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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BEAN of Florida). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
April 19, 2023. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable AARON 
BEAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2023, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with time equally 
allocated between the parties and each 
Member other than the majority and 
minority leaders and the minority 
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no 
event shall debate continue beyond 
11:50 a.m. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE ACHIEVEMENT 
OF DETROIT’S FOREIGN LAN-
GUAGE IMMERSION AND CUL-
TURAL STUDIES MIDDLE SCHOOL 
ROBOTICS TEAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Ms. TLAIB) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to celebrate the achievement of De-
troit’s Foreign Language Immersion 
and Cultural Studies School’s Middle 
School Robotics Team’s outstanding 
performance in competition this year. 

The team is Detroit public schools’ 
first team in more than 30 years to 

travel to the For Inspiration and Rec-
ognition of Science and Technology 
International Championship. Later this 
month, the FLICS Robotics Team will 
be taking on the best teams from all 
over the world in this high-stakes, 
4-day competition. 

Team Techno Phoenix has worked 
hard and persevered in competition 
throughout the season, including an 
outstanding performance at our State 
championship. 

I am so incredibly proud of this group 
of young people who have invested 
time and energy into this challenging 
pursuit. 

Congratulations, FLICS’ Team 
Techno Phoenix. We will cheer Team 
Techno Phoenix on as they enter the 
first international competition on our 
behalf. 

CELEBRATING RENAISSANCE HIGH SCHOOL’S 
CHESS CHAMPIONSHIP 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
offer a heartfelt congratulations to the 
members of the Detroit Renaissance 
High School’s Chess Team on their 
first-place victory in the Under 800 cat-
egory at the U.S. Chess Federation’s K– 
12 National Championship. 

For 4 grueling days, the team com-
peted in high-stakes chess matches 
with teams from all across the coun-
try. Their victory is a testament to 
long hours of practice, focus, and deter-
mination. The team displayed critical 
thinking and strategic skill, beating 
more than 60 other teams. 

This victory is Renaissance High 
School’s first-ever chess national 
championship. 

Please join me in recognizing the 
Renaissance High School Chess Team 
for their accomplishment. 

Congratulations. 
YEMEN’S HUMANITARIAN CRISIS 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I welcome 
the recent progress made towards 
peace in Yemen. 

Now we must focus aggressively on 
addressing the humanitarian crisis to 

support the Yemeni people; 14.8 million 
are starving right now. 

The recent progress and statements 
from those involved offer new hope 
that peace in Yemen is possible, but 
obstacles still remain that require en-
gagement from this Congress and from 
President Biden. 

We cannot allow our hope for the cur-
rent peace talks to distract us from the 
massive ongoing humanitarian crisis. 
We can do both. 

Mr. Speaker, a month ago, I led two 
dozen of our colleagues here in request-
ing at least $1.2 billion in U.S. humani-
tarian aid to Yemen in the upcoming 
budget. Over half a million children 
right now may die from malnutrition 
and starvation this year if we do not 
act. It is that simple. And when we act, 
the world is listening and watching. 

A significant increase in U.S. assist-
ance to Yemen would cause countries 
to follow our lead, meaning our invest-
ment will have far greater impact. We 
must make sure that our message is 
clear, that we as a country cannot 
stand on the sidelines and allow Yemen 
to starve. 

If this diplomatic process breaks 
down, I am prepared to work with my 
colleagues to introduce new legislation 
to end this awful war. 

Mr. Speaker, I again recognize all 
those that have lost their lives during 
this war, and I recognize those on 
whom it has had a long-lasting impact. 

CELEBRATING RAMADAN 
Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

as one of the first Muslim women ever 
elected to the United States Congress. 
I am here always making sure that we 
have a voice here in Congress. 

Tomorrow is the holy month of 
Ramadan. I offer a wonderful greeting 
to all of my neighbors across the coun-
try that are observing Ramadan and 
wish them Ramadan Mubarak. I hope 
that they find joy with their family as 
they celebrate this holy month and cel-
ebrate Eid tomorrow with their chil-
dren. 
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This is something that we are going 

to see celebrated all over the world. It 
is a beautiful end-of-month celebration 
to reflect and to find peace and connec-
tion with a higher God. 

I thank all my Muslim neighbors who 
are celebrating Ramadan for allowing 
me to be here and be a voice for them 
in Congress. 

f 

SUPPORTING TRANSGENDERISM 

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

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow, 
Congress is going to vote on a bill that 
would ban some transgender kids from 
participating in sports. To be honest, I 
haven’t thought about this issue very 
much. I don’t actually know any 
transgender students. 

I think many of you may not have 
thought of this issue either. You have 
busy lives. 

If you still have an open mind on 
this, I would like to read to you part of 
a letter that the Republican Governor 
of Utah wrote. This letter is the veto 
message of Governor Spencer Cox of 
Utah where he vetoed a similar State 
bill regarding transgender kids. 

He writes: ‘‘I must admit I am not an 
expert on transgenderism. I struggle to 
understand so much of it, and the 
science is conflicting. When in doubt, 
however, I always try to err on the side 
of kindness, mercy and compassion.’’ 

It goes on to say: ‘‘Here are the num-
bers that have most impacted my deci-
sion: 75,000, 4, 1, 86, and 56.’’ 

What does he mean by those num-
bers? Well, this is what he writes: 

‘‘75,000 high school kids participating 
in high school sports in Utah. 

‘‘Four transgender kids playing high 
school sports in Utah. 

‘‘One transgender student playing 
girls’ sports. 

‘‘86 percent of trans youth reporting 
suicidality. 

‘‘56 percent of trans youth having at-
tempted suicide.’’ 

He goes on to write: ‘‘Four kids and 
only one of them playing girls’ sports. 
That’s what all of this is about. Four 
kids who aren’t dominating or winning 
trophies or taking scholarships. Four 
kids who are just trying to find some 
friends and feel like they are a part of 
something. Four kids trying to get 
through each day. Rarely has so much 
fear and anger been directed at so few. 
I don’t understand what they are going 
through or why they feel the way they 
do. But I want them to live. And all the 
research shows that even a little ac-
ceptance and connection can reduce 
suicidality significantly.’’ 

Like the Republican Governor of 
Utah, I also am not an expert on 
transgenderism, but I do know this: We 
are all Americans, and these are kids. 
Most of them wake up every morning 
living in fear that they are going to 
have a bad day, that they are going to 
be shunned, made fun of, discriminated 
against and bullied. 

Mr. Speaker, we are the United 
States House of Representatives. We 
should not be bullying kids. 

IN SOLEMN REMEMBRANCE OF THE 108TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in solemn remembrance of the Arme-
nian genocide. April 24 marks the 108th 
anniversary of the Armenian genocide, 
one of the most horrific losses of life in 
modern history. 

The Ottoman Empire’s brutal cam-
paign of ethnic cleansing led to the 
deaths of roughly 1.5 million Arme-
nians in the period between 1915 to 1923. 

Despite this tragedy, the Armenian- 
American community today is strong 
and vibrant. Remembering the atroc-
ities like the Armenian genocide is 
crucial to ensuring that this never hap-
pens again. A key part of this process 
is education. 

I am proud to co-lead this year’s Ar-
menian Genocide Education Act with 
Representatives ANNA ESHOO, GUS BILI-
RAKIS, and DAVID VALADAO, which we 
will introduce on April 24. 

This legislation will authorize $10 
million in funding to the Library of 
Congress over 5 years to develop Arme-
nian genocide education programs and 
resources which can be used by edu-
cators across the country. Those re-
sources will ensure that future genera-
tions learn about and never forget 
about these atrocities. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand with the Arme-
nian-American community in my dis-
trict and across the U.S. as they honor 
and remember those who perished dur-
ing the genocide. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 11 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

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

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret 
Grun Kibben, offered the following 
prayer: 

O Lord, receive this day our prayers 
of concern for our world and help us 
bear wisely our responsibility to inter-
cede on behalf of the afflicted, rescue 
the downtrodden, and pursue avenues 
of peace in areas of war and turmoil. 

Where, O Lord, do we start? There 
are so many under the threat of ty-
rants and tormentors around the world, 
to include the countless Ukrainians for 
whom we haven’t ceased praying. They 
are on their knees daily before You, 
the Almighty, appealing to You and to 

allies and friends like us to stand with 
them in their suffering. Where in the 
world do we best serve You? 

Holy God, how should we intervene in 
the discord among nations and in con-
flict within countries? By what right 
do we step in in order to affect the 
peace you have obliged us to pursue, 
when our own country is fragmented, 
fractured by so many competing views? 
What do we need to do to unify our-
selves around our sacred values of free-
dom and justice, life, and liberty? 

Indeed, O Lord, our prayers are heavy 
laden with the complexity and respon-
sibility of each of these burdens. We 
pray that the kind of rest You promise 
us would allow time for discernment, 
clarity of purpose, and faithfulness to 
the tasks You have entrusted to us this 
day. 

We offer ourselves to Your guidance 
in all these things as we pray in Your 
sovereign name. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
the approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. MAGAZINER) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. MAGAZINER led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

$113 BILLION SPENT SUPPORTING 
THE WAR IN UKRAINE 

(Mr. OGLES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Speaker, the U.S. 
was thrust by Biden and the Demo-
cratic Party into the Ukrainian con-
flict. We have spent over $113 billion to 
support Ukraine in its war against Rus-
sia. 

Democrat legislation passed in the 
117th Congress exempted Biden from 
complying with numerous require-
ments of the Arms Export Control Act 
and the Foreign Assistance Act for 
leases to Ukraine, a country that 
former President Obama didn’t think 
twice about not lifting a finger to as-
sist in 2014. 

These exemptions have led to ramp-
ant spending with little to no account-
ability. The American people deserve 
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transparency and assurance that their 
hard-earned dollars are not simply 
being given away, which is why I have 
introduced the Ukraine Lend-Lease Ac-
countability Act this morning. 

This legislation would ensure that 
the terms of Federal foreign military 
aid leasing would be followed by the 
President. It is unacceptable to throw 
money to a country with no terms for 
repayment, especially when we are 
talking about over $100 billion at a 
time when we are having to cut our 
own budget. 

If I have to choose between a foreign 
war and our seniors who are struggling, 
I choose our seniors. If we have to 
choose between our children and their 
future, I choose our children. 

Mr. Speaker, I choose America first. 
f 

HONORING STATE SENATOR 
MARYELLEN GOODWIN 

(Mr. MAGAZINER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and remember State 
Senator Maryellen Goodwin, a dear 
friend and public servant, who trag-
ically passed away this week following 
a long battle with cancer. 

For almost 40 years in the State sen-
ate, Maryellen championed the needs 
of working Rhode Islanders. She was 
the lead sponsor of successful legisla-
tion to guarantee paid sick leave for 
workers across our State. She spoke up 
for survivors of domestic violence. She 
worked to expand quality childcare and 
home care. 

A devout Catholic, Senator Goodwin 
delivered a brave and heartfelt speech 
on the floor of the State senate ex-
plaining her ability to reconcile her 
faith with her support of marriage 
equality. 

Senator Goodwin’s legacy will live on 
through the recently passed Maryellen 
Goodwin Colorectal Cancer Screening 
Act, which will ensure that all Rhode 
Islanders can receive life-saving cancer 
screenings. 

Senator Goodwin made a difference, 
and her efforts have made life better 
for countless Rhode Islanders. 

Mr. Speaker, I join Maryellen’s 
friends, family, and the entire State of 
Rhode Island in thanking her and 
mourning her loss. 

f 

HONORING FALLEN OFFICERS 
EMILY BREIDENBACH AND HUN-
TER SCHEEL 
(Mr. TIFFANY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Speaker, on April 
8, 2023, Officers Emily Breidenbach and 
Hunter Scheel went on their final 
watch. They died at the hands of a gun-
man who then proceeded to take his 
life. 

They were young people who lived in 
northwestern Wisconsin. They were 

relatively young in their service to the 
State of Wisconsin and to the people of 
their local communities. They will be 
missed dearly, and it is a tragedy that 
their lives were taken so young. 

On behalf of all of the people of the 
Seventh Congressional District in 
northern and western Wisconsin, I ex-
press my condolences and our condo-
lences. I had a chance to attend the fu-
neral service for these two officers last 
Saturday, and as tragic as this was, it 
was uplifting at the same time because 
residents by the hundreds came to the 
funeral service. 

Then as I went on Highway 8 East in 
northern Wisconsin, hundreds of people 
were along the roadside holding flags 
with their hands over their hearts to 
recognize Officers Emily Breidenbach 
and Hunter Scheel. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Officers Emily 
Breidenbach and Hunter Scheel for 
their service to our State and to our 
country, and I thank all of those who 
wear a badge and for the service they 
provide for all of us in America. 

f 

FESTIVAL OF BREAKING THE 
FAST 

(Ms. TLAIB asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I am up 
here celebrating the end of the holy 
month of Ramadan. Ramadan is a time 
for Muslims around the world to renew 
our faith and reflect our shared values 
of unity, generosity, and compassion. 

As we finish this holy month of fast-
ing, I recognize the beautiful Muslim 
community, my beautiful Muslim 
neighbors, and Michigan’s 12th District 
Strong, and around the world as we cel-
ebrate Eid al-Fitr. Eid al-Fitr is known 
as the Festival Breaking the Fast, Mr. 
Speaker, and it marks the end, again, 
of the holy month. 

It is a time when Muslims, again, 
around the world come together to cel-
ebrate the end of the month-long fast-
ing and their spiritual reflection. 

Mr. Speaker, from my heart to yours, 
I hope this Eid brings everyone that is 
celebrating joy, closer to community, 
and prosperity. 

f 

HONORING MONTANA VETERAN 
JACK KINDELMAN 

(Mr. ROSENDALE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to acknowledge an extraordinary 
Montanan whose service to his country 
is a powerful reminder of the legacy we 
inherit from the Greatest Generation. 

Jack Kindelman grew up in Roundup, 
Montana, during the dark days of the 
Great Depression in World War II. At 
the age of 17, Jack joined the United 
States Navy during the final months of 
the war and served with distinction de-
spite his youth. 

Unwilling to sit on the sidelines at 
the war’s conclusion, Jack would an-

swer the call to service in Korea, where 
he rescued dozens of refugees fleeing 
the conflict in a small fishing boat. 

Since then, Jack has been a pillar of 
the community in Billings where he 
volunteers at St. Vincent Healthcare, 
having served over 10,000 hours to date. 

Mr. Speaker, Jack Kindelman’s dedi-
cated service has touched countless 
lives in Montana and across the United 
States. It is an honor to represent him 
and thousands of veterans just like him 
in Congress, and it is my privilege to 
recognize Jack on the floor of the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. 

f 

PRAYING FOR ERIC MORGAN AND 
FAMILY 

(Mrs. LESKO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I ask all 
of you to join me in praying for Eric 
Morgan. Eric Morgan is a constituent 
of mine in Arizona, and he also served 
as the former Republican chairman for 
the legislative district in my congres-
sional district. 

On April 5th, Eric was involved in a 
very serious motorcycle accident. They 
thought he was going to die. Fortu-
nately, with the help of the doctors and 
nurses and multiple surgeries, he has 
now been released out of the critical 
care unit in a hospital in Arizona, but 
he has a long road for recovery. 

Mr. Speaker, the prayers have helped 
Eric and his wife, Heather, and their 
family. I want Eric and Heather to 
know that all of us here in the U.S. 
House of Representatives and the peo-
ple in the gallery are praying for Eric’s 
total and complete healing. 

f 

ANNIVERSARY OF THE BOMBING 
OF THE ALFRED P. MURRAH 
FEDERAL BUILDING 
(Mrs. BICE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, today marks 
the 28th anniversary of the bombing of 
the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building 
in Oklahoma City, a horrific event that 
took the lives of 168 individuals. 

This day is forever ingrained in our 
lives. We continue to pray for those 
who were senselessly lost and the lives 
that were changed forever. Through all 
this, Oklahomans remain resilient and 
stood together. They rallied and have 
shown the Nation what it means to be 
strong, focusing on a message built on 
hope and love, creating what we know 
as the Oklahoma standard. 

I will always be grateful for the cour-
age and dedication of our first respond-
ers and the outpouring of support from 
citizens across the country and world. 
The work done at the Oklahoma City 
National Memorial and Museum is im-
portant in ensuring that we treat each 
other with respect and dignity. 

Mr. Speaker, at the ceremony today 
in Oklahoma City, this verse was ref-
erenced, and I find it very fitting: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1852 April 19, 2023 
Micah 6:8, And what does the Lord re-
quire of you? To do justly, to love 
mercy, and to walk humbly with your 
God. 

f 

DISAPPROVING THE ACTION OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
COUNCIL IN APPROVING THE 
COMPREHENSIVE POLICING AND 
JUSTICE REFORM AMENDMENT 
ACT OF 2022 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 298, I call up the 
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 42) dis-
approving the action of the District of 
Columbia Council in approving the 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice 
Reform Amendment Act of 2022, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. C. 
SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida). Pursuant 
to House Resolution 298, the joint reso-
lution is considered read. 

The text of the joint resolution is as 
follows: 

H.J. RES. 42 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the Congress dis-
approves of the action of the District of Co-
lumbia Council described as follows: The 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice Reform 
Amendment Act of 2022 (D.C. Act 24–781), en-
acted by the Council of the District of Co-
lumbia on January 19, 2023, and transmitted 
to Congress pursuant to section 602(c)(1) of 
the District of Columbia Home Rule Act on 
January 26, 2023. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
joint resolution shall be debatable for 1 
hour, equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and 
Accountability or their respective des-
ignees. The gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. COMER) and the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. COMER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 

b 1215 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.J. 
Res. 42, a joint resolution disapproving 
of the District of Columbia Council’s 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice 
Reform Amendment Act of 2022. 

The men and women of the Metro-
politan Police Department serve their 
community every day to help keep the 
District safe and secure. In doing so, 
they routinely place themselves in dan-

gerous situations to protect others. 
Yet, progressive policies from the D.C. 
Council continue to hamstring District 
officers and needlessly place them in 
unsafe situations. 

The D.C. Council’s Comprehensive 
Policing and Justice Reform Amend-
ment Act of 2022 does just that. For ex-
ample, it requires burdensome and 
time-consuming approval hurdles be-
fore officers may put on riot gear for 
their own protection. It creates new 
mechanisms for activists to harass offi-
cers and their families by obtaining 
personal information on the officers. It 
also creates additional liabilities for 
officers that are not found in other po-
lice departments. 

These are just a few of the many im-
practical and outrageous proposals of 
the legislation. 

The D.C. Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment has seen over 1,190 police officers 
leave the force since the beginning of 
2020. That is about one-third of the po-
lice department. Nearly 40 percent of 
those officers resigned. That means 
they chose to leave the department in-
stead of dealing with the increasingly 
impossible burdens placed on them by 
the council. 

Since then, crime has been soaring in 
the District. Compared to this time 
last year, homicides are up 25 percent, 
motor vehicle theft is up 106 percent, 
and all crime is up 25 percent. 

These troubling statistics cannot be 
allowed to continue. The council has 
continued to overlook its law enforce-
ment officers in favor of progressive, 
soft-on-crime policies that only benefit 
criminals. The almost 700,000 residents 
of D.C. and approximately 20 million 
annual visitors to our Nation’s Capital 
deserve to feel safe. 

