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Ciqf Council

The Honorable Margie Mejia, Tribal Chair
Lytton Rancheria Band of Pomo Indians
437 Aviation Drive

Santa Rosa, CA 95403

SUBJECT: H.R. 1388 LEGISLATION - “LYTTON RANCHERIA ACT OF 2019"
Dear Tribal Chair Mejia:
Congratulations!

The City of San Pablo understands that your recent re-introduced federal
legislation, H.R. 1388 (D-Huffman) — “The Lytton Rancheria Act of 2019",
overwhelming passed the U.S. House of Representatives (Congress) in
accordance with the recent U.S. Congressional Record - House dated March
26, 2019 (See Attachments).

Currently, following this recent action by the US Congress, the City of San Pablo
(City) understands that this federal legislation was referred to the U.S. Senate
for consideration, read twice, and is now before the U.S. Senate's Committee
on Indian Affairs for further discussion/review.

On behdalf of the San Pablo City Council, the City understands how vitally
important this federal legislation is to you and the Lytton Tribe in obtaining the
necessary federal support to facilitate future development of your Tribal
homestead, resort and winery project near the Town of Windsor in Sonoma
County, CA.
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Over the last several years, the City has witnessed the long and arduous
process that you and the Lytton Tribe have undertaken with previous legislative
bills not obtaining the necessary federal support to move forward in the
legislative process to make the Lytton Tribal homestead project come into
fruition. We understand that this must have been very frustrating and caused
considerable distress for you and the Lytton Tribe.

However, given the recent support for HR 1388 (D-Huffman) legislation from the
U.S. Congress in March 2019, we sincerely wish you the best of luck on your
continued success with the U.S. Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and the
remainder of the federal legislative process in getting this legislation successfully
passed by both houses in the near future.

Should you need the San Pablo City Council to provide any formal support for
your proposed legislation, please do not hesitate to make contact with San
Pablo City Manager Matt Rodriguez at (510) 215-3016, or via email at:
MattR@SanPabloCa.gov to facilitate this request for formal City Council
consideration and approval.

Thank you for your fime and consideration.

Sincerely, .

Rich Kinney, Mayor
City of San Pablo

Attachments: (1) U.S. Congressional Record-House dated March 26, 2019

cc: Larmry Stidham, Tribal Legal Counsel, Stidham Law Offices
Michael Gorczynski, General Manager, Casino San Pablo

San Pablo City Counciimembers
City Manager
City Attorney



H2812

The emergency is political. It is not
national security. It is not drugs.

We have a humanitarian crisis at the
border—yes, we do—and what is a wall
going to do about that?

They come to the border. They stand
there and they say: We want to apply
for asylum in the United States.

If they come across in a remote area,
they hope they come across a Border
Patrol agent because they want to sur-
render at the moment, right there, and
get some shelter and get medical care.
They are now organizing busloads to
come up from Guatemala and Hon-
duras.

We are not dealing with the root
problems down there, and we are not
dealing with the smugglers who are
now hiring very nice, luxury buses as
opposed to the old ride on that killer
train that people used to take to come
up, when there were smugglers who
would often rape them, kill them, rob
them, whatever else. Now they have
converted to: Oh, let’s put them in a
luxury coach and they will have rest
stops and everything else.

This has become big business. Why
aren’t we doing something about that?
The wall will do nothing about that—
nothing.

Why, why, why are we going to waste
billions of dollars on a medieval for-
tress that won't work?

I urge my colleagues to vote and
override the veto of the President of
the United States; restore the integrity
of the Congress of the United States
and the appropriations process under
Article I of the Constitution of the
United States.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the joint resolution,
the objections of the President to the
contrary notwithstanding?

Under the Constitution, the vote
must be by the yeas and nays.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this gquestion will
be postponed.

e ——

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 26, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Represenlatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule IT
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 26, 2019, at 9:21 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 863.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

R ——

LYTTON RANCHERIA HOMELANDS
ACT OF 2019

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1388) to take lands in Sonoma
County, California, into trust as part
of the reservation of the Lytton
Rancheria of California, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1388

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the
Rancheria Homelands Act of 2019”.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The Lytton Rancheria of California is a
federally recognized Indian tribe that lost its
homeland after its relationship to the United
States was unjustly and unlawfully termi-
nated in 1958. The Tribe was restored to Fed-
eral recognition in 1991, but the conditions of
its restoration have prevented it from re-
gaining a homeland on its original lands.

(2) Congress needs to take action to reverse
historic injustices that befell the Tribe and
that have prevented it from regaining a via-
ble homeland for its people.

(3) Prior to European contact there were as
many as 350,000 Indians living in what is now
the State of California. By the turn of the
19th century, that number had been reduced
to approximately 15,000 individuals, many of
them homeless and living in scattered bands
and communities.

