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Perry This Week 

 
The representative hosted a tele-town hall on Wednesday, July 11 from 6:55-7:55 PM. The replay of the town hall 
is available here. Questions came up about what is being done to address school safety, the issue of reuniting 
families at the border. Perry says he might cosponsor the three bills currently under consideration. Perry stated 
that the “vast majority” of the separated children are accompanied by an adult that is not their parent, citing this as 
a complicating factor that raises the possibility of human trafficking. Although there have been several 
documented cases of adults falsely claiming children as their own, it is certainly not a “vast majority” as Rep. 
Perry claimed. A question also arose about the solvency of Social Security system.    
 
Perry also introduced a bill, H.R. 6374:To require the Department of Homeland Security to streamline 
Federal contractor fitness determinations, and for other purposes. The bill is co-sponsored by Michael 
McCaul [R-TX10]. This bill was referred to the House Committee on Homeland Security which will consider it 
before sending it to the House floor for consideration. Perry is a member of the committee. The text of the bill is 
not yet available. 

 

Perry Tweeted just three times this week: once to announce the tele-town hall, once to link to the White House 

Internship program, and once to post the link to the replay of the July 11 town hall.    
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Votes of Interest   
 
H.R. 50: Unfunded Mandates Information and Transparency Act of 2017 
This bill marks a milestone in a debate about the role of government that has been occurring sporadically for the 
last four decades. It is a deeply complex issue of government philosophy. The Congressional Research Service 
issue a white paper on unfunded mandate reform three months ago. It states: 

Advocates argue that these reforms will improve the quality of congressional deliberations and... enhance 
the ability of Congress, federal agencies, and the public to identify federal mandates that may impose undue 
harm on state, local, and tribal governments and the private sector. Opponents argue that these reforms are 
an assault on the nation’s health, safety, and environmental protections, would erect new barriers to 
unnecessarily slow down the regulatory process, and would give regulated industries an unfair advantage to 
water down consumer protections. 
 
Underlying disagreements over UMRA’s future are fundamentally different values concerning American 
federalism. One view emphasizes the importance of freeing state and local government officials from the 
constraints brought about by the directives and costs associated with federal mandates so they can 
experiment with innovative ways to achieve results with greater efficiency and cost effectiveness. This view 
focuses on the positive effect active state and local governments can have in promoting a sense of state and 
community responsibility and self-reliance, encouraging participation and civic responsibility by allowing 
more people to become involved in public questions, adapting public programs to state and local needs and 
conditions, and reducing the political turmoil that sometimes results from single policies that govern the 
entire nation. 
 
Another view emphasizes the federal government’s responsibility to ensure that all citizens are afforded 
minimum levels of essential government services. This view focuses on the propensity of states to restrict 
governmental services because they compete with one another for businesses and taxpaying residents; the 
variation in state fiscal capacities that makes it difficult for some states to provide certain governmental 

https://vekeo.com/event/repscottperry-40507/
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6374?utm_campaign=govtrack_email_update&utm_source=govtrack/email_update&utm_medium=email
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6374?utm_campaign=govtrack_email_update&utm_source=govtrack/email_update&utm_medium=email
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6374?utm_campaign=govtrack_email_update&utm_source=govtrack/email_update&utm_medium=email
https://twitter.com/RepScottPerry/status/1016684650608111616
https://twitter.com/RepScottPerry/status/1017405660542197760
https://twitter.com/RepScottPerry/status/1017405660542197760
https://twitter.com/RepScottPerry/status/1017771835935600640
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/votes/115-2018/h328
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R40957.pdf


 

 

services even though they might have the political will to do so; and the propensity of states to have different 
views concerning what services are essential and what constitutes a sufficient level of essential government 
services. 
 

In a vote on July 13, 2018, this bill passed 230–168. All of the Republicans present voted for the measure, along 
with 10 Democrats.  Perry voted YES. 
 