Ensuring a vibrant and safe National 
Capital for all Americans to visit is a 
key ingredient of the District’s future 
financial health and a necessity for the 
Federal Government workforce, and 
our police deserve to have the re-
sources to ensure the safety of all. 

The D.C. Council’s Comprehensive 
Policing and Justice Reform Amend-
ment Act does neither of those things. 
If the D.C. Council wants to continue 
down this path, they will have to an-
swer to this Congress. 

We are not alone. The D.C. Police 
Union, representing 3,500 members, and 
the U.S. Capitol Police Labor Com-
mittee have both endorsed this resolu-
tion of disapproval. D.C.’s reckless re-
forms have also caught nationwide at-
tention, with the National Fraternal 
Order of Police and the National Asso-
ciation of Police Organizations both 
asking Congress to block the D.C. re-
form package. Additionally, the Cali-
fornia Coalition of Law Enforcement 
Associations, the Fullerton Police Offi-
cers’ Association, and the Las Vegas 
Police Protective Association are all 
strongly in favor of H.J. Res. 42. 

We see such broad national support 
for this disapproval resolution because 
other jurisdictions know just how 
awful the D.C. Council’s anti-policing 

so-called reforms would be as a prece-
dent for America’s cities. 

Additionally, D.C. Mayor Muriel 
Bowser declined to sign this legislation 
into law. That should be a signal of 
how extreme it is. The D.C. Council did 
not listen and proceeded to pass it any-
way. 

We also have a recent precedent to 
consider. Recently, 31 House Demo-
crats and 31 Senate Democrats joined 
President Biden and House Republicans 
to block the D.C. Council’s Revised 
Criminal Code Act of 2022 from becom-
ing law. Congress successfully blocked 
the District’s attempt to lessen pen-
alties on dangerous criminals, and now 
we must act again to address the D.C. 
Council’s reckless attempt to weaken 
local law enforcement. 

The dangerous policing reforms ad-
dressed by H.J. Res. 42 are even worse 
for the current crime epidemic in D.C. 
We must ensure that these pro-crime, 
anti-police policies are not allowed in 
our Nation’s Capital City, which Con-
gress has a special interest in over-
seeing. 

If the D.C. Council wishes to engage 
Congress to seek reforms addressing 
specific problems in local law enforce-
ment, then the Oversight Committee 
stands ready to have those conversa-
tions with D.C. leaders and my col-
leagues in the House. 

This police reform package, which 
D.C. has presented to Congress for ap-
proval, does far more harm than good 
and must be rejected. To be clear, this 
is precisely the role of Congress when 
it comes to matters of the District’s 
governance. Under the U.S. Constitu-
tion, Congress is granted ‘‘exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever’’ 
over the District. 

The Home Rule Act does establish a 
degree of local governance, but under 
the Home Rule Act, Congress main-
tains a role to scrutinize and approve 
of District legislation. Just because 
Congress has not been fulfilling this 
role in recent decades is not a reason 
to avoid this responsibility now, espe-
cially when we know the Nation’s Cap-
ital City is plunging into a crime cri-
sis. Now is the time for Congress to 
lean in and provide the oversight the 
District so badly needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support my colleague Mr. ANDREW 
CLYDE’s resolution of disapproval, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

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

The good chairman of the committee 
invoked the name of Mayor Muriel 
Bowser, the Mayor of the District of 
Columbia, who sent us a letter with the 
chairman of the D.C. City Council, Phil 
Mendelson, which closes this way: ‘‘Not 
only should our policy decisions not be 
overturned by officials not elected to 
represent our residents, but piecemeal 
interference hurts our ability to con-
front crime and improve public safety 
in the District of Columbia.’’ 

What is this about, Mr. Speaker? H.J. 
Res. 42 seeks to nullify a law passed 
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unanimously by the Council of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to promote account-
ability for police officers who use ex-
cessive force or abuse their power, a 
goal that the vast majority of Ameri-
cans share. 

The D.C. law banned the use of choke 
holds and other dangerous neck re-
straints and set reasonable standards 
on the use of deadly force. It required 
the public release of body-worn camera 
footage and created a police officer 
misconduct database for officers who 
have been convicted of a crime or had 
allegations against them civilly or ad-
ministratively sustained. It prohibited 
D.C. from hiring officers who have en-
gaged in criminal or official mis-
conduct. 

Most importantly for these purposes, 
Mr. Speaker, the new law empowered 
the chief of police to fire or discipline 
officers who break the law by removing 
police disciplinary matters from the 
control of arbitrators under collective 
bargaining. This is the provision that 
galvanized opposition to the bill from 
the police union, the key provision 
that has now led our colleagues to 
want to convert the Congress of the 
United States into the largest city 
council in the world, a 535-member city 
council with the job of micromanaging 
and superintending the work of the 13- 
member Council of the District of Co-
lumbia. 

The local police union hates this pro-
vision, which is their right, of course. 
Their chief has been the chief lobbyist 
against Washington, D.C., on this law. 
He was the key GOP witness in the 
Oversight Committee hearing on the 
law. 

His union sued when the legislation 
was first passed, asserting that it vio-
lated the U.S. Constitution not to sub-
ject the discipline of police officers to 
an outside arbitrator. They lost in the 
U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia, they lost in the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia, 
and the Supreme Court did not grant 
cert. Still, the union is running TV ads 
against this law and has obviously 
found friends on that side of the aisle. 

Now, in their eagerness to kick 
around the more than 700,000 taxpaying 
American citizens who live in Wash-
ington, D.C., but have no voting rep-
resentation in the House of Represent-
atives or in the U.S. Senate, our col-
leagues are embracing a claim that 
puts them in favor of an extreme police 
union position on discipline that juris-
dictions across America are debating 
and many of them are rejecting. 

Why? Well, D.C. is a good example. 
Before passage of this law that they 
propose to repeal, the D.C. Metropoli-
tan Police Department had been forced 
by labor arbitrators to rehire a signifi-
cant number of policemen and -women 
who had been fired for engaging in seri-
ous criminal misconduct. Here are 
some examples of the officers who were 
fired but the department was forced to 
reinstate by an arbitrator. 

One officer illegally struck a suspect 
multiple times in the head. The officer 

was criminally tried and convicted of 
criminal assault, sentenced to 30 days 
in jail, 3 years of probation, and 500 
hours of community service. Despite 
strong opposition from the police de-
partment, he was reinstated by an arbi-
trator. 

Another officer, off duty at the time, 
sexually assaulted a woman and was 
convicted of misdemeanor sex abuse 
and sentenced to a 100-day suspended 
sentence and a year of probation. De-
spite strong opposition from the de-
partment, he was reinstated to the 
force by an arbitrator. 

Another off-duty police officer con-
fessed to abusing a child. The officer 
was convicted of child abuse and sen-
tenced to 5 years of probation. Despite 
strong opposition from the department, 
he was reinstated, as well. 

Every D.C. police chief for at least 
the last 25 years has expressed outrage 
about the old system of having to re-
hire bad cops after they had been fired 
for perpetrating serious misconduct 
against the people of Washington, D.C. 

Former D.C. Police Chief Peter 
Newsham openly lamented that he had 
to allow ‘‘very bad police officers back 
onto our department.’’ 

Former Police Chief Charles Ramsey 
said this: ‘‘It is demoralizing to the 
rank and file who really do not want to 
have those kinds of people in their 
ranks. It causes a tremendous amount 
of anxiety in the public. Our credibility 
is shot whenever these things happen.’’ 

The current D.C. Police Chief, Robert 
Contee, says that giving the police the 
power over discipline reduces the risk 
of returning poor performers to the 
force. 

Forcing police chiefs to reinstate bad 
cops fired for breaking the law is bad 
for public safety, it is bad for commu-
nity morale, and it is bad for the mo-
rale of the vast majority of good cops 
who are doing their job. 

It is also bad for taxpayers. Between 
2010 and 2020, The Washington Post 
found that D.C. paid out $91 million to 
resolve claims of police brutality and 
misconduct. The taxpayers are also on 
the hook for backpay that was paid out 
to bad cops who were fired for this mis-
conduct when they were rehired fol-
lowing the ruling of an arbitrator. 

In a recent 5-year period, the D.C. 
Metropolitan Police Department was 
forced to rehire 36 officers. According 
to an Office of the D.C. Auditor report, 
D.C. had to pay $14.3 million in back-
pay to these convicted and disciplined 
officers. 

The question of whether police chiefs 
or arbitrators should be the ones to de-
cide to put disciplined cops back on the 
force is a matter for local decision-
making in Washington as it is in every 
other jurisdiction in the country. 

Mr. Speaker, 700,000 taxpaying Amer-
ican citizens have decided through 
their elected representatives that the 
chief of police, who is appointed by the 
Mayor of the District of Columbia, 
should be the one to be able to dis-
cipline bad actors within the police de-
partment. 

Reversing the D.C. government on 
this local matter is outrageous inter-
ference by Congress to impose a bad 
public policy on the Capital City. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. CLYDE), the sponsor of the res-
olution. 

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman COMER for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful that 
today we are considering my common-
sense resolution, H.J. Res. 42, which 
would block the implementation of the 
D.C. Council’s so-called Comprehensive 
Policing and Justice Reform Amend-
ment Act of 2022. 

H.J. Res. 42 is essential to both in-
crease public safety and combat rising 
crime in our Nation’s Capital City. For 
far too long, Washington, D.C., which 
is supposed to represent a beacon of 
freedom, patriotism, and prosperity for 
all America, has been overrun by vio-
lent criminals. 

As millions of people visit D.C. every 
year, it is imperative that our Nation’s 
Capital is safe for all residents and 
visitors. Unfortunately, this simply is 
not the case. 

While many local Democrat officials 
continue to bury their heads in the 
sand, such as D.C. Council Chairman 
Phil Mendelson, who insists there is 
‘‘not a crime crisis in Washington, 
D.C.,’’ the data reveals the inescapable 
reality of an out-of-control crime wave 
taking over our city. 

According to the Metropolitan Police 
Department, so far this year, there 
have already been more than 60 homi-
cides, nearly 50 cases of sexual abuse, 
2,000 incidents of motor vehicle theft, 
over 750 robberies, 300 burglaries, and 
more than 2,200 cases of theft from 
auto. The list goes on and on. In fact, 
crime overall is up 25 percent from last 
year. 

These dangers are widely known 
across the District, but especially here 
on Capitol Hill. In the last few months, 
both a congressional reporter and a 
Member of Congress had the wheels 
stolen off of their cars. One of Senator 
RAND PAUL’s staffers was horrifically 
stabbed in broad daylight. A Member of 
this body, Congresswoman ANGIE 
CRAIG, was violently assaulted in an el-
evator in her apartment building. 

b 1230 

Crime is clearly out of control in our 
Nation’s Capital. Who is charged with 
protecting the people and streets of 
Washington? 

The Metropolitan Police Department. 
Instead of providing MPD officers 

with the resources, support, and polit-
ical backing required to combat crime, 
the D.C. Council is determined to knee-
cap MPD’s capabilities, subsequently 
emboldening dangerous criminals. 

The council’s anti-police law creates 
undue burdens on the MPD. A few of 
these policies include: Limiting phys-
ical contact with the suspect. They 
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claim it bans choke holds, but choke 
holds have been banned for decades, 
since 1985. So this ban is really just a 
cheap attempt at a political talking 
point. It goes further, placing liability 
on officers just for touching near the 
neck area without any intent whatso-
ever. 

Additionally, this legislation sets 
MPD officers up for failure by prohib-
iting officers from viewing body-worn 
camera footage when writing initial re-
ports. This reform requires the Mayor 
to publicly release the names of offi-
cers in all instances of serious use of 
force, allowing radical activists to tar-
get officers and their families. 

The D.C. Council bill strips the D.C. 
Police Union of collective bargaining 
rights. 

It repeals the D.C. code provision 
that requires the Metropolitan Police 
Department to commence disciplinary 
action against an officer within 90 busi-
ness days. This means that officers 
could be placed under investigation for 
an indefinite period of time, which 
strips their right to timely due process 
of law. 

Notably, since this legislation has 
been in effect under emergency legisla-
tive powers since 2020, the MPD has 
lost almost 1,200 officers and currently 
operates at a 500-officer deficit. Offi-
cers are expressing their great concern 
with their feet and are leaving faster 
than they can be replaced. The D.C. po-
lice force has been depleted to an as-
tonishing half-century low. 

Undoubtedly, the D.C. Council’s mis-
guided legislation has driven out men 
and women in blue who protect us, 
while disincentivizing individuals to 
join the force. 

Honestly, who can blame them? Who 
wants to put their life on the line in a 
city where local officials continue to 
put criminals first and police officers 
last? 

Back in 2020, Mayor Bowser allowed a 
painted message, ‘‘Defund the Police,’’ 
to remain on a street near the White 
House for more than 2 months. Clearly, 
D.C. officials have made their message 
abundantly clear, and they continue to 
fail the men and women of the Metro-
politan Police Department. 

In response, we must be united in 
supporting MPD officers and restoring 
law and order in Washington by block-
ing the D.C. Council’s legislation. We 
have both the authority and the re-
sponsibility to do so, just as we re-
pealed the D.C. Council’s soft-on-crime 
Revised Criminal Code Act just a few 
weeks ago. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 of the 
Constitution grants Congress exclusive 
legislative authority over Washing-
ton’s affairs. It is time to effectively 
exercise this power yet again to ensure 
our Nation’s Capital City is safe for all 
Americans. After all, the heart of our 
Republic, Washington, D.C., should be 
the safest city in this great Nation. 

Public safety is not a partisan issue. 
It is a commonsense one. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 

support my resolution, H.J. Res. 42, so 
we can take the necessary steps to turn 
our crime-ridden Capital City into a 
safe, free, and prosperous city. 

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

Mr. Speaker, just a few points about 
the last contribution from the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

Georgia reported 892 murders in the 
last year, the fourth highest in the 
country. He said that Washington, 
D.C., is overrun by violent criminals. 
The only time I have seen an institu-
tion overrun by violent criminals was 
here in the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 
2021, an event that that gentleman de-
scribed as a tourist visit and has con-
sistently likened to a tourist visit. I 
don’t know that he is going to be the 
best and most reliable witness for de-
termining when an institution is being 
overrun by violent criminals. 

The rhetoric I hear from the Freedom 
Caucus is about defunding the FBI and 
defunding the ATF. No one on our side 
of the aisle is talking about defunding 
any of them or defunding the police. On 
the contrary, we have advanced initia-
tives to increase local government 
funding for police and other services. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I strong-
ly oppose this profoundly undemo-
cratic, paternalistic resolution. The 
House of Representatives, in which the 
nearly 700,000 District of Columbia resi-
dents have no voting representation, is 
attempting to nullify legislation en-
acted by D.C.’s local legislature, whose 
members are elected by D.C. residents. 

By scheduling this vote, I can only 
conclude that the Republican leader-
ship believes that D.C. residents, a ma-
jority of whom are Black and Brown, 
are unworthy of governing themselves. 

The dictionary defines democracy as 
‘‘a government in which the supreme 
power is vested in the people and exer-
cised by them directly or indirectly 
through a system of representation 
usually involving periodically held free 
elections.’’ 

D.C.’s lack of voting representation 
in this Congress and Congress’ plenary 
authority over D.C. are the antithesis 
of democracy. 

The legislative history and merits of 
D.C.’s Comprehensive Policing and Jus-
tice Reform Amendment Act of 2022, 
which is the subject of this disapproval 
resolution, should be irrelevant since 
there is never justification for Con-
gress nullifying legislation enacted by 
the District of Columbia. 

I would like to set the record 
straight. D.C.’s Comprehensive Polic-
ing and Justice Reform Amendment 
Act of 2022 is consistent with House 
Democrats’ George Floyd Justice in 
Policing Act, President Biden’s execu-
tive order on policing and police ac-
countability and transparency legisla-
tion enacted by dozens of States, both 
red and blue, to improve public safety 
and public trust after the murder of 
George Floyd. 

D.C.’s Comprehensive Policing and 
Justice Reform Amendment Act of 2022 
would, among other things, make it 
easier to fire officers for misconduct; 
prohibit the hiring of officers with 
prior misconduct; require the release of 
the names and body-worn camera re-
cordings of officers directly involved in 
an officer-involved death or serious use 
of force; strengthen civilian oversight 
of police; establish a public database of 
sustained allegations of officer mis-
conduct; make officer disciplinary 
records subject to release under the 
D.C. Freedom of Information Act; and 
prohibit choke holds and asphyxiating 
restraints. 

Congress requires D.C.’s local legisla-
ture, the D.C. Council, to pass the per-
manent version of legislation twice, 
separated by at least 13 days. The 
Council passed the Comprehensive Po-
licing and Justice Reform Amendment 
Act of 2022 by votes of 11–0 and 13–0. 
While the legislation was enacted with-
out the D.C. Mayor’s signature, the 
Mayor has urged Congress to oppose 
this disapproval resolution. 

The D.C. Council has 13 members. 
The members are elected by D.C. resi-
dents. If D.C. residents do not like how 
the members vote, they can vote them 
out of office. 

Congress has 535 voting Members. 
The Members are elected by residents 
of the States. None are elected by D.C. 
residents. If D.C. residents do not like 
how the Members vote, they cannot 
vote them out of office. 

The Revolutionary War was fought to 
give consent to the governed and to 
end taxation without representation. 
D.C. residents cannot consent to any 
action taken by Congress, whether 
they are national or local matters, and 
they pay full Federal taxes. Indeed, 
D.C. pays more Federal taxes per cap-
ita than any State, and more total 
Federal taxes than 23 States. 

Mr. Speaker, I say to every Member 
of Congress: Keep your hands off D.C. If 
you want to legislate on local D.C. 
matters, become a D.C. resident and 
get elected Mayor or councilmember. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to vote 
‘‘no.’’ 

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
for her eloquent remarks and also for 
making the specific point that the D.C. 
reform legislation is perfectly con-
gruent with the George Floyd Justice 
in Policing Act, which we passed in the 
117th Congress. 

In fact, the George Floyd Justice in 
Policing Act goes further than D.C. 
went. D.C. did not touch qualified im-
munity, which was something that was 
dealt with in the Federal legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I also wanted to correct 
one other piece of misinformation that 
was left by the gentleman from Geor-
gia. He said that it is against the law 
under the D.C. law for a police officer 
to touch someone’s neck. That is not 
the definition of the law against choke 
holds and neck restraints. 
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It requires the use of any body part 

or object by law enforcement against a 
person with the purpose, intent, or ef-
fect of controlling or restricting the 
person’s airway or severely restricting 
the person’s breathing. That does not 
involve just touching a person’s neck. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time do we have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland has 16 minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky has 19 minutes remaining. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in solidarity with the 
almost 700,000 residents of the District 
of Columbia that this Congress seeks 
to disenfranchise once again. 

D.C. voters and councilmembers saw 
the problem of police perpetuating dif-
ferent forms of violence plaguing not 
only their city, but the entire country, 
and they chose to act. 

They saw the reports of fired officers 
being rehired, cases dropped for faulty 
evidence and excessive use of force. 
They saw that marginalized folks were 
bearing the brunt of the violence and 
were being disproportionately pros-
ecuted. 

