould be clear: The island’s residents
fending the interests of Puerto Rico to
should be entitled to the same rights
the best of their ability in accordance
and protections as any debtor on the
to the law and justice.
mainland.
A lack of transparency in personnel
Once more, I would like to thank
Chairman NADLER, the staff, and the decisions creates a lack of confidence
bipartisan cosponsors of the bill. I and distrust. Learning that someone
strongly encourage all Members to was involved in the business of one of
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this critical piece of leg- the parties in the case, only after they
islation. I also would like to recognize 4 are named and working on the case,
the gentlewoman from Puerto Rico does not create assurance of their com(Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN), who is a co- mitment to the best interests of Puerto
Rico or even managing the debt.
sponsor of the bill.
Our goal must be to reach the day
Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to that we will no longer need the provithe gentlewoman from Puerto Rico sions of PROMESA or the fiscal oversight board, and we can dedicate our(Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN).
Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN. Madam selves to rebuild our economy and proSpeaker, I rise in support of the Puerto vide for growth. But until that hapRico Recovery Accuracy in Disclosures pens, we must demand that those instruments created by PROMESA be acAct, H.R. 1192.
Representative VELÁZQUEZ and my- countable and transparent in their
self have proposed this bipartisan ini- processes. Anything else should be untiative in the last two Congresses, hav- acceptable.
That is the reason this bill, H.R. 1192,
ing achieved passage in the House during the last session. I think Congress- is important, and I ask my colleagues
woman VELÁZQUEZ is very thoughtful to support and pass this bill.
Madam Speaker, I say thank you to
in terms of how important this is and
the effects on PROMESA regarding the Congresswoman from New York
(Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for this bill and for althis bill.
We support this bill as an important lowing this initiative to be a bipartisan
component in ensuring the restruc- one.
Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina.
turing process under PROMESA, and it
Madam Speaker, I thank the gentlelooks out for Puerto Rico’s interests.
This legislation requires any counsel woman from Puerto Rico, and I thank
and professional personnel that the fi- the gentlewomen from Texas and New
nancial oversight board may hire to York.
work on a title III case for the restrucMadam Speaker, I urge my colturing of Puerto Rico’s debt to submit leagues to support the bill, and I yield
verified disclosures of their connec- back the balance of my time.
tions with the debtor, creditors, or perMs. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
sons employed by the oversight board I yield myself such time as I may conprior to being compensated.
sume.
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Madam Speaker, let me indicate
again, this is a very vital initiative to
continue to help in Puerto Rico’s recovery. Let me thank the gentlewoman
from New York for her leadership and,
of course, the gentlewoman from Puerto Rico. This partnership and bipartisan collaboration with the other cosponsors is very crucial as we continue
to work as a Congress to do our job for
the people of Puerto Rico.
H.R. 1192 closes a loophole under current law by establishing disclosure requirements regarding actual or potential conflicts of interest in the bankruptcy process under PROMESA. In
doing so, this legislation promotes
transparency and accountability in the
Puerto Rico restructuring process.
Again, I thank my colleague, Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ from New York, the author
of the bill, for her leadership on this
issue, and Mr. NADLER and his work.
I strongly urge my colleagues to support this commonsense measure. This,
of course, along with the gentlewoman
from Puerto Rico, is helping the people
of Puerto Rico, our neighbors and our
fellow Americans.
Madam Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1192.
The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.
Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, further proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until approximately 6:30 p.m. today.
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.), the House stood in recess.
f

b 1831
AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CUELLAR) at 6 o’clock and
31 minutes p.m.
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COLONEL CARLYLE ‘‘SMITTY’’
HARRIS POST OFFICE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 208) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located at 500 West Main Street, Suite
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102, in Tupelo, Mississippi, as the
‘‘Colonel Carlyle ‘Smitty’ Harris Post
Office’’, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
MFUME) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 406, nays 15,
not voting 10, as follows:
[Roll No. 32]
YEAS—406
Adams
Aderholt
Aguilar
Allen
Allred
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Auchincloss
Axne
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Barragán
Bass
Beatty
Bentz
Bera
Bergman
Beyer
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NC)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Boebert
Bonamici
Bost
Bourdeaux
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady
Brooks
Brown
Brownley
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Bustos
Calvert
Cammack
Carbajal
Cárdenas
Carl
Carson
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cartwright
Case
Castor (FL)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Cline
Cloud
Clyburn
Clyde
Cohen
Cole
Comer
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crawford
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Crenshaw
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Curtis
Davids (KS)
Davidson
Davis, Danny K.
Davis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Donalds
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duncan
Dunn
Eshoo
Estes
Evans
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel, Lois
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs
Gimenez
Gohmert
Golden
Gomez
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Gottheimer
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Green, Al (TX)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grijalva
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Haaland
Hagedorn
Harder (CA)
Harris
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Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hastings
Hayes
Hern
Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Higgins (NY)
Hill
Himes
Hinson
Hollingsworth
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Issa
Jackson
Jackson Lee
Jacobs (CA)
Jacobs (NY)
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kahele
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Keller
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (CA)
Kim (NJ)
Kind
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Kustoff
LaHood
Lamb
Lamborn
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
LaTurner
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Leger Fernandez
Lesko
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lieu
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Lowenthal
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luria
Lynch
Mace

Malinowski
Malliotakis
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Mann
Manning
Massie
Mast
Matsui
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
McClain
McClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McNerney
Meeks
Meijer
Meng
Meuser
Mfume
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (NC)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Newman
Norcross
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
Obernolte
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell

Payne
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Pfluger
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Ross
Rouzer
Roy
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Sánchez
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Spanberger
Spartz
Speier
Stanton

Bowman
Bush
Casten
Castro (TX)
Escobar

Espaillat
Garcı́a (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Jayapal
Jones

Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Stewart
Stivers
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Titus
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Upton
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velázquez
Wagner
Walberg
Walorski
Waltz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yarmuth
Young
Zeldin

NAYS—15
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pressley
Scanlon
Tlaib

NOT VOTING—10
Butterfield
Cheney
Emmer
Fudge

LaMalfa
Pence
Rodgers (WA)
Simpson

Weber (TX)
Williams (TX)

b 1913
Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois changed his
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
Messrs. MALINOWSKI, SMITH of Nebraska, and CARL changed their vote
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
So (two-thirds being in the affirmative) 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.
MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Allred (Davids
(KS))
Barragán (Beyer)
Bilirakis
(Fleischmann)
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Bowman (Clark
(MA))
Boyle, Brendan
F. (Jeffries)
Buchanan
(Donalds)

Cárdenas
(Gomez)
Carter (TX)
(Nehls)
DeSaulnier
(Matsui)