H.R. 3281: Reclamation Title Transfer and Non-Federal Infrastructure Incentivization Act 
This is a technical bill that will change the process governing transfers of federal water facilities to local 
management. Currently, it requires an Act of Congress for local water managers to take ownership of a federally 
owned water project. This bill streamlines the administrative process to enact such changes. The bill’s author, 
Rep. Doug Lamborn (R-Colo.) explains, “Over the years, populations in the west have continued to grow while the 
infrastructure aged. Many facilities are in disrepair and require new investment. Uncertain federal funding and 
burdensome regulation cripple development of critical water resources. This Act maintains congressional 
oversight while granting local water districts the flexibility to fulfill the needs of their communities.” Critics of the bill 
are concerned that the proposed changes to the administrative process could bypass congressional oversight of 
federally mandated steps such as environmental impact studies and adherence to the Endangered Species Act. 
This bill passed, 233–184 on July 12, 2018.  Perry voted YES. 
 
H.R. 200: Strengthening Fishing Communities, Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries Management Act 
This was an under-the-radar vote for a bill that increases the risk of overfishing by weakening science-based 
annual catch limits and accountability measures and undermines rebuilding requirements. If you'd like to know 
more about this pro-business, anti-environment bill, please read the linked letter from the Marine Fish 
Conservation Network, which vigorously opposed this bill. They said: 

This legislation is a product of a flawed process that does not honor the long legacy of bipartisanship 
established by the sponsors of the original act in 1976, the same legacy honored in each of the law’s 
subsequent reauthorizations. Instead, this bill is a partisan attempt to undermine the conservation gains that 
have been made in rebuilding this nation’s fish stocks and would undermine American small businesses and 
communities that are key to our strong coastal economies. 

As one might expect from this Congress, the vote went against environmental interests and in favor of big 
business and deregulation. It passed, 222–193 on July 11, 2018.  Perry voted YES. 
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Tracking Perry in the Age of Trump 
The lower the number, the more the legislator votes in opposition to the Trump agenda. 

Rep. Scott Perry — 84.5%  
 

Nate Silver’s FiveThirtyEight website assesses the voting records of our MoCs to provide this index, by comparing 
any bills where President Trump has stated a position, and comparing the vote of the legislator to that opinion.  
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Legislation of Interest:  

 
S. 3211: A bill to ensure greater accountability by licensed firearms dealers 
Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.) introduced this bill on July 12, 2018. It has 13 co-sponsors, all Democrats. The Brady 
Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence reports that 90 percent of the guns used in crimes across the country were 
supplied by about 5 percent of the nation’s dealers. This bill aims to address the problem presented by those “bad 
apple” dealers by increasing the number of Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) inspections allowed 
per year, creating new criminal penalties for dealers who aid gun trafficking, and providing for flexible enforcement 
mechanisms. In a press release on the bill, Senator Markey said: 

“We have seen the devastating consequences of not holding gun dealers who engage in illegal sales 
practices accountable. By increasing inspections and penalties, we can decrease the number of guns falling 
in to the wrong hands. And by strengthening accountability measures for all gun dealers and equipping ATF 
with the tools to enforce the law, we can prevent further gun violence from occurring.” 

This appears to be the kind of common sense gun-related legislation that could make an actual difference in 
stemming the flow of illegal weapons in circulation. Please consider calling both of our senators and asking them 
to co-sponsor this legislation. 

https://www.govtrack.us/congress/votes/115-2018/h325
https://mavensnotebook.com/2018/07/13/news-worth-noting-house-passes-bill-to-support-critical-water-infrastructure-for-tribes-local-communities-grijalva-republicans-still-scamming-the-public-on-endangered-species-act-pushing-destruct/
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/votes/115-2018/h321
http://conservefish.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/MFCN-HR-200-Opposition-Letter-6.22.2018.pdf
https://projects.fivethirtyeight.com/congress-trump-score/scott-perry/
https://fivethirtyeight.com/
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/s3211
http://www.bradycampaign.org/our-impact/campaigns/keep-crime-guns-off-our-streets
http://www.bradycampaign.org/our-impact/campaigns/keep-crime-guns-off-our-streets
https://www.markey.senate.gov/news/press-releases/senator-markey-introduces-legislation-to-hold-bad-actor-gun-dealers-accountable


 

 

 
S. 3188/H.R. 6358: Gay and Trans Panic Defense Prohibition Act of 2018 
Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.) introduced the Senate version of this bill on July 10, 2018. It has five co-sponsors, all 
Democrats, and it is pending in the Senate Judiciary Committee.  Rep. Joe Kennedy (D-Mass.) introduced the 
House version on July 12, 2018.  The House version has 10 co-sponsors, also all Democrats, and is pending in 
the House Judiciary Committee. If you would like background on the gay panic defense, the LGBT Bar 
Association offers a primer on the issue. In short, it says: 

Gay and trans “panic” defense tactics ask a jury to find that a victim’s sexual orientation or gender identity is 
to blame for the defendant’s excessively violent reaction. The perpetrator claims that the victim’s sexual 
orientation or gender identity not only explain – but excuse – their loss of self-control and subsequent 
assault of an LGBT individual. 