What are we doing here today? 
Debating a resolution that seeks to 

circumvent the will of those D.C. vot-
ers. Congress does not have the author-
ity to pass a disapproval resolution 
such as this for any other State or mu-
nicipality. The principle of no taxation 
without representation helped launch 
the American Revolution and is en-
shrined in the Declaration of Independ-
ence. D.C. residents drive around with 
that on their license plates. 

Yet, this joint resolution is telling 
all 670,000 taxpaying residents that 
their voices don’t matter. I am sure it 
is no coincidence that those residents 
are over 45 percent Black. We must af-
firm their right to self-determination. 

D.C. residents have been petitioning 
for voting representation in Congress 
for over 200 years. In 2016, they ap-
proved a referendum for statehood by 
85 percent. Instead of acting on that, 
this Republican-led Congress has taken 
every chance to strike down the will of 
the people. You cannot support self- 
rule for jurisdictions as long as they 
don’t make choices you oppose. 

The bill this resolution seeks to 
strike down mirrors the George Floyd 
Justice in Policing Act that this Con-
gress passed last year. Among other 
things, it prohibits choke holds, re-
moves military-grade weapons from of-
ficers, bans the hiring of officers with 
prior misconduct, and requires officers 
to inform people of their rights. 

Frankly, the bill doesn’t go far 
enough, leaving out crucial reforms 
such as ending qualified immunity. 

None of these reforms are radical anti- 
police measures. None of them are par-
ticularly transformative. They are the 
first, small steps toward justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
reject this joint resolution and allow 
the will of the D.C. people to stand. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania for her remarks, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from D.C. 
(Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding, and I would like 
to respond to something that was said 
on the other side of the aisle. 

Both public- and private-sector em-
ployers across the country have had 
difficulty recruiting and retaining em-
ployees in recent years. In fact, the dif-
ficulty law enforcement agencies 
across the country have with recruit-
ment and retention predate the police 
reforms enacted after the killing of 
George Floyd. 

b 1245 

Prior to the killing of George Floyd, 
a 2019 survey conducted by the Inter-
national Association of Chiefs of Police 
found that ‘‘the challenge of recruiting 
law enforcement is widespread and af-
fects agencies of all types, sizes, and lo-
cations across the United States.’’ 

The survey also found that ‘‘the dif-
ficulty in recruiting law enforcement 
officers and employees is not due to 
one particular cause. Rather, multiple 
social, political, and economic forces 
are all simultaneously at play.’’ 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for her point, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, control over local po-
lice is an essential facet of political 
self-government and home rule. The 
people of Washington, D.C., through 
their representatives, need to be able 
to control their own local police. They 
also need to control their judges. 

The problem, of course, is that right 
now the District of Columbia is caught 
betwixt and between. The people have 
made clear that they want to become a 
State. They organized a State and con-
stitutional convention. They have peti-
tioned for admission to the Union and 
are asking the Congress of the United 
States under Article IV of the Con-
stitution to exercise our powers to 
admit them as a State and to redraw 
the boundaries of the Federal District 
given our exclusive power and our com-
prehensive power under the District 
clause to do that. 

In fact, in 1846, Congress redrew the 
boundaries of the District of Columbia 
in order to retrocede to Virginia lands 
there, and that was perfectly constitu-
tional. Today Congress can exercise its 
powers under Article I, section 8, 
clause 17 to modify the boundaries of 
the Federal District to cede the resi-

dential lands to the new State that is 
petitioning for admission to the Union. 

The House of Representatives in the 
last two Congresses voted to admit the 
District of Columbia, or Washington, 
D.C., as the new State. The Senate did 
not act, yet their statehood drive con-
tinues. 

Alas, our colleagues, rather than try-
ing to help propel another State into 
the Union and to allow them to gain 
equal footing with all of the other 
States instead decides to try to micro-
manage their local affairs and to drive 
them back into some kind of semi-colo-
nial status that they thought they had 
left behind many decades ago. 

So the real question for the Congress 
of the United States is: Will we do for 
the people of Washington, D.C.—tax-
paying, draftable citizens who have 
served in every war that the Republic 
has ever fought going back to the 
American Revolution—will we treat 
them the same way that we treated the 
people of 37 other States who were ad-
mitted by the original 13? 

That is the dynamic of enlargement 
of democracy that was contemplated 
by the Framers of the Constitution and 
the Founders of the country. They did 
not want there to be large, colonized, 
and subjected populations subject to 
the will of other people for precisely 
the kind of reason that is on display 
today. 

There is no reason why the local gov-
ernment of Washington should be 
lorded over and superintended by other 
people’s Representatives no matter 
how well-intended they may be or how 
politically intended they may be or 
how malevolently intended they may 
be. The Framers of the Constitution 
and the people who fought the Amer-
ican Revolution rejected the idea of 
virtual representation. 

That was the claim of the crown and 
the Parliament. They said: You don’t 
need your own representatives because 
you are represented by people in Par-
liament who will be able to take into 
account your interests. 

The revolutionaries rejected that 
saying that in real democracy people 
get to choose their own representa-
tives, and those representatives elect 
their own council and their own mayor, 
and they get to choose their own police 
chief. They get to make their own deci-
sions. 

So really what we see today is a 
drama that reenacts the basic struggle 
for democratic self-government in our 
country. This is a chapter in that 
drama, but it will lead eventually—it 
must lead—to the admission of Wash-
ington, D.C., as a new State the way 
that 37 other States were admitted by 
the original 13, including my own 
Maryland, because those original 
States understood the logic of demo-
cratic equality and freedom in our 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 
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Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-

pared to close, and I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the multiple provisions 
constituting the D.C. police reform law 
are mainstream, commonsense reforms 
unanimously passed by the Council of 
the District of Columbia which enjoyed 
strong public support and are perfectly 
congruent not only with the George 
Floyd Justice in Policing Act, which 
passed the House in the 117th Congress, 
but also with police accountability 
laws enacted by dozens of States and 
localities in recent years in the wake 
of notorious episodes of police bru-
tality like the murder of George Floyd. 

For example, since May of 2020, at 
least 24 States have enacted legislation 
to limit the use of dangerous neck re-
straints against citizens. Thirty-nine 
States have passed reforms related to 
officer education and training. Since 
May of 2020, 26 States have enacted 
laws to improve data collection and po-
lice transparency. At least seven 
States, including Arizona, Colorado, 
and Wisconsin, have enacted laws re-
quiring the creation of public data-
bases on use-of-force information. 

States like Colorado, South Carolina, 
and Maryland have mandated adoption 
of body-worn cameras statewide. At 
least 20 States have enacted laws that 
address State-level use-of-force stand-
ards. 

This joint resolution of disapproval is 
an attack on local decisionmaking, fed-
eralism, and the policies of oversight 
and accountability that Americans 
clearly want and that our committee 
as the oversight committee should be 
championing. 

This resolution would result not only 
in less political democracy in America 
but less official oversight and account-
ability over policing in the Capital 
City. It is amazing to me that our col-
leagues will not even have a hearing on 
the desire of Washington with 700,000 
taxpaying but unrepresented Ameri-
cans to join the Union as a State, but 
they will mobilize all their energy to 
strip from the local D.C. police chief 
the power to discipline cops who com-
mit crimes. 

There seems to be no end to our col-
leagues’ willingness to undermine good 
police work in Washington. Last month 
the most memorable thing they have 
done so far in the new Congress, Com-
mittee Republicans visited more than 
20 January 6 insurrectionists living in 
D.C. jail—the vast majority of whom 
are there because they were convicted 
of or charged with violently assaulting 
our police officers. Our colleagues 
liken the extremists who attacked our 
police officers to political prisoners— 
people like Nelson Mandela, Aleksandr 
Solzhenitsyn, and Alexei Navalny. 
Those are people charged with ideolog-
ical offenses against authoritarian re-
gimes. 

These prisoners they visited were 
charged with, and in many cases con-
victed of, violently assaulting Amer-
ican police officers. 

This month now Republicans want to 
overturn a local law that allows the 
chief of police in D.C. to keep cops who 
commit crimes like drug dealing or 
sexual assault off the force. I don’t 
blame the people of Washington or Ms. 
NORTON for telling them to keep their 
hands off D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
PRESSLEY). 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong opposition to this measure 
because it is nothing more than an at-
tack on D.C. statehood and a barrier to 
confronting the crisis that is police 
brutality. 

When I hear from D.C. residents on 
this vote, they all tell me the same 
thing: Republicans need to keep their 
hands off D.C. 

The residents of the District of Co-
lumbia elected the members of their 
council to determine what laws will 
govern their city. D.C. residents did 
not elect the sponsor of this bill or any 
of the Republicans who are in favor of 
violating D.C. home rule. 

Unanimously, those duly elected 
council members passed police reform 
legislation and the Mayor signed it 
into law. It is clear why: because it will 
help save lives. 

Now Republicans are violating the 
District of Columbia’s right to self- 
govern. It is hypocrisy. It is cruelty. It 
is another demonstration of Repub-
licans standing in the way of progress, 
especially when Black lives are in dan-
ger. 

The families and friends who are 
robbed of loved ones at the hands of po-
lice deserve laws and policies that hold 
officers accountable and improve pub-
lic safety. 

That is why I oppose this measure 
and urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’ 
Democrats are already on the record 
supporting these modest, commonsense 
reforms. Your constituents are taking 
note. Do not be misled by the misin-
formation and fear tactics on the other 
side of the aisle. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland has 5 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank 
him for his leadership on this impor-
tant committee and for giving all of us 
the opportunity to express our support 
for the District of Columbia. 

I come to the floor with great pride 
on this. As Delegate ELEANOR HOLMES 
NORTON knows, I take pride in the fact 
that my father, when he was a Member 
of Congress many, many years ago 
from Baltimore, was the chair of the 
Appropriations Subcommittee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He was a big supporter of home rule 
which didn’t exist at that time and 
then, of course, we saw home rule, then 

we saw Mayor, and we see the District 
of Columbia. Now our aspiration for 
statehood has always been but con-
tinues to be. 

So when we hear this debate on the 
floor, what are we talking about here? 

Has this become the city council of 
the District of Columbia that we are 
debating issues? 

That is up to the District of Colum-
bia. What we do is respect their ability 
to make their own rules whether we 
like them or not. 

So the point is that this is sort of a 
gotcha kind of an amendment that I 
think is most unfortunate and unwor-
thy of the debate on statehood and rep-
resentation for the people in the Dis-
trict of Columbia who fight our wars, 
pay our taxes, contribute to the great-
ness of our country, but do not have 
representation in the Congress of the 
United States and fall victim to any 
criticism of their individual legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
this. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for her remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the work of 
law enforcement across America. As a 
senior member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I have had the privilege of 
working with the FBI, the DEA, the 
ATF, the United States Marshals, and 
an array of law enforcement officers 
along with the Department of Home-
land Security which we oversee as a 
member of the Homeland Security 
Committee. 

I am wondering what is the basis of 
the intrusion in D.C. home rule with 
my friends who thought there was 
nothing more important to do than to 
intrude on a fully comprehensive police 
reform bill that was supported by the 
chief of police and others as it relates 
to addressing those who have involved 
themselves in conduct that police offi-
cers would not support. 

That is the only reason that there is 
even an iota of opposition. 

The bill tracks the George Floyd Jus-
tice in Policing Act with changes that 
are applicable and relevant to the peo-
ple of the District of Columbia. It is 
non-offensive legislation. 

I would wonder why my friends on 
the other side of the aisle would, in 
fact, be so against this bill when they 
did not help us with the Invest to Pro-
tect Act and the VICTIM Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. They didn’t help 
us with the assault weapons ban that 
we are fighting, if I may call the roll: 
Uvalde, Nashville, Louisville, and in 
Alabama and on and on and on. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the work of 
the District of Columbia, the Mayor, 
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and the city council. I support their re-
form bill that is supported by police of-
ficers, and also, I support home rule. 

Let us vote not to uphold the Repub-
licans’ legislation of disapproval. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to voice my strong 
opposition to H.J. Res. 42—Disapproving the 
action of the District of Columbia Council in 
approving the Comprehensive Policing and 
Justice Reform Amendment Act of 2022. 

This outrageous resolution would nullify the 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice Reform 
Amendment Act of 2022, enacted by the 
Council of the District of Columbia. 

This resolution is a bridge too far. While Re-
publicans continue to put forth legislation that 
further divides our country and puts lives at 
risk, Democrats have continuously supported 
funding for law enforcement and putting Amer-
icans safety over politics. 

For two congresses, Republicans have 
blocked the George Floyd Justice in Policing 
Act, preventing us from making any sub-
stantive changes in policing accountability that 
would improve public safety nationwide. 

In the absence of federal action, dozens of 
states and D.C. have taken steps to improve 
their law enforcement agencies since the 
death of George Floyd. These reforms have 
included restricting the use of neck restraints, 
improving standards for the use of force, and 
reforming police certification. 

This resolution blatantly undermines Home 
Rule, and if my Republican colleagues really 
cared about the safety of the American people 
and law enforcement, they would have voted 
with Democrats on the various bills we pre-
viously put forth to improve public safety. 

Now, Republicans are going a step further 
by seeking to undo D.C.’s work to improve law 
enforcement and Policy/Community relation-
ships and promote public safety. They want to 
roll back all of the progress that has been 
made in police accountability. 

While states, D.C., and House Democrats 
have consistently stood up for accountability in 
policing, advancing public safety, and improv-
ing the public’s trust in law enforcement, Re-
publicans are again defending rogue, lawless 
police officers who act with impunity. These 
rogue officers take lives and make all of us 
less safe as they erode public trust. 

Take for instance, the recent case of Tyre 
Nichols in Memphis, the startling facts set 
forth in the Department of Justice’s report on 
the Louisville Metro Police Department, or the 
audio recordings of McCurtain County Sheriff 
Kevin Clardy, Sheriff’s Captain Alicia Manning, 
and Jail Administrator Larry Hendrix dis-
cussing killing journalists and lamenting that 
they could no longer lynch black people. 

If Republicans cared about public safety and 
law enforcement, they would have supported 
the George Floyd Justice in Policing Act be-
cause we cannot have public safety without 
trust between law enforcement and the com-
munities they serve. 

Democrats don’t just talk about law enforce-
ment; we invest in law enforcement. Demo-
crats have supported funding for law enforce-
ment while Republicans have repeatedly voted 
against it. 

Democrats have advanced the Invest to 
Protect Act which would have authorized $300 
million in grants for law enforcement agencies 
with fewer than 125 officers. This legislation 

passed with bipartisan support, but 55 Repub-
lican members voted against it. 

Democrats also advanced the VICTIM Act, 
led by Congresswoman and former law en-
forcement officer Val Demings, which would 
have would have provided grants—totaling up 
to $100 million per year—to law enforcement 
agencies to help them solve violent crimes. 
178 Republicans voted against it. 

My bill on supporting more money for vic-
tims, VOCA, is what we should be doing more 
of. 

If Republicans really supported law enforce-
ment, they would have joined Democrats in 
passage of the Assault Weapons Ban, which 
would take the weapons most used to target 
law enforcement off our streets. 208 Repub-
licans voted against it. 

Assault weapons pose a significant risk to 
law enforcement—one out of every five law 
enforcement officers killed by guns are killed 
by these weapons of war. 

The Violence Policy Center performed an 
analysis of unpublished information from the 
FBI and determined that one of five law en-
forcement officers slain in the line of duty in 
2016 and 2017 were killed with assault weap-
ons. They found that, during attacks in which 
multiple officers were killed, 75 percent of the 
officers were killed with an assault weapon. 

But that’s not it. There are many pieces of 
legislation that Democrats have offered that 
Republicans could have supported if they real-
ly supported law enforcement. 

The Fighting Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder 
Act of 2022; the Law Enforcement De-Esca-
lation Training Act of 2022, the Active Shooter 
Alert of 2022, and the Federal Extreme Risk 
Protection Order Act of 2022. 

I must also remind this body that when right 
wing extremists descended on the nation’s 
Capital city, attacking citizens, and burning 
flags in church yards, Republicans stood back 
and stood by. 

This resolution is yet another example of 
Republicans forcing their failed policies on all 
of us by any means they can, particularly in 
black and brown communities nationwide. 

Whether it is unfairly blocking home rule 
and police accountability, hijacking the courts 
to restrict abortion access and bodily auton-
omy, taking over school districts, banning 
books, or attempting to overturn a fair election, 
we must hold the line and defend DC’s right 
to self-governance. That is why I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to oppose 
this resolution. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. May I inquire how 
much time is remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland has 2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman from 
Texas I think makes the essential 
point which is the people of Wash-
ington and their representatives are 
governing in their best interests. That 
is the essential gamble of democracy. 

This is why American federalism is 
such a beautiful thing. The laws in 
Kentucky passed by the colleagues of 
my friend, the chairman of our com-
mittee, the laws in California, the laws 
in Alaska, the laws in South Carolina, 

and the laws in Washington, D.C., dif-
fer in certain ways. That is how fed-
eralism works. 

It is a massive insult, indignity, and 
affront to the people of Washington, 
D.C., to pull the rug out from beneath 
their comprehensive effort to develop 
good policing in Washington, D.C. 

There are lots of States and jurisdic-
tions with higher crime rates. There 
are lots with lower crime rates. That is 
neither here nor there. Democracy is 
not something you earn by virtue of 
the crime rate or the inflation rate or 
the employment rate. Democracy is 
something you earn by virtue of nat-
ural rights that we have recognized 
under our Constitution, which is why 
our Constitution begins with the words 
‘‘We the People.’’ 

The people of Washington, D.C. don’t 
have complete rights yet, which is why 
they are fighting for statehood. The 
last thing we should be doing is driving 
them back to the worst days, which as 
former Speaker PELOSI evoked, when 
Congress micromanaged every little 
thing that took place in Washington. 

b 1300 

It is not fair to the people of Wash-
ington, and it is a waste of our time. 

If they think they have a good pro-
posal that will end crime in America, 
let’s do it nationally and make it apply 
to everybody. Otherwise, let’s agree 
with the people from D.C.: Hands off 
Washington. 

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

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, the D.C. Council’s Com-
prehensive Policing and Justice Re-
form Amendment Act is irresponsible. 

It prioritizes the leftist defund the 
police movement over public safety 
and law enforcement of our Nation’s 
Capital. 

It is playing with the livelihoods of 
all who live in or visit D.C. by rolling 
back policing in the District. This will 
only embolden criminals and demor-
alize D.C. police officers who put their 
lives on the line every day. 

The U.S. House must swiftly exercise 
its constitutional responsibility to 
oversee the District of Columbia and 
reject this misguided legislation from 
going into effect. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to unite in sup-
port of a safe National Capital City and 
support this necessary resolution of 
disapproval. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 298, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
joint resolution. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was read the third time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on passage of the joint reso-
lution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. 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 question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND 
GIRLS IN SPORTS ACT OF 2023 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 734. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COMER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 298 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 734. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN) 
to preside over the Committee of the 
Whole. 

b 1303 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 734) to 
amend the Education Amendments of 
1972 to provide that for purposes of de-
termining compliance with title IX of 
such Act in athletics, sex shall be rec-
ognized based solely on a person’s re-
productive biology and genetics at 
birth, with Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of 
Florida in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
General debate shall be confined to 

the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce or their respective des-
ignees. 

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Ms. FOXX) and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from North Carolina. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 734, the Protection of Women 
and Girls in Sports Act. 