(4) The Lytton Rancheria’s original home-
land was purchased by the United States in
1926 pursuant to congressional authority de-
signed to remedy the unique tragedy that be-
fell the Indians of California and provide
them with reservations called Rancherias to
be held in trust by the United States.

() After the Lytton Rancheria lands were
purchased by the United States, the Tribe
settled on the land and sustained itself for
several decades by farming and ranching.

(6) By the mid-1950s, Federal Indian policy
had shifted back towards a policy of termi-
nating the Federal relationship with Indian
tribes. In 1958, Congress enacted the
Rancheria Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 619), which
slated 41 Rancherias in California, including
the Lytton Rancheria, for termination after
certain conditions were met.

(7) On August 1, 1961, the Federal Govern-
ment terminated its relationship with the
Lytton Rancheria. This termination was ille-
gal because the conditions for termination
under the Rancheria Act had never been met.
After termination was implemented, the
Tribe lost its lands and was left without any
means of supporting itself.

(8) In 1987, the Tribe joined three other
tribes in a lawsuit against the United States
challenging the illegal termination of their
Rancherias. A Stipulated Judgment in the
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case, Scotts Valley Band of Pomo Indians of
the Sugar Bowl Rancheria v. United States,
No. C-86-3660 (N.D.Cal. March 22, 1991), re-
stored the Lytton Rancheria to its status as
a federally recognized Indian tribe.

(9) The Stipulated Judgment provides that
the Lytton Rancheria would have the “‘indi-
vidual and collective status and rights”
which it had prior to its termination and ex-
pressly contemplated the acquisition of trust
lands for the Lytton Rancheria.

(10) The Stipulated Judgment contains pro-
visions, included at the request of the local
county governments and neighboring land-
owners, that prohibit the Lytton Rancheria
from exercising its full Federal rights on its
original homeland in the Alexander Valley.

(11) In 2000, approximately 9.5 acres of land
in San Pablo, California, was placed in trust
status for the Lytton Rancheria for eco-
nomic development purposes.

(12) The Tribe has since acquired, from
willing sellers at fair market value, property
in Sonoma County near the Tribe's historic
Rancheria. This property, which the Tribe
holds in fee status, is suitable for a new
homeland for the Tribe.

(13) On a portion of the land to be taken
into trust, which portion totals approxi-
mately 124.12 acres, the Tribe plans to build
housing for its members and governmental
and community facilities.

(14) A portion of the land to be taken into
trust is being used for viniculture, and the
Tribe intends to develop more of the lands to
be taken into trust for viniculture. The
Tribe’s investment in the ongoing
viniculture operation has reinvigorated the
vineyards, which are producing high-quality
wines. The Tribe is operating its vineyards
on a sustainable basis and is working toward
certification of sustainability.

(15) No gaming shall be conducted on the
lands to be taken into trust by this Act.

(16) No gaming shall be conducted on any
lands taken into trust on behalf of the Tribe
in Sonoma County after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(17) By directing that these lands be taken
into trust, the United States will ensure that
the Lytton Rancheria will finally have a per-
manently protected homeland on which the
Tribe can once again live communally and
plan for future generations. This action is
necessary to fully restore the Tribe to the
status it had before it was wrongfully termi-
nated in 1961.

(18) The Tribe and County of Sonoma have
entered into a Memorandum of Agreement as
amended in 2018 in which the County agrees
to the lands in the County being taken into
trust for the benefit of the Tribe in consider-
ation for commitments made by the Tribe.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this Act, the following
definitions apply:

(1) COUNTY.—The term ‘‘County” means
Sonoma County, California.
(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”

means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) TRIBE.—The term “Tribe’’ means the
Lytton Rancheria of California.

SEC. 4. LANDS TO BE TAKEN INTO TRUST.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The land owned by the
Tribe and generally depicted on the map ti-
tled *“Lytton Fee Owned Property to be
Taken into Trust” and dated May 1, 2015, is
hereby taken into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe, subject to valid existing rights, con-
tracts, and management agreements related
to easements and rights-of-way.

(b) LANDS To BE MADE PART OF THE RES-
ERVATION.—Lands taken into trust under
subsection (a) shall be part of the Tribe’s res-
ervation and shall be administered in accord-
ance with the laws and regulations generally
applicable to property held in trust by the
United States for an Indian tribe.
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SEC. 5. GAMING.

(a) LANDS TAKEN INTO TRUST UNDER THIS
AcT.—Lands taken into trust for the benefit
of the Tribe under section 4 shall not be eli-
gible for gaming under the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (25 U.8.C. 2701 et seq.).

(b) OTHER LANDS TARKEN INTO TRUST.—
Lands taken into trust for the benefit of the
Tribe in Sonoma County after the date of the
enactment of this Act shall not be eligible
for gaming under the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act (256 U.S.C. 2710 et seq.).