Gay panic defenses are legal in 48 states, with only California and Illinois having outlawed them. Three other 
states and the District of Columbia have legislation outlawing the defense pending. 
 
Rep. Kennedy made the following statement upon the introduction of the bills: 

Murdering or assaulting anyone because of their sexual orientation or gender identity is not a defense, it is a 
hate crime. Legal loopholes written into our laws that seek to justify violent attacks against our gay, lesbian, 
bisexual, and transgender neighbors should never have existed in the first place. I am proud to introduce 
this legislation with Senator Markey and believe that our colleagues will echo our urgency in ensuring hate 
does not live in our courtrooms. 

Please consider calling all three members of Congress to request that they throw their support behind this effort to 
counteract hate in our legal system. 
 
H.R. 6361: To establish a Commission tasked with establishing a humane immigration enforcement 
system, terminate Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
Rep. Mark Pocan (D-Wis.) introduced this bill on July 12, 2018.  it has eight co-sponsors, all Democrats, and it is 
pending in three committees: House Homeland Security, House Judiciary and House Ways and Means.  Since 
the Trump Administration’s “zero-tolerance” policy and the family separation crisis began, calls of “Abolish ICE” 
(Immigration and Customs Enforcement) have become more and more prevalent in public discourse. This bill 
calls for the creation of a “Commission to Study and Establish a Fair and Humane System of Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement.” Within six months, the commission would report to Congress on a transition plan to 
establish a new government agency to handle the responsibilities ICE currently manages. ICE would be  
disbanded one year after the bill is enacted. 
 
This bill’s introduction has created a political firestorm. Vox describes it best: 

For the first time in years, House Democrats are getting the chance to vote on a Democrat-sponsored 
immigration bill — and they are planning to vote against it. House Republican leaders said they would bring 
up a vote for a contentious “Abolish ICE” bill proposed by three progressive Democrats — Reps. Mark 
Pocan (D-WI), Pramila Jayapal (D-WA), and Adriano Espaillat (D-NY) — knowing it would put the minority 
party in a difficult position. Republicans know Abolish ICE is divisive for Democrats, so they’re taking the 
most left-wing proposal out there and putting it up for a vote. 
 
Progressive Democrats never thought their messaging bill, which would have disbanded Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement agency within a year, would make it to the floor. They didn’t try to build a coalition 
around it or even reach out to parts of the Democratic conference, Jayapal said. Now, they are trying to find 
a way to match Republican gamesmanship. 

 
Republican leadership in the House is using this bill as an opportunity to present Democrats as unrealistic and 
extreme. The Hill reports that Steve Scalise, the House Majority Whip, observed, “Democrats have been trying to 
make July 4th about abolishing ICE, which is a radical, extreme position that would lead to open borders and 
undermine America's national security. I think it's the wrong approach. I think everyone ought to be on record 
about where they stand on that issue.” The key here for activists is to not let the GOP shape the discourse on our 
behalf. Much as they earlier brought up an abortion-related vote last year not because it had any chance of 
becoming law, but so they could enrage liberal activists and put red state Democrats up for re-election in a difficult 
political place, the House leadership is using this bill as a tool to divide progressives. Do not play into their hands. 
 