The Democrats have gone to great 
lengths to call this bill extreme. The 
Democrats have gone to great lengths, 
being almost hysterical, to call this 

bill discriminatory. It is neither of 
those things. 

It is a one-page bill, which is rare in 
Congress, that strengthens existing 
protections for women, ensures a level 
playing field for female athletes, and 
protects women and girls from the 
Biden administration’s radical regu-
latory scheme. 

It is quite telling when the other 
party attempts to tear things down 
without offering an alternative vision. 
Democrats refuse to posit a reason for 
allowing biological men to compete in 
women’s sports that comports with 
principles of athletic competition like 
fairness and integrity. 

Democrats also refuse to address the 
implications of their position. If men 
can compete in women’s sports, should 
they be able to take roster spots from 
women, to rob women of hard-earned 
achievements? 

Instead, they appeal to emotion and 
call the other side bigots. It is such a 
tiring act, Mr. Chair. 

How about providing evidence that 
self-identification is rooted in biologi-
cal truth? Explain that a post-adoles-
cent male athlete has zero physical ad-
vantages over women. 

Democrats like to pretend they are 
the party of science. Where is the data? 

The Democrat vote against this bill, 
including Biden’s threat to veto it, is a 
vote against continuing to give women 
and girls equal opportunity to partici-
pate and compete in athletics. 

We on the Republican side are 
grounded. We live in reality. So does 
the rest of America. Ask working-class 
Americans if Muhammad Ali should 
have been allowed to box women in his 
heyday or if Usain Bolt should have 
run the women’s 100 meters. 

It is not about callousness or lack of 
emotion. This is about grounding a 
leftist ideology that has lost its collec-
tive mind back in reality. In fact, Re-
publicans are teeming with admiration 
and support for the women and girls 
who have come so far to get much-de-
served recognition for their athletic 
achievements. 

The left wants to talk about erasure. 
Let’s talk about how American female 
athletes are being erased. We are not 
sensationalizing this problem. It exists. 
Females are being hurt by it, and ac-
tion must be taken to stop that. 

Mr. Chair, I hope this debate and the 
eventual passage of H.R. 734 help bring 
sanity to women’s sports, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I speak in opposition 
to H.R. 734, the politics over participa-
tion act. 

We can all agree on the need to ad-
dress the challenges facing our edu-
cation system, issues like gun violence, 
academic achievement gaps, and the 
lack of mental health support for our 
students. These are serious challenges 
that demand serious action. 

Unfortunately, my Republican col-
leagues have used their first 100 days in 

the majority to pursue a radical edu-
cation agenda that prioritizes political 
points over students’ safety and suc-
cess. 

Today, we are considering another 
piece of this extreme agenda, one that 
again targets transgender kids. 

School sports activities offer funda-
mental life lessons—such as leadership, 
self-confidence, and teamwork—that 
every child should be able to enjoy. As 
Members of Congress, our responsi-
bility is to ensure that student ath-
letics are, above all, fair and safe. 

H.R. 734 does the exact opposite. It 
makes school sports less fair by sin-
gling out and banning transgender 
women and girls as young as kinder-
garten from participating on school 
sports teams with their friends. We 
know transgender students already 
face widespread bullying and discrimi-
nation. Adding to their pain by tar-
geting their participation in school 
sports is both wrong and dangerous. 

Furthermore, contrary to my Repub-
lican colleagues’ claims, H.R. 734 actu-
ally makes school sports less safe for 
women and girls. To enforce its ban on 
transgender student athletes, the bill 
would require all girls as young as 
their preteens to ‘‘prove their gender.’’ 

For example, under Utah’s blanket 
ban on transgender student participa-
tion in school sports, parents of the 
second- and third-place finishers in a 
State-level girls’ competition com-
plained to the Utah High School Ac-
tivities Association that they sus-
pected the winner of the event was 
trans. Following the complaint, the 
school was forced to investigate the 
student by combing through her 
records going back to kindergarten. 
She was, in fact, not transgender. 

The association has received other 
complaints about supposed trans com-
petitors, sometimes with the reasoning 
being simply that a girl doesn’t look 
feminine enough. 

Simply put, H.R. 734 does not protect 
women and girls. It only makes school 
sports less safe and less fair. 

There are schools, States, and sports 
associations that have been allowing 
transgender people to play equitably 
and consistent with their gender iden-
tity with no issues for decades. 

This bill doesn’t address the most 
elite level of athletes. Yet, even at the 
most elite level, organizations like the 
International Olympic Committee have 
frameworks for transgender inclusion 
in sports. They reject the type of cat-
egorical blanket ban Republicans are 
pushing for kids as young as kinder-
gartners in schools. 

Congress has no business targeting 
transgender women and girls and im-
posing a nationwide ban on their par-
ticipation in school sports. We need to 
refocus on our job in Congress to ad-
dress the most pressing issues facing 
students and parents and ensure that 
every child in America can reach their 
full potential. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose H.R. 734, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEUBE), the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Chairman, Genesis 
1:27: ‘‘So God created mankind in His 
own image, in the image of God he cre-
ated them; male and female He created 
them.’’ 

Genesis 5:1–2: ‘‘When God created 
mankind, He made them in the like-
ness of God. He created them male and 
female and blessed them.’’ 

Jesus stated in Mark 10:6: ‘‘But at 
the beginning of creation, God made 
them male and female.’’ 

Also in Matthew 19:4: ‘‘At the begin-
ning, the creator made them male and 
female.’’ 

For thousands of years in human his-
tory, we have recognized as a species 
that there are women and there are 
men, who are obviously biologically 
different, dare I say even scientifically 
different. Even science agrees with this 
premise. 

Yet, over the last several years, there 
has been a perversion in our culture by 
the enemy, and the left has completely 
embraced the lie to erase the lines of 
gender and to convince you there isn’t 
really gender and that gender is fluid 
and can be whatever you want, when-
ever you want—again, more lies. 

The left has taken gender identity so 
far that many on the left today cannot 
even define what a woman is for fear of 
retribution by trans activists. Even the 
latest Supreme Court Justice ap-
pointed by President Biden could not 
define what a woman is during ques-
tioning, and she now sits on the high-
est court in the land. 

The radical left has adopted com-
pletely made-up terms that didn’t even 
exist just a few short years ago, like 
nonbinary, cisgender, trans male, trans 
female. You can even find that there 
are 74 made-up genders, 74 that you can 
choose from, everything from agender 
to omnigender. There is even an astral 
gender, which is having a gender iden-
tity that feels to be related to space. I 
don’t even know what that means. 

Just a few short years ago, even 
Democrats would say that this is ridic-
ulous, but today, it is common speak 
for the radical left. If you question 
these fictitious terms, they label you 
transphobic—again, another leftist 
idiom. 

I have three dictionaries in my 
house. One was copyrighted in 1828; one 
was copyrighted in 1959; and one was 
copyrighted in 1988. Shockingly, no-
where in any of these dictionaries are 
the terms ‘‘nonbinary’’ or ‘‘trans man’’ 
or ‘‘trans woman.’’ Even if you look on 
Webster today, just Google Webster, it 
says that ‘‘trans man’’ and ‘‘trans fe-
male’’ are terms that were first used in 
1996. During the entire history of man-
kind, you were either male or female 
until the last few years. 

In worship to the trans movement, 
the Biden administration has moved at 
warp speed to infiltrate every aspect of 
the Federal Government with trans 
speak. 

b 1315 

Most recently, just a couple weeks 
ago, I am assuming in response to this 
bill moving to a vote, the Biden admin-
istration was looking to insert rules on 
Title IX to force biological men into 
women’s sports in complete defiance of 
the laws this body passed over 50 years 
ago. 

Congress in 1972 created Title IX to 
protect women’s sports to enable 
women to have an equal playing field 
in athletics. In worship to their trans 
idols, the administration wants to flip 
that on its head. It is insane. 

Title IX was created for women’s 
sports, and now the left wants to kill 
it. In them giving homage to the trans 
movement, they are abandoning 
women all across the country. 

Parents do not want biological men 
in locker rooms with their daughters, 
nor do they believe it is equitable that 
a male can compete with women in fe-
male athletics. It is the whole purpose 
that Title IX was created to begin 
with. 

The radical left wants you to believe 
that this never happens, and there are 
only a few instances of this happening. 
However, the facts bear this statement 
as false. 

There is an entire website that docu-
ments examples of females who are dis-
placed by males in women’s sporting 
events. It includes the place ‘‘she 
would have won’’ had the male not 
been competing. 

There are hundreds of examples docu-
mented on SheWon.org and Concerned 
Women has a spreadsheet with, again, 
hundreds of examples where women 
faced men in competition. 

In my own district in Sarasota, Flor-
ida, my constituent, Emma Weyant, an 
incredibly talented swimmer and 
Olympic medalist, lost the 2022 NCAA 
women’s swimming championships 
title for the 500 freestyle by 1.75 sec-
onds to a man who formerly competed 
for years on the men’s swimming team, 
who took home that title after identi-
fying as a woman. 

It is a sad day in America when the 
Democrats have regressed so far back-
ward that they are willing to erase the 
rights that women have fought decades 
to obtain, all to elevate biological 
males to the top of women’s podiums. 

The integrity of women’s sports must 
be protected. H.R. 734 preserves wom-
en’s sports and ensures fair competi-
tion for generations of women to come, 
just as Title IX originally intended. 

If my liberal colleagues truly believe 
in supporting women’s rights, as they 
so often tout, they will vote in favor of 
this bill. 

I encourage my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to stand for women’s 
free and fair opportunity in athletics 
and to stand for truth, not lies. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California, (Ms. PELOSI), Speaker 
Emerita. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank 

him for his leadership for fairness and 
safety in our schools and for justice in 
our communities. 

I stand here today in opposition to 
the legislation that is on the floor. In 
listening carefully to the maker of the 
motion, he references a religious con-
text in his comments, and so will I, 
then, following his lead. 

Yes, we are all God’s children. We all 
have a spark of divinity in us, and 
therefore, are worthy of respect. That 
spark of divinity that is within us in-
sists that we respect it in others, as 
well. 

So recognizing that we are all God’s 
children, I rise in opposition to this 
legislation because trans kids are all 
God’s children; belong in sports, in 
schools, in books, in families, and on 
teams. 

It is really important for us as lead-
ers in our country to speak with re-
spect for all of the people in our coun-
try. 

Trans kids listen and hear what we 
say, and we do not want to do them 
harm for whatever purpose on the floor 
of this House. 

The gentleman also referenced Title 
IX. While none of us were probably 
here when Patsy Mink very coura-
geously passed Title IX, many of us 
were here as we reauthorized it over 
time and fought off, fought off initia-
tives to weaken it to say that in sup-
porting women in sports was taking 
away from men in sports. That is sim-
ply not the case. 

I will say that this bill is an insult to 
the legacy of fairness and inclusion 
that Patsy Mink intended, and was 
passed by the House and the Congress 
in Title IX; Senator Birch Bayh, the 
Senator from Indiana. 

So I say let every child, regardless of 
gender identity, deserve a chance to be 
part of a team, to learn lessons of 
sportsmanship, to push themselves to 
reach their fullest potential and vote 
‘‘no’’ against this legislation. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. OWENS), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Higher Education and 
Workforce Development. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chair, when Title 
IX became law in 1972, it was a water-
shed moment for every woman in 
America. 

Title IX was a game changer for 
women and girls in sports to showcase 
their talents on the field without dis-
crimination or prejudice. 

I watched with pride as my five 
daughters competed during their high 
school days. I feel the same pride as I 
watch my 12 granddaughters learn, 
grow, and thrive as they compete and 
work to gain respect from their team-
mates through hard work and 
meritocracy. 

Unfortunately, these life-changing 
opportunities afforded to generations 
of women and girls are under assault 
today. 

We cannot sit back and watch bio-
logical males rob biological women of 
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equal athletic opportunities. We need 
to stop putting feelings of boys and 
men above fairness and opportunity for 
girls and women. 

With this upside-down world of feel-
ings over fairness, we are also stealing 
from our young men a major compo-
nent of their self-esteem, the inborn 
and innate desire to respect and pro-
tect womanhood. 

This is why I am proud to support the 
Protection of Women and Girls in 
Sports Act of 2023 to make sure wom-
en’s sports are safe and fair. 

Allowing biological men to compete 
in women’s sports erodes the progress 
women and girls have made in athletics 
and undermines our cherished Amer-
ican values of meritocracy, hard work, 
and equality. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this commonsense bill and preserve 
the rights of all women to achieve 
their American Dream. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. BONAMICI). 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong opposition to this bill, a bill 
that puts politics over participation. I 
am deeply concerned about the in-
crease in and apparent normalization 
of attacks against trans students. 

Contrary to what my Republican col-
leagues say, this legislation will dimin-
ish civil rights, discriminate against 
students, and dismantle relationships 
of trust between students and their 
coaches and educators. 

Trans rights are human rights. Deny-
ing trans students the opportunity to 
play on sports teams that are con-
sistent with their gender identity sends 
a clear message to those students that 
they don’t matter. 

If my Republican colleagues are in-
terested in protecting women and girls, 
I have a long list of priorities that I am 
eager to work on. 

Let’s pass commonsense gun violence 
prevention legislation. Let’s pass legis-
lation protecting reproductive free-
dom. Let’s pass paid family leave and 
medical leave and close the gender pay 
gap. 

We should be working together to 
create opportunities for every student 
to thrive with a focus on those who are 
most vulnerable, especially trans 
youth. 

I want every trans student out there 
to know I see you, and I will never stop 
fighting for you. I urge my colleagues 
to show some humanity, stop attack-
ing trans people, and vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
bill. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. BEAN), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Early Childhood, Ele-
mentary, and Secondary Education. 

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank Chair FOXX for yielding time. 

Mr. Chairman, should the Jackson-
ville Jaguars play against a peewee 
football team? That would be ridicu-
lous. 

Should the minor league Jackson-
ville Jumbo Shrimp play against a Lit-

tle League team? That would be crazy. 
Should men compete against women in 
sports? Of course not. In each example, 
it is just not fair. 

The truth is, males have a lasting 
and lifelong athletic advantage—most 
notably, 36 percent more muscle mass, 
which allows for greater speed and 
force that cannot be erased with phar-
maceuticals or hormone treatments. 

Sadly, every time a male takes a lane 
in the pool, a spot on the field, or at 
the starting line, a female athlete loses 
the opportunity to compete. 

Every time a male athlete is named a 
female All-American, a female athlete 
loses that honor. We are in a battle for 
the very survival of women’s sports. 

America, we hear you. Not everybody 
has gone off the deep end. Today, 
House Republicans will pass H.R. 734, 
the Protection of Women and Girls in 
Sports Act, to ban men from competing 
in women’s sports. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL). 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in deep opposition to this bill. We 
should rename it the cancel kids trans 
hate bill. This bill fuels a virulent hate 
campaign against kids who just want 
to play with their friends. 

Don’t believe for a minute that this 
is about protecting women and girls be-
cause if Republicans cared about that, 
they would not be voting against equal 
pay, against paid sick leave, against 
universal childcare. 

The way that this bill targets chil-
dren in the name of gender equality is 
insulting. That is why women’s organi-
zations around the country, including 
the Women’s Sports Foundation, have 
denounced this bill. 

In reality, it actually endangers all 
women and girls. Think about it. How 
do you enforce this ban? How do you 
verify a girl’s ‘‘reproductive anat-
omy’’? 

If a young girl—if your daughter 
doesn’t look feminine enough, is she 
subject to an examination? This is ab-
solutely absurd. 

Republicans are cruelly scapegoating 
children to distract you from the very 
fact that you don’t have actual solu-
tions that answer the American peo-
ple’s problems. 

This attack on transgender children, 
though, also has dire consequences. 
Over 75 percent of transgender students 
experience harassment or discrimina-
tion at school. 

Mr. Chairman, 82 percent of 
transgender kids have considered sui-
cide, and 40 percent have attempted 
suicide. 

These bills tell some of the most vul-
nerable children in our country that 
they do not belong. Shame on you. 

To trans people everywhere, I say, I 
see you, and I will fight for you. That 
is why last month I introduced the 
Transgender Bill of Rights with 100 co-
sponsors to stand up for trans kids so 
that you can lead your full lives as 
your authentic selves. 

Mr. Chairman, I am the proud moth-
er of a trans daughter, and when she 
came out to me, I unconditionally em-
braced her because I unconditionally 
love her. 

If you don’t understand what is going 
on with these kids, that is okay. I have 
learned so much from my daughter. 
Let’s learn together, but don’t, don’t 
use our kids as punching bags and put 
them in danger. 

When the Republican Governor of 
Utah, Spencer Cox, vetoed a similar 
sports ban, he said this: ‘‘I always try 
to err on the side of kindness, mercy, 
and compassion. . . . I don’t under-
stand what they are going through or 
why they feel the way they do, but I 
want them to live.’’ 

I want them to live. So to my col-
leagues, I say, stop targeting our chil-
dren. Let them play. Let them live. 
Vote ‘‘no’’ on this hateful bill. 

b 1330 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER), vice chair of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today in support of the Protection 
of Women and Girls in Sports Act, 
which ensures fairness and safety in 
girls’ athletics. 

Our daughters’ opportunities to com-
pete in athletics and their safety at 
school have been threatened by the 
radical left’s disturbing trend of allow-
ing biological men to compete with 
them and use the girls’ locker room. 

Earlier this month, the world 
watched in horror as leftwing rioters 
attacked a young woman named Riley 
Gaines and held her kidnapped against 
her will simply because she was speak-
ing out to defend girls’ sports. This 
week, the House will stand with Riley 
and all young women and girls who de-
serve the full protection of Title IX. 

The Biden administration has been 
clear. They want men competing 
against our daughters, and they want 
to force schools to allow biological 
men to change and shower with our 
daughters in the girls’ locker rooms. 
This is wrong. 

Proverbs 31:8 reminds us that we 
must speak up for those who cannot 
speak for themselves and defend the 
rights of those in need. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to join me in supporting the Protection 
of Women and Girls in Sports Act and 
stand up for the rights and the safety 
of our daughters. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, while 
girls’ participation in sports have in-
creased 1,000 percent since Title IX, the 
participation numbers still have not 
reached that of boys 50 years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. STE-
VENS). 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, last 
month on the Education Committee, 
we toiled until the early hours of the 
morning, marking up our very first two 
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bills of the new Congress, one of which 
is the subject of our debate today, H.R. 
734. 

Regrettably, neither of the bills ad-
dress the issues most pressing to stu-
dents and teachers: murder by gun vio-
lence. There were 42 incidents of gun 
violence on school grounds this year 
alone, 17 deaths, and 32 injuries. Every 
day 22 children are shot and 5 die. 

With all due respect, I missed the 
part in the Bible that said that people 
have a right to own a gun at the ex-
pense of our children’s ability to live 
and go to school safely. 

So let’s be clear. This is not an effort 
to address the longstanding barriers all 
girls and women have faced in their 
pursuit of athletics. Leading women’s 
sports organizations and gender justice 
organizations support transgender in-
clusion in sports without equivocation. 

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this hateful bill. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MORAN), a member of the Education 
and the Workforce Committee. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, first and 
foremost, I thank Congressman GREG 
STEUBE of Florida for introducing this 
important piece of legislation, and 
Chairwoman FOXX for managing this 
afternoon’s floor debate. 