SEC. 6. APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN LAW.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the Memorandum of Agreement entered
into by the Tribe and the County concerning
taking land in the County into trust for the
benefit of the Tribe, which was approved by
the County Board of Supervisors on March
10, 2015, and any addenda and supplement or
amendment thereto, is not subject to review
or approval of the Secretary in order to be
effective, including review or approval under
section 2103 of the Revised Statutes (25
U.S.C. 81).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COOK) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, T
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the measure under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Along with dozens of other California
Tribes, the Lytton Band of Pomo Indi-
ans had its relationship with the Fed-
eral Government terminated in 1958,
resulting in the loss of its Federal sta-
tus and all of its Tribal lands.

The Tribe’s federally recognized sta-
tus was eventually restored, but its
reservation lands were not. As a result,
with the exception of a small parcel of
land that Congress provided for gaming
in San Pablo, the Tribe has heen left
essentially landless and without a res-
ervation since it was terminated.

H.R. 1388 will address that issue by
taking approximately 511 acres in
Sonoma County, California, into trust
as part of the reservation of the Lytton
Rancheria. On 124 acres of the land, the
Tribe plans to build housing for its
members, as well as governmental and
community facilities. Another portion
of the land is currently being used for
viniculture, and the Tribe intends to
develop more of the lands for the same
purpose.

In response to local concerns, the
Tribe has agreed that the lands will
not be used for gaming. This is pro-
vided in the text of the legislation as
well as in a binding memorandum of
agreement with the Sonoma County
Board of Supervisors.

In addition to the memorandum of
agreement with the County of Sonoma,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the Tribe has also entered into agree-
ments with the local school district
and the local fire department. Addi-
tionally, the Tribe is working with the
city of Windsor to ensure appropriate
water and sewer hookup.
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By directing that these lands be
taken into trust, the United States will
ensure that the Lytton Rancheria will
finally have a permanently protected
homeland on which they can once
again live as a community and plan for
the future.

An identical bill passed the House
last Congress by voice vote, and I urge
quick adoption of this legislation as
well.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1388 will pro-

vide for the acquisition of a number of.

acres of noncontiguous land in trust
for the benefit of Lytton Rancheria.
The lands, located in Sonoma County
next to the town of Windsor, are the
subject of a fee-to-trust application
filed by the Tribe with the Department
of the Interior in 2009.

Neither the Obama nor Trump ad-
ministration has provided a reason why
the Tribe’s application has not been ap-
proved in the last 10 years.

The Tribe has testified that it in-
tends to use a portion of the land for
tribal housing, while the rest would
support a diverse range of economic de-
velopment, including plans for a future
resort and winery.

I notice everyone paid attention to
that last word.

An identical measure passed the
House in the previous Congress, and it
has been reported twice by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, though
not in the current Congress.

Madam Speaker, I urge adoption of
the measure, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1388.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

LITTLE SHELL TRIBE OF CHIP-
PEWA INDIANS RESTORATION
ACT OF 2019

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 297) to extend the Federal
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recognition to the Little Shell Tribe of
Chippewa, Indians of Montana, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 297

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Little Shell
Tribe of Chippewa Indians Restoration Act of
2019,

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) MEMBEER.—The term ‘‘member” means
an individual who is enrolled in the Tribe
pursuant to section 6.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary”
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) TRIBE.—The term ‘“Tribe” means the
Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa Indians of
Montana.

SEC. 3. FEDERAL RECOGNITION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Federal recognition is ex-
tended to the Tribe.

(b) EFFECT OF FEDERAL LAws.—Except as
otherwise provided in this Act, all Federal
laws (including regulations) of general appli-
cation to Indians and Indian tribes, includ-
ing the Act of June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 5101 et
seq.) (commonly known as the ‘‘Indian Reor-
ganization Act’’), shall apply to the Tribe
and members.

SEC. 4. FEDERAL SERVICES AND BENEFITS.

(a) IN GENERAL,—Beginning on the date of
enactment of this Act, the Tribe and each
member shall be eligible for all services and
benefits provided by the United States to In-
dians and federally recognized Indian tribes,
without regard to—

(1) the existence of a reservation for the
Tribe; or

(2) the location of the residence of any
mermnber on or near an Indian reservation.

(b) SERVICE AREA.—For purposes of the de-
livery of services and benefits to members,
the service area of the Tribe shall be consid-
ered to be the area comprised of Blaine, Cas-
cade, Glacier, and Hill Counties in the State
of Montana.

SEC. 5. REAFFIRMATION OF RIGHTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this Act di-
minishes any right or privilege of the Tribe
or any member that existed before the date
of enactment of this Act.