H.Res. 987: Condemning the Attorney General’s decision in “Matter of A-B-” seeking to declare domestic 
violence and gang violence as invalid grounds for seeking asylum 
Rep. Janice Schakowsky (D-Ill.) introduced this resolution on July 11, 2018.  The resolution has 81 co-sponsors, 
all Democrats, and is pending in the House Judiciary Committee. Back in May, Attorney General Jeff Sessions 
made the following statement at a law enforcement event in Scottsdale, Arizona: 

https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/s3188/text
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6358/text
https://lgbtbar.org/what-we-do/programs/gay-and-trans-panic-defense/
https://lgbtbar.org/what-we-do/programs/gay-and-trans-panic-defense/
https://www.markey.senate.gov/news/press-releases/senator-markey-and-rep-kennedy-introduce-legislation-to-ban-use-of-gay-and-trans-panic-defense
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6361/text
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr6361/text
https://www.vox.com/2018/7/13/17568170/house-democrats-abolish-ice-bill-jayapal-pocan-immigration-congress
http://thehill.com/blogs/floor-action/house/396721-house-gop-to-bring-dem-abolish-ice-bill-up-for-vote
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hr36
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hres987/text
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/115/hres987/text
https://ktar.com/story/2054280/ag-jeff-sessions-says-closing-loopholes-can-fight-illegal-immigration/


 

 

We’ve had situations in which a person comes to the United States and says they are victim of domestic 
violence; therefore they are entitled to enter the United States. Well that’s obviously false, but some judges 
have gone along with that. If  you’re a victim of domestic violence in the United States, are you entitled to 
demand entry in England or Canada? Of course not. 

Within several weeks, Session made the decision to issue a ruling in a pending immigration case, called the 
“Matter of A-B-,” that would turn that Scottsdale statement into policy. Under this new policy, “an applicant seeking 
to establish persecution based on violent conduct of a private actor must show more than the government’s 
difficulty controlling private behavior. The applicant must show that the government condoned the private actions 
or demonstrated an inability to protect the victims.” 
 
This new resolution condemns this new policy and “identifies Attorney General Sessions’ decision as the next 
cruel step in the Trump Administration’s intentional and cruel scheme to dismantle the United States asylum 
system.” Additionally it states that the House of Representatives “remains actively committed to reconstituting, 
preserving, and defending asylum laws that allow victims of domestic violence to seek life-saving refuge and 
protection in the United States.”  
 
H.R. 6353: To amend the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to prohibit the United States 
Government from accessing and using information of United States persons collected under section 702 
of such Act without a warrant 
Rep. Phil Roe (R-Tenn.) introduced this bill on July 12, 2018. It does not yet have any co-sponsors, and it is 
pending in the House Judiciary and Permanent Select Intelligence Committees. Section 702 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) is one of the most complex political issues of our time. It is one of the few 
topics in Washington that completely avoids cleavage along political party lines. Basically, Section 702 is the 
provision that allows the intelligence apparatus of the US government to collect,store and analyze 
communications metadata from citizens without receiving a warrant. That does no justice to the philosophic and 
practical implications of this program.  

● For a civil liberties perspective, read the ACLU’s assessment 
● For a legal/intelligence-themed review, read Lawfare’s analysis 
● For a political explainer, read the CNN Politics article 

When FISA reauthorization came up for a vote in January 2018, it passed 256–164.  The Democrats broke about 
one-third in favor of the bill and two-thirds against it. The Republicans were about four-fifths in favor of the bill and 
one-fifth against it. Rep. Roe was one of those Republicans who voted against the FISA reauthorization. When he 
introduced this bill, he said: 

“I still believe we must do more to protect the constitutional liberties guaranteed to all American citizens, 
which is why today I introduced the FOURTH Amendment Warrants Act. Americans’ security should not 
have to come at the expense of their Constitutional rights. I have long held concerns that intelligence 
operations do not adequately protect civil liberties, which is why I am introducing this legislation to increase 
transparency in our nation’s surveillance programs. One of the things that makes our country great – and 
distinguishes our legal system from that of other countries – is that we give our citizens the right to due 
process and protection from arbitrary government intrusion into their lives. We must do everything possible 
to maintain these precious freedoms, and I am hopeful this bill will be a step forward in safeguarding 
Americans from unlawful government intrusion.” 

This new bill would completely rework with intelligence metadata collection efforts and require warrants for the 
collection of any electronic materials from US citizens. Expect this bill to become a flashpoint for civil libertarians. 
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Adapted from the weekly PA-08 MoCTrack report, compiled by Gary Garb & Kierstyn Piotrowski Zolfo 
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