The Protection of Women and Girls 
in Sports Act of 2023 will safeguard the 
ability of female athletes to partici-
pate freely in an athletic space that for 
decades has been specifically carved 
out for these athletes to compete safe-
ly. 

When biological males infiltrate 
these spaces, opportunities are taken 
away from these biological females. 

Earlier this month, the Biden admin-
istration proposed a new Title IX rule 
prohibiting public schools from ban-
ning transgender male athletes from 
competing in sporting events with girls 
and women and eliminating the State’s 
policy to promote integrity in sports. 

The Biden administration is attempt-
ing to change the playing field, but 
there is nothing equal or level about 
allowing biological men to compete in 
women and girls’ sports. 

Coaches in East Texas that I rep-
resent understand the biological dif-
ferences between men and women, and 
they understand that there is nothing 
equal about allowing men to compete 
in women’s sports. 

This legislation will ensure that 
schools who receive Federal funding 
can still protect biological women’s 
and girls’ rights to freely and fairly 
participate in sports. As a father of two 
boys and two girls, this is important to 
me. This will safeguard and uphold the 
integrity of women’s sports and the 
true intention of Title IX. 

Mr. Chair, I am proud to stand here 
on the House floor today in support of 
this legislation. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN), the chair of the 
Equality Caucus. 

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, let’s face it, 
most people in the United States don’t 
know someone who is transgender, and 
that can lead to fear of the unknown. 

Some less-scrupulous politicians feed 
that fear and are willing to bully peo-
ple, even kids, to lift themselves. They 
will tell you all sorts of distortions to 
manipulate you if it benefits them. 

They argue that there is a national 
problem if trans girls participate in 
school sports. That is a lie. They don’t 
care if it hurts kids—trans kids in this 
case—who already face huge rates of 
bullying just for being different. They 
just want to play with their friends and 
learn the value sports offer, but these 
politicians don’t care. All they care 
about is building their political brand 
and lifting their fundraising. 

How do I know they really don’t care 
about girls and women in sports? Does 
anything in this bill address the severe 
inequities between men’s and women’s 
sports? 

Not one word. In fact, most women’s 
sporting groups oppose the bill. 

It is not about keeping kids safe. If it 
was, it would be about keeping guns 
out of school. 

Crickets on that. 
Fortunately, not all Republicans 

agree. 
The Republican Governor of Utah ve-

toed similar legislation highlighting 
the daily challenges trans kids already 
go through from bullying to suicide. 

He shared how many trans kids play 
school sports in his State: Four trans 
youth, only one a girl. There is your 
raging national problem. 

What is the Republican’s response to 
this nonexistent issue? 

Hurt kids for being kids by banning 
them from playing in school sports and 
even be as extreme as saying all female 
athletes, as young as in their pre-teen 
years, can be subject to personal bodily 
inspection by adults to prove that they 
are a girl. 

Look, I know not everyone may un-
derstand this or may not know some-
one who is transgender, but just be-
cause you don’t understand something 
isn’t a good enough reason to outright 
ban kids from school sports. 

We may not be able to stop unscrupu-
lous politicians overnight, but we can 
stop bad legislation from hurting good 
kids. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. ROSE). 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, today I 
rise as a Christian, a husband, and a fa-
ther in support of H.R. 734, the Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act, 
a bill that I am proud to cosponsor. 

Tennessee is well-known for its 
iconic and legendary women’s basket-
ball program, the Lady Volunteers. 

Thankfully, our State has taken ac-
tion to protect the Lady Vols from ever 
being threatened to have to compete 
against biological males. Whether it is 
for scholarships or national champion-
ships, biological males ought to com-
pete against biological males, and bio-

logical females ought to compete 
against biological females. 

Most Tennesseans consider this to be 
common sense. 

That is why I am very thankful the 
House is considering the Protection of 
Women and Girls in Sports Act today, 
and I am extremely proud to support 
its passage. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in voting ‘‘yes’’ on this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire how much time remains on 
each side? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
California has 171⁄2 minutes remaining. 
The gentlewoman from North Carolina 
has 14 minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong opposition to this bill, which 
should be titled banning kids from 
school sports act. 

No group of kids should be banned 
from school sports, period. We all know 
what school sports are about. It is 
about teamwork, determination, phys-
ical well-being. The Federal Govern-
ment doesn’t belong in our classrooms, 
in the locker rooms of these kids, or 
between these children and their par-
ents. 

There is this creepy idea that this 
bill is going to require genital inspec-
tions of children. I mean, this is out-
rageous. 

There was an invocation of some lit-
urgy just a few moments ago saying 
children are the creations of God. All 
children are the creations of God. It is 
not up to you to decide which children 
don’t belong. These are all God’s chil-
dren. And don’t accept this phony 
claim that this is about the safety of 
kids. In fact, we know otherwise. 

A very conservative advocacy group 
came up with this idea. The President 
of that advocacy group said: ‘‘We knew 
we needed to find an issue that the can-
didates were comfortable talking 
about, and we threw everything at the 
wall.’’ They came up with this cam-
paign against trans kids, a sinister, po-
litical operation to use these kids to 
advance their success in politics. It is 
wrong. All kids belong playing in 
sports, to play with their friends, to 
enjoy their childhood. 

There are more than 450 anti-trans 
bills being introduced all across this 
country. It is terrible. These children 
matter. We see them. We value them, 
and we have to respect them. Actually, 
trans kids belong and deserve to par-
ticipate in every school activity. 

Mr. Chair, if my colleagues really 
cared about the well-being of kids, let 
me remind them that the leading cause 
of death in this country is gun vio-
lence. Yet, our Republican colleagues 
will not do anything to protect chil-
dren from being slaughtered in their 
schools—the leading cause of death in 
this country. Instead, we are going to 
spend time debating a bill to insert the 
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Federal Government into elementary 
schools and middle schools to prevent 
all children from participating in 
sports. 

What a terrible idea. Shame on you. 
This is a disgrace, and I urge Members 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this hideous piece of 
legislation. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 90 
seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WILLIAMS), a member of the 
Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the chairwoman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Chair, within just a few years, 
our Nation will task the first women 
with the awesome responsibility of 
commanding our nuclear submarines. 
These submarines will serve on the 
front lines of any future global con-
flict, and they are among the most 
feared and powerful weapons in the 
world. Women who will command these 
boats will lead many of the finest sail-
ors our Nation has ever seen. 

In nearly every case, these women’s 
paths to this extraordinary responsi-
bility and this extraordinary call to 
leadership begin with and traveled 
through their competitiveness in 
sports. 

Leadership, excellence, teamwork, 
inspiration, and sacrifice are all 
learned and earned on the sports field. 
They are champions. They are schol-
ars. They are warriors. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 734 in celebration of the dramatic 
impact that women’s competitive 
sports has brought to our Nation and 
are now adding to the defense of our 
Nation. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to H.R. 734, the so- 
called Protection of Women and Girls 
in Sports Act. 

I say so-called because there is really 
nothing in this bill to protect women 
and girls in sports. It is telling that 
every amendment submitted by a Dem-
ocrat to actually strengthen protec-
tions, such as addressing unequal fund-
ing, was ruled out as not germane by 
Republicans. 

There are many real issues facing our 
Nation’s women’s and girls’ sports 
teams, including disproportionate 
funding and resources compared to 
their male counterparts, but 
transgender athletes are not one of 
them. 

Every sports federation supports 
transgender athletes competing on an 
equal basis, seeing no inherent advan-
tage in sports competition for 
transgender athletes. 

Transgender young people experience 
increased incidences of bullying, rejec-
tion, and discrimination, and nearly 
half of trans women and girls report se-
riously considering suicide in the past 
year. 

Why would we consider this hateful 
legislation that aims to isolate an al-

ready vulnerable group of children fur-
ther? 

Mr. Chair, I am proud to have been 
the first Member of Congress to speak 
out in support of transgender rights on 
the House floor. I do not support trau-
matizing young children by subjecting 
them to intrusive genital inspections. 

Mr. Chair, I am proud to urge my col-
leagues to oppose this hateful bill. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. MCCLAIN), a member of 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce and secretary of the Repub-
lican Conference. 

Mrs. MCCLAIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
stand here today enraged that we are 
debating a bill to protect women and 
girls in sports. 

I am enraged not because I disagree 
with the legislation, in fact, I fully 
support the legislation. I am enraged 
by the fact that we have reached a 
point in this country where we have to 
talk about a bill to protect women and 
women’s sports is even necessary. 

When Congress passed Title IX in 
this very Chamber a half a century 
ago, I thought it was supposed to be a 
victory for women across the United 
States. 

At what point did we throw it away 
and make it meaningless? 

Do we not care about women? 

b 1345 

Did we forget about the women and 
the young girls? 

Listen, as a wife, as a mother, as a fe-
male athlete, and as a coach of female 
athletes, I take offense to this, because 
now 50 years later, we are in the same 
Chamber, debating the merits of pro-
tecting women’s sports, once again. 

The left’s hypocrisy on this issue has 
resulted in women being demolished in 
competitions, physically brutalized 
going up against stronger opponents. 
They are losing individual games, 
State championships, and NCAA’s 
championships to biological males that 
have decided to become a woman. 

That is their right, but what about 
the women’s rights? What about the 
rights of the young girls? Do they not 
have any rights anymore? 

Let’s be clear about something: My 
Democratic colleagues can see what is 
going on and what is happening, and I 
believe they know that this is wrong, 
as well. That is why they hide behind it 
and don’t deal with the real issue. 

Because of that reason, I am enraged 
today that we are debating a bill that 
should not require any debate at all. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. JACOBS). 

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Chair, Dr. Maya 
Angelou once said: ‘‘When people show 
you who they are, believe them the 
first time.’’ Well, House Republicans 
have shown us over and over again who 
they are, and it is time we believe 
them. 

They have introduced a national 
abortion ban. They oppose paid family 

leave. They blocked the ERA. They 
fought against universal childcare. 
Now they are using the false guise of 
protecting women to blatantly dis-
criminate against the trans commu-
nity and threaten the privacy of all 
women and girls. 

House Republicans make trans kids’ 
participation in sports seem sinister 
and conniving, and that couldn’t be 
further from the truth. Trans kids are 
kids. They should be able to live full 
lives with unlimited opportunities, in-
cluding playing sports. 

Despite what some of my colleagues 
have falsely claimed, trans girls and 
women do not have an overwhelming 
physical advantage compared to oth-
ers. Just like all athletes, sometimes 
trans athletes win and sometimes they 
lose, but we know this isn’t about 
facts. This is about discrimination and 
scoring political points. 

To my colleagues who haven’t been 
exposed to the LGBTQ+ community or 
met someone who is trans or may not 
understand all of the different terms, 
you still know this is wrong. You know 
it is wrong to isolate and stigmatize 
and shame kids. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this legislation. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOOD), chairman of the 
Health, Employment, Labor, and Pen-
sions Subcommittee. 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of H.R. 734, the Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act. 

In 2022, UVA swimmer and Olympic 
medalist Emma Weyant was the fastest 
woman in NCAA division 1 women’s 
500-yard freestyle race. Unfortunately, 
she was awarded second place. That is 
because Lia Thomas, a man, was al-
lowed to swim against her and beat her 
for the national championship trophy. 

Lia Thomas, whose given name at 
birth is William Thomas, ranks 65th 
among men in the 500-yard men’s free-
style; however, he could beat all the bi-
ological women. A female student ath-
lete at nearby Virginia Tech lost her 
opportunity to compete in the finals 
because a man took her place. 

Sadly, Reka Gyorgy was one spot 
away from reaching her lifelong dream 
and qualifying for the championship 
finals. Reka did not blame Lia Thomas, 
but she did write a letter to the NCAA 
that said: ‘‘This is my last college meet 
ever and I feel frustrated. . . . That 
final spot was taken away from me be-
cause of the NCAA’s decision to let 
someone who is not a biological female 
compete. . . . You could say I had the 
opportunity to swim faster and make 
the top 16, but . . . I can’t help but be 
angry. . . . This is the result of the 
NCAA and their lack of interest in pro-
tecting their athletes.’’ 

The NCAA pretends to provide fair-
ness by allowing men to compete as 
women against true women if they just 
complete one year of testosterone sup-
pression. Common sense and science 
tell us that no amount of testosterone 
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suppression can undo biology. We are 
all created immutably male or female, 
and every one of our trillion or so cells 
are either male or female. 

In fact, the University of Nebraska 
exercise science professor, Dr. Gregory 
Brown, has published a study that 
shows that the athletic advantage of 
men exists even before puberty and 
persists even with testosterone sup-
pression. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DESJARLAIS). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield an addi-
tional 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Men have a 40 
to 50 percent greater muscle mass than 
women, but on average testosterone 
suppression only results in a 5 percent 
reduction. 

The left wants to rob talented women 
and girls of opportunities to succeed 
and to achieve their dreams in the 
swimming pool, on the court, and on 
the field because they can’t or won’t 
define what a woman is. 

The American people know this is 
wrong, and I am proud to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
for this bill to protect women and girls 
in sports. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROBERT GARCIA). 

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding time. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in anger and 
strong opposition to this bill. Now, I 
know how painful life can be as an 
openly gay person, but that pales in 
comparison to what transgender Amer-
icans face every day. 

Our voters send us here to address 
our country’s biggest challenges, but 
instead of taking that responsibility 
seriously, House Republicans are 
choosing to bully and belittle trans 
children. This is about attacking a 
small group of children, and it is 
shameful. 

These people don’t give a damn about 
women or girls. If they did, we would 
be talking about the very real prob-
lems of paid equity and ensuring sports 
are safe from sexual harassment and 
abuse, but instead, they are peddling 
open bigotry and its disgusting BS cul-
ture war right here from the House 
floor. Why are Republicans so obsessed 
with attacking trans youth and chil-
dren? We need answers. 

To the trans and nonbinary youth 
that are watching this, I am so sorry 
your government is failing you today. 
We will never stop fighting to defend 
your dignity and your humanity. We 
love you. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. MAST), a true hero here in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. MAST. Mr. Chair, I rise in sup-
port of protecting women and girls in 
sports, and protect them from what? 
Protect them from this, very simply: 
Cheating. It is cheating. 

This is why we love sports so much. 
It is because of the fairness element of 

it. It is why we don’t allow deflated 
footballs or why we don’t allow corked 
bats or Vaseline on a baseball. The list 
goes on and on. It is why we have ref-
erees and umpires and line judges, be-
cause we want it to be fair. That is one 
of the great things about sports. 

If we are going to allow men into 
women’s sports, why have any laws or 
rules about doping or steroids whatso-
ever? Why should any sports regulate 
doping or steroids if you are going to 
let men into women sports? It makes 
no sense at all. I beg that question. 
Anybody have an answer? 

I don’t hear an answer. I will beg this 
other last question for a moment while 
I have a minute. We are not talking 
about real women competing in wom-
en’s sports; we are talking about real 
boys, real men competing in women’s 
sports. I will leave it at that. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I in-
clude in the RECORD the following let-
ters from PFLAG, a consortium of 
women and girls’ rights organizations 
and 40 professional athletes all in oppo-
sition to H.R. 734. 

PFLAG, 
April 14, 2023. 

MEMBER OF CONGRESS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: PFLAG is the na-
tion’s largest organization dedicated to sup-
porting, educating, and advocating for 
LGBTQ+ people and those who love them. 
Since our founding in 1973, we have been the 
connection for LGBTQ+ people with commu-
nity, parents with resources, and allies with 
tools, bolstering the LGBTQ+ movement 
with strength, power, and love. 

PFLAG families, members, and supporters 
in every District across the country urge 
Congress and others to support inclusion of 
transgender, nonbinary and intersex youth 
in sports. We strongly oppose isolating, and 
excluding youth from participation, and vio-
lating privacy and protection in order to 
combat discrimination granted in Title IX, 
which by law promises not to discriminate 
on the basis of sex. 

In furtherance of the above,—and in pur-
suit of protecting trans, nonbinary, and 
intersex youth athletes who participate in 
sports with their cisgender peers—PFLAG 
National opposes H.R. 734, the so-called Pro-
tection of Women and Girls in Sports Act of 
2023, and rejects its targeted attacks which 
not only harms transgender, nonbinary, and 
intersex youth and their families but also 
harms girls’ and women’s sports as a whole. 

When more than 20 states have or seek 
laws to restrict trans, nonbinary and 
intersex students from participating with 
their peers in sports, families everywhere 
must be able to rely on our federal govern-
ment to seek fair inclusion and equal access 
in all areas of public education, including 
sports. 

Our families across the nation are relying 
on you to do what this bill states in name 
but defies in content: Protect women and 
girls in sports by including—not excluding— 
trans, nonbinary and intersex youth partici-
pation in sports. 

If you or your staff have any questions or 
wish to speak to your constituents who are 
part of PFLAG and can speak to the nega-
tive impact and harm that passage of this 
bill would have and inflict, please contact 
our Director of Policy Diego M. Sanchez. 

PFLAG’s network of hundreds of chapters 
and hundreds of thousands of members from 

coast to coast are working to create an equi-
table, inclusive world where every LGBTQ+ 
person is safe, celebrated, empowered, and 
loved. We are all counting on you to do the 
proper and honorable act of voting ‘‘No’’ on 
H.R. 734 when it comes to the House Floor 
for a vote. 

Sincerely, 
BRIAN K. BOND, 
Executive Director, 

PFLAG National. 

APRIL 14, 2023. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The National 

Women’s Law Center and Women’s Sports 
Foundation, joined by the undersigned wom-
en’s and girls’ rights organizations, write to 
voice our vehement opposition to H.R. 734, 
‘‘The Protection of Women and Girls in 
Sports Act of 2023,’’ and any other similar ef-
fort to ban transgender girls from partici-
pating in sports. As organizations deeply 
committed to fulfilling the promise of Title 
IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 of 
equal educational opportunity for all women 
and girls, including in school sports, we have 
advocated for gender equity in schools for 
decades. We support the inclusion of all stu-
dents, including transgender, intersex, and 
nonbinary students in school sports as part 
of this mission. While this bill is framed as 
‘‘protecting women’s and girls’ sports,’’ we 
write to call out this hateful measure for 
what it actually is: a discriminatory attempt 
to target an already-marginalized group, 
rather than to promote fairness and safety in 
school sports for women and girls. We thus 
urge you to oppose H.R. 734 and join us in 
rallying behind all women and girls and re-
jecting the efforts to enshrine sex discrimi-
nation against an especially vulnerable 
group within Title IX. 

H.R. 734 unmistakably constitutes dis-
crimination on the basis of sex. As recog-
nized by the U.S. Supreme Court, numerous 
Federal courts, and the U.S. Department of 
Education, discrimination includes discrimi-
nation based on gender identity and sex 
characteristics. Title IX’s mandate that all 
students must be able to access the benefits 
and opportunities of an education free from 
sex discrimination includes the right to play 
sports. It is well documented that sports par-
ticipation is linked to increased academic 
achievement, and fosters in students in-
creased emotional, mental, and physical 
well-being and a sense of community. 
Amending Title IX to exclude transgender, 
intersex, and nonbinary students from these 
essential benefits of sports participation be-
trays Title IX’s broad purpose to defeat sex 
discrimination in education in order to fur-
ther harm these students, who because of 
stigma and discrimination are already espe-
cially vulnerable to isolation and decreased 
academic performance. 