(b) CLAIMS OF TRIBE.—BExcept as otherwise
provided in this Act, nothing in this Act al-
ters or affects any legal or equitable claim of
the Tribe to enforce any right or privilege
reserved by, or granted to, the Tribe that
was wrongfully .denied to, or taken from, the
Tribe before the date of enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 6. MEMBERSHIP ROLL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of receiv-
ing recognition, services, and benefits pursu-
ant to this Act, the Tribe shall submit to the
Secretary, by not later than 18 months after
the date of enactment of this Act, a member-
ship roll consisting of the name of each indi-
vidual enrolled as a member of the Tribe.

(b) DETERMINATION' OF MEMBERSHIP.—The
qualifications for inclusion on the member-
ship roll of the Tribe shall be determined in
accordance with sections 1 through 3 of arti-
cle 5 of the constitution of the Tribe dated
September 10, 1977 (including amendments to
the constitution).

(¢) MAINTENANCE OF ROLL.—The Tribe shall
maintain the membership roll under this
section.

SEC. 7. TRANSFER OF LAND.

(a) HOMELAND.—The Secretary shall ac-

quire, for the benefit of the Tribe, trust title
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Final Vote Results for Roll Call 128

FINAL VOTE RESULTS FOR ROLL CALL 128

(Democrats in roman; Republicans in italic; Independents underlined)

2/3 YEA-AND-NAY
QUESTION: On Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass

BILL TITLE: Lytton Rancheria Homelands Act

26-Mar-2019

2:22 PM

Page 1 of 4

| | YEAS | NAYS | PRES || NV |

[DEMOCRATIC [ 231| |l I 3|

IREPUBLICAN Il 173 21 [ 3|

[INDEPENDENT | | I | |

[TOTALS | 404)| 21 | 3
-— YEAS 404 ---

ldbraham Gonzalez (TX) O'Halleran

Adams Gooden Ocasio-Cortez

Aguilar Gosar Olson

Allen Gotthelner (Ymar

Allred Graoves (GA) Palazzo

Amodei Graves (LA) Pallone

L[ drmstrong Graves (MO) Panetta

Arringion Green (TN) Pappas

Axne Green (TX) Pascrell

Bacen Griffith Payne

Baird Grjalva Pence

Balderson Guest Perlmutter

Banks Guthrie \Perry

Barr Haaland Peters

Barragan Huagedorn Peterson

Bass Harder (CA) Phillips

Bealty Hurizier Pingree

Bera Hastings Pocan

\Bergman Hayes orfer

Beyer Heck Posey

\Biggs Hern, Kevin Pressley

\Bilirakis Herrera Beurler LP'n'ce (NC)

Bishop (GA) Hice (GA) Quigley

[Blumenauer Higgins (LA) Raskin

Blunt Rochester Hili (4R) Rarcliffe

Bonamici Hill {CA) Reed

Bost Himes Rice (NY)

Buyle, Breudan F Holding Richmond

Brady Hollingsworih iygiemaun

Brindisi tHorn, Kendra S. odgers (WA4)

htip:/7cleck house.gov/evs/2019/roll1 28 Xl
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|Brooks (IN)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cartwright
Case

Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cline
Clyburn
Cohen

Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Connolly
Cook
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crist

Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kaptur

Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim

Kind

King (14)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick

Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamb
Lamborn
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2019/roll128.xml
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Roe, David P.
Rogers (KY)
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rose, John W.
Rouda
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Rutherford
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
pS‘himkus
impson
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Spanberger
Spano
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube

4/24/2019
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Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Curtis
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Davis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
\DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael F.
\Duffy
\Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
[Espaillat
Fstes

Evans
Ferguson
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fletcher
Flores
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx (NC)
Frankel
Fudge
Fulcher
Gabbard
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi

Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis

Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan

Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney, Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marshall
Massie
Mast
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McNerney
Meadows
Meeks
Meng
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Mullin

Murphy

http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2019/roll128.xml

Stevens

Stewart

Stivers

Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano

Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons

Tipton

Titus

Tlaib

Tonko

Torres (CA)
Torres Small (NM)
Trahan

Trone

Turner
Underwood
Upton

[Van Drew
[Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden

Walker
Walorski

Waltz
Wasserman Schultz
Waters

Watkins

Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wexton

Wild

Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Womack
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Garcia (IL) Nadler Woodall
Garcia (TX) Napolitano Wright
Gianforte Neal Yarmuth
Gibbs Neguse Yoho
Golden Newhouse Young
Gomez Norcross Zeldin
Gonzalez (OH) Nunes

—— NAYS 21 -
[ Aderholt Cloud Norman
Amash Davidson (OH) Palmer
Babin Gohmert Rice (SC)
Bishop (UT) Grothman Roby
Brooks (AL) Harris Rogers (AL)
Burchett Lesko Roy
Burgess Mooney (WV) Weber (TX)

—-NOT VOTING 6 —

Deutch Higgins (NY) Speier
Granger |\Reschenthaler Wilson (SC)
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