The bill’s title, ‘‘Protecting Women and 
Girls in Sports Act,’’ is an intentionally de-
ceptive misnomer, as H.R. 734 makes no ef-
fort to address the actual, pervasive dis-
criminatory barriers that women and girls 
continue to face in school athletics. H.R. 734 
does nothing to address the fact that college 
women have almost 60,000 fewer athletic op-
portunities to play than men, or that high 
school girls have over 1 million fewer oppor-
tunities than boys do to play sports. It fails 
to take any steps to open opportunities for 
women and girls of color, who are dispropor-
tionately impacted by these disparities in 
participation opportunities. H.R. 734 does 
not advance policies to address the second- 
class treatment women’s and girls’ teams 
continue to receive from their schools as 
compared to men’s and boys’ teams when it 
comes to facilities, equipment, and travel. 
Nor does H.R. 734 seek to strengthen protec-
tions against the rampant sexual abuse stu-
dent-athletes of all ages and genders still 
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face. To put it plainly, one would be hard 
pressed to explain how banning transgender 
women and girls from playing alongside 
their peers does anything to address actual 
problems of sex discrimination in sports. 

Transgender women and girls have been 
playing school sports for years, and claims 
that they have been unfairly ‘‘dominating’’ 
competition or excluding their cisgender 
peers from chances to play are utterly false. 
Indeed, recent data from the CDC shows that 
state policies that prevent transgender high 
school students from playing are correlated 
with lower participation by all high school 
girls between 2011 and 2019; meanwhile, par-
ticipation by all girls remained unchanged in 
states with policies allowing transgender 
students to play. H.R. 734’s real purpose is 
not to expand opportunities for women and 
girls, but to deny transgender, intersex, and 
nonbinary students of their right under Title 
IX to equal athletic opportunities. This bill 
coopts the language of women’s rights to un-
dermine protections against sex discrimina-
tion. 

Not only does H.R. 734 fail to address the 
actual, ongoing problems that limit women’s 
and girls’ opportunities in school sports, but 
excluding women and girls who are 
transgender from school sports invites gen-
der policing that threatens all women and 
girls. H.R. 734 is vague and unworkable, and 
could only be implemented by a combination 
of invasive and harmful practices. There is 
no principled way to apply the bill’s unclear 
language to the many girls and young 
women born with intersex variations, which 
by definition, are variations in ‘‘reproductive 
biology and genetics at birth. ‘‘Similar bans 
have been widely used to push girls and 
women born with these variations out of 
sports opportunities and have chilled their 
participation in school sports. Additionally, 
H.R. 734 would inevitably lead to some 
schools adopting invasive and dangerous 
‘‘sex verification’’ practices, which police 
women and girls’ bodies by forcing them to 
submit to a variety of humiliating and unsci-
entific practices for the purported purpose of 
determining whether they are ‘‘really’’ girls 
or women. These procedures make all women 
and girls vulnerable to sexual abuse, but are 
especially likely to be used to target Black 
and brown women and girls who do not con-
form to white ideals of femininity, other 
women and girls who do not conform to sex-
ist stereotypes, and nonbinary and gender 
nonconforming students. If H.R. 734 becomes 
law, it would permit school districts, col-
leges and universities, and athletics associa-
tions to become the arbiters of who is ‘‘suffi-
ciently’’ feminine to play, thereby perpet-
uating harmful racist and sexist stereotypes 
that punish students for who they are or how 
they look, and placing students at further 
risk for sexual abuse. 

Transgender and intersex women and girls 
are women and girls, and should have the 
right to participate in athletics consistent 
with their gender identity. The blanket, dis-
criminatory exclusion that H.R. 734 would 
mandate for every age, every sport, and 
every level of competition flies in the face of 
Title IX’s mandate of equal access to edu-
cational opportunities. H.R. 734 promotes 
fear, dangerous stereotypes, and sex dis-
crimination based on misinformation, and it 
should not become law. 

As women’s rights and gender justice orga-
nizations, we vehemently reject the dan-
gerous legislation and rhetoric pushed by 
politicians seeking to marginalize 
transgender, nonbinary, and intersex people. 
Supporting the civil rights of women and 
girls cannot be separated from championing 
policies that protect the rights of 
transgender, intersex, and nonbinary individ-
uals’ rights to be free from sex discrimina-

tion, including in school sports. This, at a 
minimum, includes voicing strong opposition 
to H.R. 734. 

Sincerely, 
National Women’s Law Center and Wom-

en’s Sports Foundation, joined by: 
National Organizations: 
A Better Balance, Advocates for Youth, Al-

liance of Tribal Coalitions to End Violence, 
American Association of University Women, 
Athletes Unlimited, Catholics for Choice, 
Clearinghouse on Women’s Issues, End Rape 
On Campus, Equal Rights Advocates, Family 
Values @ Work, Feminist Majority Founda-
tion, Futures Without Violence, Girls Inc., 
Harvard Law School Gender Violence Pro-
gram, Healthy Teen Network, Institute for 
Women’s Policy Research, It’s On Us, Jewish 
Women International, Just Solutions, Know 
Your IX, Advocates for Youth, Legal Momen-
tum, the Women’s Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund, National Coalition Against Do-
mestic Violence, National Council of Jewish 
Women, National Latina Institute for Repro-
ductive Justice. 

National Network to End Domestic Vio-
lence, National Organization for Women, Na-
tional Partnership for Women & Families, 
National Resource Center on Domestic Vio-
lence, National Women’s Political Caucus, 
Physicians for Reproductive Health, Public 
Justice, SafeBAE, Sexual Violence Preven-
tion Association, SIECUS, Stop Sexual As-
sault in Schools, The Army of Survivors, The 
Every Voice Coalition, The National Domes-
tic Violence Hotline, Tucker Center for Re-
search on Girls & Women in Sport, Ultra-
Violet Action, Union for Reform Judaism, 
United State of Women (USOW), ValorUS, 
VOICE IN SPORT Foundation, Women’s Law 
Project, YWCA USA, 9to5. 

State and Local Organizations: 
AAUW Pennsylvania, Bucks County Wom-

en’s Advocacy Coalition, Chicago Alliance 
Against Sexual Exploitation (CAASE), Con-
necticut Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence, Family Violence Appellate Project, 
Forward Allies, Gender Equality Law Center, 
Gender Justice, Illinois Coalition Against 
Domestic Violence, Iowa Coalition Against 
Domestic Violence, Jane Doe, Inc., Legal Aid 
at Work, Maine Women’s Lobby, Make It 
Work Nevada, Maryland Network Against 
Domestic Violence, Men Stopping Violence, 
Inc., Nevada Coalition to End Domestic and 
Sexual Violence, New York State Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence, North Carolina 
Coalition Against Domestic Violence, Or-
egon Coalition Against Domestic and Sexual 
Violence, Pennsylvania Coalition Against 
Domestic Violence, Pride Aroostook, Re-
building Hope! Sexual Assault Center for 
Pierce County, Rhode Island Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence. 

Vermont Network Against Domestic and 
Sexual Violence, Violence Free Minnesota, 
Virginia Sexual and Domestic Violence Ac-
tion Alliance, Washington State Coalition 
Against Domestic Violence, Women Against 
Abuse, Women’s Center & Shelter of Greater 
Pittsburgh, Women’s Resource Center, Wom-
en’s Resources of Monroe County, Inc., 
YWCA Berkeley/Oakland, YWCA Billings, 
YWCA Binghamton Broome County, YWCA 
Delaware, YWCA Duluth, YWCA Golden Gate 
Silicon Valley, YWCA Grand Island, YWCA 
Jamestown, YWCA Kaua‘i, YWCA Min-
neapolis, YWCA New Hampshire, YWCA 
North Central Washington, YWCA Northeast 
Kansas, YWCA Northern New Jersey, YWCA 
of Eastern Union County, YWCA Pierce 
County, YWCA Princeton, YWCA Western 
New York, YWCA Yakima. 

We, the undersigned athletes, believe that 
every child deserves to have their life 
changed for the better by being able to par-
ticipate in the sport that they love. 

As professional, Olympic and Paralympic 
athletes, we have dedicated our lives to 

sports. Sports have given us our greatest 
friends, taught us incredible life lessons, and 
given us the confidence and drive to succeed 
in the world. Those of us who love sport 
know that its value goes far beyond the play-
ing field, to developing a sense of self and 
identity, and reflecting what we value as a 
community. Sport is a tremendous outlet for 
physical and mental health, teaches valuable 
lessons on teamwork and discipline, and has 
brought us lifelong community. Every single 
child should have access to the lifesaving 
power of sports. 

Right now, transgender and intersex 
human rights are under attack, with politi-
cians in Washington D.C. pushing forward 
H.R. 734, the so-called ‘‘Protection of Girls 
and Women in Sports Act’’, which would 
stipulate that Title IX compliance requires 
banning transgender and intersex girls and 
women from participating in sports. If this 
bill passes, transgender and intersex girls 
and women throughout the country will be 
forced to sit on the sidelines, away from 
their peers and their communities. Further-
more, the policing of who can and cannot 
play school sports will very likely lead to 
the policing of the bodies of all girls, includ-
ing cisgender girls. This will deter girls from 
participating in sports and create additional 
barriers. Denying children access to a place 
where they can gain significant mental and 
physical health benefits, and learn lifelong 
lessons that come from being part of a team 
and working hard towards your goals does 
not protect women in sports. 

We believe that gender equity in sport is 
critical which is why we urge policymakers 
to turn their attention and effort to the 
causes women athletes have been fighting for 
decades, including equal pay, an end to abuse 
and mistreatment, uneven implementation 
of Title IX, and a lack of access and equity 
for girls of color and girls with disabilities, 
to name only a few 

Our deepest hope is that transgender and 
intersex kids will never have to feel the iso-
lation, exclusion and othering that H.R. 734 
is seeking to enshrine into law. 

Signed, 
Abby Dunkin, Paralympic Gold medalist, 

Wheelchair Basketball, Team USA 
Alison Desir, Founder, Harlem Run and Co- 

Chair, Running Industry Diversity Coalition 
Angela Hucles, Former Professional and 

Olympic Soccer Player, Team USA/NWSL; 
Former President of the Women’s Sports 
Foundation 

Becky Sauerbrunn, Olympic Gold Medalist, 
Soccer, Team USA/NWSL 

Bella Bixby, Professional Soccer Player, 
NWSL 

Brad Stuver, Professional Soccer Player, 
MLS 

Caitlin Cosme, Professional Soccer Player, 
NWSL 

Carly Nelson, Professional Soccer Player, 
NWSL 

Carrie Sheinberg, Former Olympic Alpine 
Skier, Team USA 

CeCe Telfer, NCAA National Champion 
Celia Jiménez, Professional Soccer Player, 

NWSL and Spanish National Team 
Chris Mosier, Triathlete & Duathlete, 6- 

time Team USA and Founder of 
TransAthlete.Com 

Devin Ibanez, Professional Rugby Player, 
Major League Rugby 

Emily Menges, Professional Soccer Player, 
NWSL 

Erika Lawler, Olympic Ice Hockey Player, 
Team USA 

Esther Lofgren, Olympic Rower, Team 
USA 

Grete Eliassen, Professional Freestyle 
Skier 

Gwen Berry, Olympic Track and Field ath-
lete, Team USA 
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Imani Dorsey, Professional Soccer Player, 

NWSL 
JayCee Cooper, Powerlifter 
Jessica Mendoza, Former Olympic Softball 

Player, Team USA 
Johnny Stanton, Professional Football 

Player, NFL 
Kaiya McCullough, Former Professional 

Soccer Player, NWSL 
Kaylie Collins, Professional Soccer Player, 

NWSL 
Kendall Chase, Olympic Rower, Team USA 
Layshia Clarendon, Professional Basket-

ball Player, WNBA 
Lori Lindsey, Former Olympic and Profes-

sional Soccer Player, Team USA/NWSL 
Madison Packer, Professional Ice Hockey 

Player, Premier Hockey Federation 
Meaghan Nally, Professional Soccer Play-

er, NWSL 
Megan Rapinoe, Olympic and Professional 

Soccer Player, Team USA/NWSL 
Meghan Duggan, Former Olympic Ice 

Hockey Player, Team USA 
Meghan Klingenberg, Olympic and Profes-

sional Soccer Player, Team USA/NWSL 
Meghan O’Leary, Olympic Rower, Team 

USA 
Mikey Lopez, Professional Soccer Player, 

USL Championship 
Naya Tapper, Olympic Rugby Player, 

Team USA 
Pam Boteler, Former Team USA Sprint 

Canoeist 
Patricio Manual, Professional Boxer 
Sophia Herzog-Gibb, Paralympic Swimmer, 

Team USA 
Sue Bird, Olympic and Professional Bas-

ketball Player, Team USA/WNBA 
Tziarra King, Professional Soccer Player, 

NWSL 

Mr. TAKANO. I remind my col-
leagues on the other side that trans 
people do exist. To deny their existence 
is to also deny their humanity, and 
this is a terrible thing. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. FROST). 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Chairman, this 
morning I called a 12-year-old in my 
district who is worried about their fu-
ture as a nonbinary kid in this coun-
try. They should be playing and learn-
ing, and not writing to their Congress 
Member, desperate to not lose their 
right to exist. 

These are the priorities of the Repub-
lican majority—not addressing gun vio-
lence, rising rent, or medical bills, but 
violating the privacy of children. I am 
glad I get previews. I get special pre-
views of what this Republican majority 
is going to try to do in this body be-
cause they are simply taking bills that 
are being passed in Florida and across 
the South, horrible bills, and trying to 
get them passed up here. 

This isn’t about a problem that needs 
a solution, but about politicians look-
ing for a target. We want freedom and 
liberty for all of our people, and they 
want the government to be in chil-
dren’s pants. Disgusting. 

History will not look kindly on this. 
Trans people will continue to fight for 
equity. We will be right by their side, 
and we will win. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Wyo-
ming (Ms. HAGEMAN). 

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will 
start by stating the obvious fact that it 

seems astonishing to even have to 
state: Men and women are biologically 
different and just by a boy calling him-
self a girl, it doesn’t make it so. 

It is amazing but telling that the 
same people who scolded us about fol-
lowing the science during COVID have 
attempted to do anything but follow 
actual science when it comes to men 
and boys in women’s sports. 

Boys shouldn’t be dunking on girls 
during a high school basketball game 
or hitting home runs in a girls’ softball 
game. No sane person can argue that 
men and women do not have different 
physical characteristics, strength, and 
speed. There is a reason why girls and 
boys have different sports teams. 

I played sports in high school, and I 
am sure glad that we weren’t as lost as 
a society as what we seem to be today. 
What has gone so horribly wrong in our 
society where those of us who are not 
okay with our daughters and grand-
daughters sharing a locker room or a 
bathroom with boys are the ones that 
are considered to be crazy by the lib-
eral elites, sports leagues, and woke 
corporations. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from New 
Mexico (Ms. STANSBURY). 

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today to stand with our trans kids 
and their freedom to be who they are. 
To all of our trans and LGBTQ+ kids 
who are watching today, let me just 
say that we see you, that we love you, 
and that you belong. 

Now, let’s be clear about what this 
bill actually is: It is about legislating 
hate in the name of advancing a polit-
ical agenda. Now, our colleagues are 
trying to claim that they are out here 
defending the rights of women as they 
are waging a campaign to take away 
our reproductive freedoms, to ban 
books, and now to bully our kids. It is 
disgusting. 

I am proud to be a New Mexican, and 
I am proud to be from a State that is 
defending the rights of our children, of 
our LGBTQ+ community, and our re-
productive rights, because in New Mex-
ico, we stand with trans kids, and we 
stand in the fiercest opposition to this 
bill. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. STAUBER). 

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of the Protection of 
Women and Girls in Sports Act. Last 
year, we celebrated the 50th anniver-
sary of Title IX, which has made in-
credible progress for women in this 
country, opening doors for countless 
women and girls. 

Thanks to Title IX, women have been 
afforded incredible opportunities in 
sports. I have seen this firsthand in my 
daughter who is an aspiring college 
volleyball player, as well as through 
the growth of women’s professional 
sports across this country, including 
women’s hockey. 

It is outrageous that we even have to 
consider legislation like this today, 

but, unfortunately, Democrats are 
seeking to weaken Title IX. President 
Biden and Democrats across this Na-
tion are pushing for radical policies 
that will jeopardize the progress that 
has been made over 50 years. 

These policies ignore the biological 
differences between men and women. 
They will force female athletes to com-
pete against biological males in high 
school and collegiate sports. They will 
jeopardize years of hard work put in by 
female athletes like my daughter and 
disincentivize their future participa-
tion. In short, they will erase women 
from athletics. 

The Protection of Women and Girls 
in Sports Act will protect and 
strengthen Title IX and will ensure 
that women and girls have the level 
playing field they deserve. 

b 1400 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I include in 
the RECORD an article from the Advo-
cate titled ‘‘Judge Blocks Utah Trans 
Sports Ban, While Probe of Athlete 
Emerges,’’ from August 2022. 

[From the Advocate, Aug. 19, 2022] 
JUDGE BLOCKS UTAH TRANS SPORTS BAN, 

WHILE PROBE OF ATHLETE EMERGES 
(By Trudy Ring) 

A judge in Utah has blocked enforcement 
of the state’s transgender sports ban, days 
after news emerged that parents of cisgender 
female athletes had filed a complaint about 
an alleged trans competitor who turned out 
not to be. 

Judge Keith A. Kelly in the Third District 
Court of Utah, located in Salt Lake County, 
issued a preliminary injunction Friday 
against the state’s blanket ban on trans girls 
in girls’ school sports, meaning it can’t be 
enforced while a lawsuit against it proceeds. 
The ban is only one section of the law passed 
as House Bill 11. He left the rest of the law 
intact, including the requirement for trans 
girls to go before a commission to determine 
their eligibility to compete in girls’ sports. 

‘‘Thus, the effect of this preliminary in-
junction will not mean that transgender 
girls will automatically be eligible to com-
pete on their school’s girls’ teams,’’ Kelly 
wrote. ‘‘Rather, it will allow them to com-
pete only upon the commission’s determina-
tion that their being able to compete is fair 
under all of the circumstances.’’ 

Utah lawmakers overrode Gov. Spencer 
Cox’s veto to pass the legislation in March. 

The injunction comes shortly after another 
development regarding the law. The parents 
of the second- and third-place finishers in a 
state-level girls’ sports event complained to 
the Utah High School Activities Association 
that they suspected the winner of the event 
was trans, David Spatafore, legislative rep-
resentative for the association, told the Utah 
Legislature’s Education Interim Committee 
Wednesday, the Deseret News reports. The 
UHSAA had the student’s school investigate, 
looking over her records all the way back to 
kindergarten, and it turned out that she was 
not trans. He didn’t identify the student, the 
school, or the sport, citing privacy consider-
ations. 

He said the association has received other 
complaints about supposed trans competi-
tors, sometimes with people saying a girl 
simply ‘‘doesn’t look feminine enough.’’ 

Opponents of the law said this shows major 
problems with it. ‘‘We warned about this 
being a possibility, that everyone would ac-
cuse everyone who is successful of being 
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transgender,’’ Sue Robbins, a member of the 
Transgender Advisory Council of Equality 
Utah, told The Salt Lake Tribune. ‘‘It be-
comes about judging women’s bodies. And no 
body is safe.’’ 

At his monthly press conference Thursday, 
Gov. Cox called this investigation a dis-
turbing development. ‘‘My goodness, we’re 
living in this world where we’ve become sore 
losers, and we’re looking for any reason why 
our kid lost,’’ he said, according to the Trib-
une. ‘‘I have a real problem with that story. 
. . . I just wish we could be a little more 
thoughtful in life and a little less critical of 
other people.’’ 

Meanwhile, the parents who filed suit 
against the law welcomed Friday’s injunc-
tion. ‘‘My husband and I are very relieved by 
this decision,’’ Debbie Roe, a parent plaintiff 
in the lawsuit, Roe v. UHSAA, said in a press 
release. ‘‘We are grateful the court under-
stood how much harm this law has caused, 
which has been a huge source of stress and 
trauma for our child. Our daughter just 
wants the same chance as other kids to 
make friends and play on the team she loves. 
Today’s ruling gives her the opportunity to 
do that.’’ 

‘‘This is a win not only for my child but for 
all girls in this state,’’ added Jean Noe, an-
other parent plaintiff. ‘‘This law is based on 
stereotypes and misconceptions that are 
harmful to all girls. I am grateful the court 
has put this dangerous law on pause and 
that, at least for the moment, all Utah chil-
dren can know that they are valued and sup-
ported.’’ 

‘‘We are very pleased by the court’s deci-
sion,’’ said Justice Christine Durham, former 
chief justice of the Utah Supreme Court and 
senior of counsel at Wilson Sonsini, one of 
the lawyers representing the parents. ‘‘Thus 
far, every court to rule on a similar ban has 
barred it from taking effect, due in part to 
the serious harms caused by excluding an en-
tire group of students from such an impor-
tant school activity. We read today’s deci-
sion as recognizing that the law is not only 
discriminatory but puts Utah children at 
needless risk of lifelong harm. We look for-
ward to moving forward with the case and 
securing a permanent decision blocking the 
law from taking effect.’’ 

In addition to Wilson Sonsini, the parents 
are represented by the American Civil Lib-
erties Union of Utah and the National Center 
for Lesbian Rights. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE) 

Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today to strongly oppose this at-
tack on trans women and girls, known 
as the Republicans’ politics over par-
ticipation act. 

Americans are concerned about gun 
violence, paying rent, climate change, 
and reproductive rights, but Repub-
licans are once again stoking culture 
fires, putting lives at risk, ignoring ev-
eryday kitchen-table issues, and 
searching for votes rather than solu-
tions. 

This legislation would make it a vio-
lation of Title IX for federally funded 
institutions to allow trans women and 
girls to play sports, potentially setting 
gender equity back decades and under-
mining the true purpose of Title IX. 

This bill is so vaguely written that it 
would subject every single girl to un-
dergo a medical evaluation to prove 
their femaleness. Did I wake up? Are 
we in Iran? Is this what we want to 
subject our girls to? 

This bill is assaultive, dehumanizing, 
and tantamount to rape. To its core, 
this bill is issue-deflecting and cloaked 
in misogyny, and it is a true disgrace 
because I don’t think you would do this 
to a man to prove their maleness. This 
is sick. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on this legislation. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 

minute to the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. TENNEY). 

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding. 

Mr. Chair, I was a female athlete 
many years ago and didn’t have access 
to Title IX like women do today. I was 
a competitive basketball player, eques-
trian, and, yes, the 1975 teenage curling 
champion from Utica, New York. Some 
of these sports are sports where women 
and men can compete equally, and 
some are not. 

I recently attended an event with 
Riley Gaines, the brave young woman 
who is standing up for women against 
the NCAA’s unfairness in the women’s 
swimming championship. 

Riley Gaines tied for first with a bio-
logical male and was denied the ability 
to get her trophy. In fact, they sent it 
to her in the mail. She couldn’t stand 
on the podium because she was told by 
an NCAA official that they needed a 
photo op to put the biological male in 
that place, a person who had competed 
as a male for 3 years unsuccessfully be-
fore coming in and reaching the top of 
the women’s championships. 

Unfortunately, Riley did not get to 
have that title. She did not get to sit 
on the podium. 

Today, House Republicans are stand-
ing up for Riley and women like her. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield an addi-
tional 15 seconds to the gentlewoman 
from New York. 

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, this type of 
unfair competition weakens Title IX 
protections. I hope that we will all join 
in and protect women’s sports, espe-
cially when we have worked so hard as 
women to gain these rights for women, 
our grandchildren, and our children of 
tomorrow. 

I thank the sponsor, Mr. STEUBE, and 
I thank Dr. FOXX for putting this bill 
on the floor and for her advocacy. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. LANDSMAN). 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in opposition to this bill. 

I hate bullies. This bill is about bul-
lying children. 

Children struggle with identity, gen-
der, and otherwise. As a parent, I need 
all the other adults, teachers, coaches, 
and lawmakers to help me and my wife 
to protect our children, support them, 
give them a sense of purpose and be-
longing. 

This is the opposite of that. You are 
picking on children. 

Your government has become so in-
trusive in our lives. You are in our doc-
tors’ offices banning reproductive free-

dom. You are in our classrooms ban-
ning books and what teachers can and 
can’t say. 

Now, you are in my daughter’s locker 
room requiring physical exams of chil-
dren? It is so profoundly disgusting and 
inappropriate. 

It is un-American. Don’t tread on us. 
Let us be. 

We have an economy to fix, a public 
safety crisis to address, a border to se-
cure, a budget to balance, roads to 
pave, and bridges to build. 

Focus. Stop bullying children. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 

balance of my time. 
Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I include in 

the RECORD letters from the Human 
Rights Campaign and the Athletes’ Ad-
visory Council. 

HUMAN RIGHTS CAMPAIGN, 
April 14, 2023. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
Human Rights Campaign’s more than three 
million members and supporters nationwide, 
I write to express our strong opposition to 
H.R. 734—the misnamed Protection of 
Women and Girls in Sports Act of 2023 which 
seeks to implement a discriminatory ban on 
transgender girls participating in girls’ 
sports nationwide. As the nation’s largest 
civil rights organization working to achieve 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and 
queer equality, we are deeply concerned 
about the negative impact this legislation 
would have on young people already facing 
significant challenges due to stigma and dis-
crimination. 

Athletics are an experience everyone de-
serves equal access to. School sports provide 
important development opportunities that 
teach young people about teamwork, perse-
verance, leadership, discipline, and exercise, 
and help them build friendships and commu-
nity. All kids—including transgender girls 
and intersex children who would also be re-
stricted from participating in school sports 
by this bill—should have the same opportu-
nities to participate in activities that em-
body our shared ideals as Americans. 

We know that allowing transgender and 
intersex youth to play sports in school does 
not disadvantage anyone else. States, school 
districts, and athletic associations around 
the country have allowed transgender and 
intersex young people to participate in 
school sports consistent with their gender 
identity for decades—all without issue. In-
deed, despite hundreds, if not thousands, of 
transgender women and girls participating in 
sports over time, only a handful of 
transgender athletes in high school or col-
lege have had any notable success. This is 
because transgender and intersex students do 
not seek to participate in sports consistent 
with their gender identity to gain an unfair 
advantage—they do it for the same reasons 
other young people play sports in school: to 
challenge themselves, improve their fitness, 
be part of a team, and have fun. 

Banning transgender and intersex kids 
from playing sports in school would do noth-
ing to address ongoing, well-documented 
threats to girls’ and women’s sports, includ-
ing a lack of equal resources, pay inequality, 
and sexual harassment. Advocates for women 
and girls in sports like the National Wom-
en’s Law Center, the Women’s Sports Foun-
dation, Women Leaders in College Sports, 
and American Association of University 
Women all support policies allowing 
transgender people to play sports consistent 
with their gender identity. 

These groups oppose efforts to exclude 
transgender students like this bill, which 
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would promote baseless fears and misin-
formation rather than solve any real prob-
lems. 

We urge you to vote no on H.R. 734, as well 
as vote against any anti-LGBTQ+ amend-
ments. We will consider these key votes. 

Sincerely, 
KELLEY ROBINSON, 

President. 

ATHLETES’ ADVISORY COUNCIL, 
April 14, 2023. 

Re H.R. 734—OPPOSE. 
DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: The Team 

USA Athletes’ Commission (Team USA AC), 
formally known as the United States Olym-
pic and Paralympic Committee Athletes’ Ad-
visory Council (AAC), serves as the rep-
resentative group and voice of Team USA 
athletes (approximately 5,000 athletes). We 
write to you today to voice our opposition to 
H.R. 734, ‘‘The Protection of Women and 
Girls in Sports Act of 2023.’’ 

H.R. 734 does not align with the Team USA 
AC position, as detailed in our June 2022 
Statement on Transgender and Nonbinary 
Athlete Inclusion: 

‘‘The AAC [now Team USA AC], which 
serves as the representative group and voice 
of Team USA athletes, seeks to promote a 
safe and welcoming environment for every-
one involved in sport, consistent with the 
AAC’s core values of championing diversity, 
equity and inclusion. 

Everyone should have equal access to and 
opportunity in sport. The AAC opposes any 
attempt to marginalize, limit or deny human 
rights and is on the side of inclusion of all 
participants in youth sports. Banning 
transgender and nonbinary kids from sports 
ostracizes from a fundamental part of grow-
ing up and all the benefits sports provide to 
youth. 

The AAC also recognizes the difference be-
tween youth sports (K–12 and recreational) 
and elite sports. Competitive sport relies on 
a level playing field where no athlete has an 
unfair and disproportionate advantage over 
another. Sport must ensure everyone, irre-
spective of their gender identity or sex char-
acteristics, can compete in a safe environ-
ment that respects and recognizes their 
needs and identities while balancing the in-
terests of ensuring fair competition. Like 
the IOC, we echo that simply because an ath-
lete is transgender or has an intersex vari-
ation, does not mean they automatically 
have a competitive advantage in sport. 

Each sport’s governing body should be 
given the latitude to determine how an ath-
lete may be at a disproportionate advantage 
over another considering the nature of each 
sport. Eligibility criteria play a paramount 
role in ensuring fairness, particularly at the 
elite level. Such criteria should be evidence- 
based, employ a stakeholder centered ap-
proach and be grounded in inclusion, preven-
tion of harm, fairness and nondiscrimina-
tion. As the AAC, we remain committed to 
ensuring all athletes have the right to par-
ticipate in sport in a way that respects their 
health, safety and dignity.’ 

The blanket exclusion that H.R. 734 would 
mandate for every age, every sport, and 
every level of competition is contrary to 
Title IX’s mandate of equal access to edu-
cational opportunities. 

We ask all members of Congress to oppose 
H.R. 734. 

Sincerely, 
MARK LADWIG, 

Chair, Team USA Athletes’ Commission. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GREEN). 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, and 
I still I rise with but 30 seconds to take 
a position. 

It is impossible in the time allotted 
to give a proper recitation. I can but 
say this: I don’t believe that this is the 
place for this decision to be made, re-
gardless as to what your position is. I 
stand against the legislation because I 
don’t think it ought to be before the 
House of Representatives. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I want to briefly discuss 
the proposed regulation the Depart-
ment of Education recently issued on 
this topic. 

Frankly, either you believe women’s 
access to athletic opportunity should 
be protected or you don’t. Either you 
believe fairness and safety in women’s 
athletics should be protected or you 
don’t. 

The Department of Education clearly 
doesn’t believe in those things. If it 
did, it wouldn’t have proposed a rule 
that will upend the laws 20 States have 
on the books protecting women’s 
sports. 

More shockingly, the Department’s 
rule provides no meaningful guidelines 
as to what will be an acceptable level 
of protection for female athletes. That 
decision will apparently be made on a 
case-by-case basis by Secretary of Edu-
cation Cardona. 

Democrats apparently believe one 
man should get to decide whether or 
not women athletes are guaranteed 
equal access, fairness, and safety. Once 
upon a time, Democrats would have 
recognized the cruel irony of that. Un-
fortunately, that day is long gone. 

Fortunately, Republicans haven’t 
lost sight of our obligation, and that is 
why we will pass this bill. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire of the time remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from North Carolina has 21⁄2 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Cali-
fornia has 8 minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY). 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in solidarity with our children 
across the Nation. 

I want to speak plainly to our trans 
kids: You belong. You are enough. You 
deserve to show up fully in this world. 
You deserve joy and every single oppor-
tunity. You are perfect just as you are. 
In the classroom and on the soccer 
field, you should not be subject to dis-
crimination. You should be able to just 
be a kid. I will always be in your cor-
ner. 

To anyone who supports this cruel 
bill, shame on you. If you want to ad-
vance policy on behalf of our kids, this 
isn’t it. Ban assault weapons so they 
can live to the last school bell. Get off 
your soapbox and stop politicking with 
our kids’ lives. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to address their remarks to the 
Chair. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I include in 
the RECORD letters from the ACLU, the 
Leadership Conference of Civil and 
Human Rights, and GLSEN, all in op-
position to H.R. 734. 

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION, 
Washington, DC, April 14, 2023. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: The American Civil 
Liberties Union strongly urges you to oppose 
H.R. 734, the Protection of Women and Girls 
in Sports Act. This discriminatory and un-
constitutional legislation would make it ille-
gal for schools receiving federal funding to 
allow transgender girls and women to play 
on sports teams for girls and women, in vio-
lation of the Constitution’s guarantee of 
equal protection. In addition, under Title IX, 
all girls, including those who are 
transgender, should be able to participate 
fully and equally in athletics, in accordance 
with who they are. This will be the first vote 
in congressional history to specifically sin-
gle out transgender people for discrimina-
tion. Because of the importance of this vote, 
the ACLU will be scoring it. 

Across the country, state legislatures have 
advanced legislation to ban transgender chil-
dren from participating in sports, particu-
larly transgender girls. These legislators— 
like the proponents of this legislation—have 
argued that passing these bans is necessary 
to protect sports for girls and women. There 
are a multitude of barriers facing female stu-
dent athletes—from continued funding in-
equities to pay disparities among coaches 
and staff to harassment and abuse. The par-
ticipation of their transgender peers, who 
frequently number in the single digits in 
states that have enacted bans identical to 
this one, is simply not one of those barriers. 

Legislators supporting these bans are cyni-
cally using transgender people as political 
pawns under the guise of ‘‘protecting wom-
en’s sports,’’ yet leading advocates for wom-
en’s sports, including the Women’s Sports 
Foundation, Women Leaders in College 
Sports, the Tucker Center for Research on 
Girls & Women in Sport, National Women’s 
Law Center, and hundreds of athletes in 
women’s sports and other women’s rights 
groups have consistently voiced their strong 
support for inclusion of transgender girls and 
women in women’s sports. 

These organizations rightly recognize that 
transgender girls and women participate in 
sports for the same reasons as their peers 
who are not transgender: to be part of a 
team, learn sportsmanship, and challenge 
themselves. The experience of 12–year-old 
Becky PepperJackson from West Virginia is 
reflective of so many other transgender 
youth across the country. These are Becky’s 
own words: 

A long time before I or my parents under-
stood what the word ‘‘transgender’’ meant— 
as far back as I can remember—I knew that 
I am a girl. I’m 12 years old and in the 7th 
grade now, and I’m lucky that my friends at 
school all accept me for who I am: a girl who 
loves math and science, anything pink, and 
playing video games with my friends. And 
I’m a runner. Most of my family runs. I run 
with my two big brothers and my mom, and 
sometimes my aunt joins us too. 

After I ran with my school’s cross-country 
team in the spring of 2022, my coach encour-
aged me to try out for some of the field 
events. I made the team for shotput and dis-
cus, and I love both. It was so much fun to 
cheer on my teammates at the meets, and 
they would cheer me on when I competed in 
my events. I kept up with cross-country too. 
The past two years on my middle school’s 
girls’ cross-country and track-and-field 
teams have been the best of my life. My 
teammates and I have the best time during 
practices and at cross-country and track- 
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and-field meets. They support me even when 
I am not the fastest or best on the team. I 
don’t want to stop doing the thing that I 
love and that is part of who I am. Sports are 
everything to me and my cross-country and 
track-and-field teams have become my sec-
ond family over the last two years. I have 
many more years of cross-country and track- 
and-field left, and I just want the oppor-
tunity to participate in school sports like 
any other girl. 

H.R. 734 does nothing to address the real 
barriers facing female student athletes. In-
stead, it targets a small, already vulnerable 
group of people for further discrimination. 
The ACLU strongly urges all Members to 
vote NO on H.R. 734. 

Sincerely, 
CHRISTOPHER ANDERS, 

Federal Policy Direc-
tor. 

IAN S. THOMPSON, 
Senior Legislative Ad-

vocate. 

THE LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE 
ON CIVIL AND HUMAN RIGHTS, 
Washington, DC, March 27, 2023. 

OPPOSE H.R. 734 TO PROTECT CIVIL RIGHTS 
Dear Member of Congress: On behalf of The 

Leadership Conference on Civil and Human 
Rights, a coalition charged by its diverse 
membership of more than 230 national orga-
nizations to promote and protect the civil 
and human rights of all persons in the 
United States, and the 187 undersigned orga-
nizations, we call for the full inclusion, pro-
tection, and celebration of transgender, non-
binary, and intersex youth, including access 
to extracurricular activities such as ath-
letics and to school facilities, safe and inclu-
sive school environments, and accurate and 
inclusive curriculum. We reject H.R. 734, the 
so-called Protection of Women and Girls in 
Sports Act of 2023, because it would harm 
women and girls and undermine civil rights 
for all students. 

This discriminatory proposal seeks to ex-
clude transgender, nonbinary, and intersex 
people from athletics programs in schools. 
Although the authors of the legislation rep-
resent themselves as serving the interests of 
cisgender girls and women, this legislation 
does not address the longstanding barriers 
all girls and women have faced in their pur-
suit of athletics. Instead of providing for 
equal facilities, equipment, and travel, or 
any other strategy that women athletes have 
been pushing for for decades, the bill cyni-
cally veils an attack on transgender people 
as a question of athletics policy. 

Youth sports often play a significant role 
in children’s lives and development, helping 
them to develop critical life skills like com-
munication, teamwork, and leadership. 
Sports spaces are imperative for all young 
people, no matter their gender. Transgender, 
nonbinary, and intersex youth want to par-
ticipate in team sports for the same reasons 
as their cisgender peers: to be part of a team, 
learn sportsmanship, and challenge them-
selves. School athletics are very often the 
centerpiece of communities across the coun-
try, and denying transgender, nonbinary, and 
intersex youth the chance to participate 
only serves to deny them an opportunity to 
be part of that community, further isolating 
and stigmatizing these youth. 

The civil and human rights community is 
no stranger to the proffering of a bigoted 
agenda as if it were about equal opportunity. 
We know about wolves in sheep’s clothing. 
We know that when affirmative action poli-
cies created to level the playing field in 
higher education admissions are attacked by 
opponents of voting rights, that their agenda 
is not about the rights of people of color 

know that when companies profit from pov-
erty wages for disabled people, especially in 
segregated work sites, that their agenda is 
not about independence and self-determina-
tion for worker And we know that when op-
ponents of Title IX, those who have sought 
for decades to weaken its protections and un-
dermine its enforcement, now present them-
selves as the law’s champions, that their 
agenda is not about the rights of women and 
girls. 

Targeting and excluding transgender, non-
binary, and intersex students from participa-
tion in school programming, including ath-
letics programs, alongside their cisgender 
peers is harmful to all students and under-
mines the learning environment for every-
one. If schools mark some students effec-
tively as outcasts, they foster an environ-
ment where no student is included and safe. 
H.R. 734’s vague language and intrusive focus 
on scrutiny of students’ bodies will effec-
tively exclude girls and women with intersex 
variations from participation, will invite 
scrutiny and harassment of any other stu-
dent perceived by anyone as not conforming 
to sex stereotypes, and will likely be dis-
proportionately used to target girls and 
women of color. We support the full inclu-
sion and protection of transgender, non-
binary, and intersex youth. 

We are fortunate that transgender, non-
binary, and intersex people are present in 
our community, and we fully embrace them 
as members of our community. As organiza-
tions that care deeply about ending sexbased 
discrimination and ensuring equal edu-
cational opportunities, we support laws and 
policies that protect transgender people 
from discrimination, including full and equal 
participation in sports, access to gender-af-
firming care, access to school facilities, and 
access to inclusive curriculum. We firmly be-
lieve that an attack on transgender youth is 
an attack on civil rights. 

We ask all members of Congress to strong-
ly oppose H.R. 734 and to reject attacks on 
transgender, nonbinary, and intersex youth; 
to commit themselves to meaningfully ad-
vancing policies that support equal oppor-
tunity; and to reassure all students in the 
Nation’s classrooms that they will have the 
chance to learn, grow, and thrive. If you 
have any questions, please reach out to Liz 
King, senior program director at The Leader-
ship Conference on Civil and Human Rights. 

Sincerely, 
National (116): The Leadership Conference 

on Civil and Human Rights; Act To Change; 
Advocates for Youth; American Association 
of University Women; American Atheists; 
American Civil Liberties Union; American 
Federation of State, County and Municipal 
Employees (AFSCME); American Federation 
of Teachers; American Humanist Associa-
tion; American School Counselor Associa-
tion; Asexual Visibility and Education Net-
work; Asian Americans Advancing Jus-
tice|AAJC; Athlete Ally; Autistic Self Advo-
cacy Network; Bazelon Center for Mental 
Health Law; Campus Pride; Care in Action; 
Center for American Progress; Center for Ap-
plied Transgender Studies. 

Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP); 
Center for LGBTQ Economic Advancement & 
Research (CLEAR); CenterLink: The Com-
munity of LGBT Centers; Children’s Defense 
Fund; Clearinghouse on Women’s Issues; Col-
lective Power for Reproductive Justice; 
Community Catalyst; Disability Rights Edu-
cation & Defense Fund; EDGE Consulting 
Partners; EducateUS: SIECUS In Action; 
Education Reform Now; Educators for Excel-
lence; End Rape On Campus; Equal Rights 
Advocates; Equality Federation; Equity For-
ward; ERA Coalition; Evaluation, Data Inte-
gration, and Technical Assistance (EDIT) 
Program; Family Equality; Feminist Cam-
pus. 

Feminist Majority Foundation; Fenway In-
stitute; FORGE, Inc.; Girls Inc.; GLAAD; 
GLBTQ Legal Advocates and Defenders 
(GLAD); GLMA: Health Professionals Ad-
vancing LGBTQ+ Equality; GLSEN; Grand-
mothers for Reproductive Rights; Human 
Rights Campaign; Human Rights First; Ibis 
Reproductive Health; If/When/How: 
Lawyering for Reproductive Justice; Impact 
Fund; interACT: Advocates for Intersex 
Youth; Interfaith Alliance; Japanese Amer-
ican Citizens League; Juvenile Law Center; 
Know Your IX; Labor Council for Latin 
American Advancement. 

Lambda Legal; League of United Latin 
American Citizens (LULAC); Legal Momen-
tum, the Women’s Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund; LPAC Action Network; 
LULAC-IL; MALDEF (Mexican American 
Legal Defense and Educational Fund); Mat-
thew Shepard Foundation; MomsRising; 
Movement Advancement Project; MoveOn; 
NAACP; National Black Justice Coalition; 
National Center for Lesbian Rights; National 
Center for Parent Leadership, Advocacy, and 
Community Empowerment (National 
PLACE); National Center for Transgender 
Equality; National Center for Youth Law; 
National Council of Jewish Women; National 
Crittenton; National Disability Rights Net-
work (NORN); National Domestic Workers 
Alliance. 

National Education Association; National 
Hispanic Media Coalition; National LGBT 
Cancer Network; National Organization for 
Women; National Recreation and Park Asso-
ciation; National Urban League; National 
Women’s Law Center; Oregonizers; PFLAG 
National; Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America; Plume Health; PowerOn, a program 
of LGBT Tech; Public Citizen; Public Jus-
tice; Reproductive Rights Coalition; Sexual 
Violence Prevention Association (SVPA); 
SIECUS: Sex Ed for Social Change; Sikh 
American Legal Defense and Education Fund 
(SALDEF); Stanton Ventures; Super-
majority. 

The Advocates for Human Rights; The 
Education Trust; The Sikh Coalition; The 
Trevor Project; TransAthlete; Transform To-
gether; Transgender Law Center; True Colors 
United; Trust Women; Union for Reform Ju-
daism; Unitarian Universalist Association; 
United State of Women (USOW); 
VoteProChoice; We Testify; Whole Woman’s 
Health; Whole Woman’s Health Alliance; 
YWCA USA. 

State/Local (72): Acadiana Queer Collec-
tive; Aces NYC; Action Together New Jersey; 
Advocates for Children of New York; African 
American Office of Gay Concerns; AIDS 
Foundation Chicago; Arkansas Black Gay 
Men’s Forum; Avow Texas; Bans Off Miami; 
Central Florida Jobs with Justice; Chicago 
Abortion Fund; Cobalt; Colorado Children’s 
Campaign; DC Abortion Fund; Democrats for 
Education Reform DC (DFER DC); DFER 
Colorado; Disability Law Center; Dutchess 
County Progressive Action Alliance; Edu-
cation Law Center Pennsylvania. 

Education Reform Now Massachusetts; 
Education Reform Now Texas; Equality Cali-
fornia; Equality Florida; Equality Illinois; 
Equality South Dakota; Equality Virginia; 
Equality Maine; FL National Organization 
for Women; Florida Council of Churches; 
Florida Health Justice Project; Gender Jus-
tice; GLSEN New Mexico; Greater Orlando 
National Organization for Women; Indivis-
ible Coalition of Georgia; Indivisible 
DuPage; Indivisible Miami; Jane’s Due Proc-
ess; JASMYN, Inc.; Joy as Resistance. 

Lafayette Citizens Against Censorship; Los 
Angeles LGBT Center; Louisiana Citizens 
Against Censorship; Louisiana Coalition for 
Reproductive Freedom; Louisiana Progress; 
Louisiana Trans Advocates; Massachusetts 
Transgender Political Coalition; Mazzoni 
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Center; Men Stopping Violence, Inc.; Mis-
souri Health Care for All; National Council 
of Jewish Women St. Louis; New Jersey Safe 
Schools Coalition; New Orleans Youth Alli-
ance; One Colorado; OutFront Minnesota; 
OutNebraska; Pride Action Tank; Pro Choice 
Missouri; Pro-Choice Connecticut; Pro- 
Choice North Carolina. 

Pro-Choice Ohio; Pro-Choice Washington; 
Progress Florida; Project Butterfly New Or-
leans; Queer Nortshore; Reproductive Free-
dom Acadiana; Silver State Equality-Ne-
vada; SOMA Justice of South Orange/Maple-
wood; St. Tammany Library Alliance; The 
Parents’ Place of MD; The Womxn Project; 
Virginia Coalition of Latino Organizations; 
Youth Outlook. 

GLSEN. 
Minority Leader HAKEEM JEFFRIES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR LEADER JEFFRIES: Thank you for 
your ongoing leadership in combating the 
rise of discrimination against LGBTQ+ 
Americans. We appreciate the opportunity to 
share our thoughts on H.R. 734, the Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act. 

GLSEN is the leading national organiza-
tion on LGBTQ+ issues in K–12 education, 
working at the local, state, and national 
level to transform education systems to im-
prove conditions for LGBTQ+ students 
across the United States. 

GLSEN believes that every student has the 
right to a safe, supportive, and LGBTQ-in-
clusive K–12 education, and works to ensure 
that LGBTQ+ students are able to learn and 
grow in a school environment free from bul-
lying and harassment. 

H.R. 734, the Protection of Women and 
Girls in Sports Act, is designed specifically 
to attack students in the LGBTQ+ commu-
nity, and opens the door for bullying and 
harassment. This legislation prohibits 
transgender students from participating in 
sports that align with their gender identity, 
robbing them of their right to participate in 
sports. 

Participation in sports has positive effects 
on youth development, such as improving 
physical health, social skills, and psycho-
logical well-being. Additionally, research has 
found that sports participation is related to 
greater feelings of school belonging and pro- 
school behaviors. To restrict which students 
can benefit from participation in sports is to 
contribute to a hostile school environment 
that further isolates and discriminates 
against transgender students. 

Policies that create social exclusion have 
been found to have a negative impact on stu-
dents’ mental health. GLSEN’s 2021 National 
School Climate Survey found that among 
those who reported considering dropping out 
school, over half (51.5 percent) said it was 
due to hostile school climate created by 
anti-LGBTQ+ policies, such as restrictions 
on their ability to access sex-separated 
spaces. Further, students who experienced 
anti-LGBTQ+ discrimination were nearly 
three times as likely to have missed school 
in the past month as those who had not (43.3 
percent vs. 16.4 percent). These students re-
ported lower levels of self-esteem, higher lev-
els of depression, and were more than twice 
as likely to have seriously considered suicide 
in the past year as compared to students who 
did not experience these discriminatory poli-
cies. 

H.R. 734 targets the 41 percent of 
transgender youth who have participated on 
at least one school sport team in the past 
year. Removing students from their sports 
teams will reinforce feelings of self-doubt, 
isolation, and a feeling that they do not be-
long. 

Rather than working to further entrench 
the mental health problems faced by stu-

dents, Congress should be acting to support 
our children in schools. American families 
want to enjoy time watching their children 
participate in their favorite sports, not in-
cite flames of hatred and exclusion. 

GLSEN thanks you for your ongoing lead-
ership and we are happy to serve as a re-
source if you have any questions or need ad-
ditional information. 

Sincerely, 
AARON RIDINGS, 

Chief of Staff and 
Deputy Executive 
Director for Public 
Policy and Research, 
GLSEN. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
CLARK), the Democratic whip. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chair, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

I am from Boston. If you want to 
talk about sports, I am all in. If you 
want to talk about equality for women 
and girls, if you want to talk about 
Title IX and ensuring fairness in 
sports, sign me up. 

As far as kids in sports go, as a mom 
of three, I can’t tell you how many 
hours I have spent cheering on my 
kids. It is lacrosse, basketball, and 
baseball. It has been soccer, rugby, 
cross-country, and track. We have seen 
in my family championship teams 
through T-ball teams where our entire 
goal was to just get the outfield to stop 
digging for worms. 

All of this is about kids and their ex-
perience, about learning, growing, 
forming friendships, knowing what it 
means to work hard, to practice, to see 
results, and to be a team. 

I was very interested when this bill 
was filed to see what it was, what the 
problem was that the NCAA in Massa-
chusetts and across this country, the 
Massachusetts Interscholastic Athletic 
Association and its counterparts 
around the country, the Olympics, the 
International Track and Field Associa-
tion, what they were missing. I read 
this bill, and what they are missing is 
nothing. 

This is not a problem in our commu-
nities, on our sports fields, for our chil-
dren. I think it was articulated so well 
by the Republican Governor of Utah 
when he pointed out numbers that were 
important to his decision to veto a 
similar bill: 75,000 kids play high school 
sports in his State, just four of them 
are trans kids, and one of them plays 
girls’ sports. 

Mr. Chair, 86 percent of our trans 
youth will have suicidal ideation, and 
56 percent will attempt suicide. 

What are we doing here? What are we 
doing here as Members of Congress? 

As the Governor said, we are expend-
ing so much fear and division on so 
few, on kids. Think about what we are 
doing as Members of the United States 
House of Representatives. 

I keep thinking about the mom who 
told me about her rural community 
where her concern was the grief be-
cause they were losing their children, 
losing them because there wasn’t eco-

nomic opportunity for them in their 
hometown and losing them because 
they are dying of opioid overdoses. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield an 
additional 10 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chair, let’s think about this. We need 
to be working on the issues that mat-
ter to families and kids. 

To make these children responsible 
for all of that and to incite fear, dis-
crimination, and hatred, you should 
hang your heads in shame. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has 41⁄4 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I include in 
the RECORD a statement by the Na-
tional Parents Union in opposition to 
H.R. 734. 

NATIONAL PARENTS UNION. 
H.R. 734 bullies kids instead of teaching 

them to read. It’s time to get focused on 
what matters to American families. 

The National Parents Union continues to 
be frustrated with the lack of focus from 
House and Education Workforce Committee 
Leadership on issues that matter to Amer-
ican Families. Families across the country 
want Congress to focus on ensuring that 
every child is prepared for their future—not 
bullying kids who want to play sports among 
their peers. 

32 percent of our country’s 4th graders 
were proficient readers according to the Na-
tional Assessment of Educational Progress. 
That means that 7 out of 10 of our current 
5th graders cannot fully engage in their 
learning because they cannot read the con-
tent. 

Our latest national parent poll clearly 
states parent priorities and nowhere to be 
found is anything about members of their 
kids sports teams. 

90 percent Believe students should have ac-
cess to high-quality, well rounded education 
with resources to support their individual 
needs. 

90 percent Believe that students should be 
prepared for college and/or careers when they 
graduate. 

90 percent Believe students should be pro-
tected from any form of discrimination at 
school. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. SCOTT), the ranking member of 
the full Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, 
this bill is a mean-spirited attack on 
transgender women’s and girls’ partici-
pation in sports. 

It essentially requires women and 
girls to prove their gender. In Kansas, 
where a similar bill was passed, stu-
dents could be forced to have invasive 
inspections of their body parts. 

The bottom line is, we should let par-
ents, doctors, and sports organizations 
do their jobs to protect student ath-
letes. For example, the NCAA supports 
a sport-by-sport approach to 
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transgender student participation, and 
high school leagues are also dealing 
with the issue. 

We should focus our time on ensuring 
that children in America reach their 
full potential through high-quality 
public education. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose H.R. 734. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

b 1415 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from 
Vermont (Ms. BALINT). 

Ms. BALINT. Mr. Chair, I rise in the 
strongest opposition to H.R. 734. 

This is one of the most powerful bod-
ies in our Nation. We should be using 
our influence and our power for good. 
We should be alleviating the suffering 
of our constituents and not fanning the 
flames of fear and enabling discrimina-
tion. 

What upsets me the most about this 
bill is that it is devoid of compassion 
for the kids who just want to live their 
lives. 

I was honored yesterday to meet with 
Rebekah Bruesehoff. This wonderful 16- 
year-old girl spoke about the incred-
ibly positive impact sports and com-
munity have in her young life. To Re-
bekah and trans kids everywhere, there 
are allies in Congress who care deeply 
about you, and we will continue to 
fight for your rights. 

We should not be choosing to use the 
power of this institution to attack 
young kids who just want to live their 
lives. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
vote for the motion to recommit so 
that I can offer an amendment to pro-
tect student athletes’ sexual privacy 
and keep schools accountable when 
sexual abuse occurs. 

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD 
the text of this amendment. 

Ms. Balint moves to recommit the bill 
(H.R. 734) to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce with instructions to re-
port the bill back to the House forthwith 
with the following amendment: 

Strike the text of the bill and insert the 
following: 
SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS TO TITLE IX OF THE 

EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972. 
Title IX of the Education Amendments of 

1972 (20 U.S.C. 1681 et seq.) is amended— 
(1) in section 901 by adding at end the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 

this title shall be construed to limit or re-
strict a female athlete’s right to privacy 
over her personal reproductive or sexual 
health Information. 

‘‘(e) LIABILITY FOR SEX-BASED HARASS-
MENT.— 

‘‘(1) HARASSMENT BY AGENTS, EMPLOYEES, 
AND OTHER PERSONS AUTHORIZED BY THE RE-
CIPIENT TO PROVIDE AN ATHLETIC PROGRAM OR 
ACTIVITY.—Subject to subsection (f), a recipi-
ent shall be liable if its agent, employee, or 
other person authorized by the recipient to 
provide an athletic program or activity 
under the recipient’s program or activity, 
engages in sex-based harassment against a 
person who participates in or receives any 
benefit, service, or opportunity from such 

program or activity, or who attempts to re-
ceive such benefit, service, or opportunity, 
regardless of where the harassment occurs, 
if— 

‘‘(A) the harassment is enabled or assisted 
by the authority exercised as an agent, em-
ployee, or other authorized person of the re-
cipient; or 

‘‘(B) the recipient receives notice of the 
harassment. 

‘‘(2) HARASSMENT BY NON-AGENTS, NON-EM-
PLOYEES, AND OTHER NON-AUTHORIZED PER-
SONS.—Subject to subsection (f), a recipient 
is liable for sex-based harassment if a person 
who is not its agent, employee, or other au-
thorized person, engages in sex-based harass-
ment against a person who is participating 
in an athletic program or activity, or who is 
attempting to do so, regardless of where the 
harassment occurs, if the recipient receives 
notice of the harassment. 

‘‘(f) AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A recipient is not liable 

in a private action for damages under sub-
section (e) for sex-based harassment, if the 
recipient demonstrates that it exercised rea-
sonable care to prevent sex-based harass-
ment and to promptly remedy the effects of 
the sex-based harassment at issue, including 
through a demonstration by the recipient 
that it— 

‘‘(A) established, adequately publicized, 
and enforced an effective and comprehensive 
sex-based harassment prevention policy, 
training, and complaint procedure that is 
likely to provide redress and to avoid harm 
without exposing the person subjected to 
such harassment to undue risk, effort, or ex-
pense; 

‘‘(B) if requested by an aggrieved person 
subjected to sex-based harassment (or the 
parent or guardian of such person, if such 
person is a minor), or otherwise necessary to 
protect such person or other persons in such 
program or activity from a significant ongo-
ing threat of harm, undertook a prompt, 
thorough, and impartial investigation of 
such harassment; 

‘‘(C) provided supportive measures that 
have the purpose and effect of preserving and 
restoring a person subjected to sex-based 
harassment’s equal access to the recipient’s 
education program or activity (including 
any athletic program or activity), regardless 
of whether such person requests an inves-
tigation; and 

‘‘(D) took other necessary, immediate, and 
appropriate corrective action designed to 
stop such harassment and remedy its effects. 

‘‘(2) NOT ESTABLISHING REASONABLE CARE.— 
A showing that the harassment did not recur 
after the recipient received notice of the har-
assment does not establish reasonable care 
absent the demonstration required by sub-
paragraphs (A) through (D) of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(g) NOTICE.—A recipient receives notice of 
sex-based harassment if an agent, employee, 
or other authorized person of the recipient, 
or in the exercise of reasonable care should 
have known, about the harassment and— 

‘‘(1) has the authority to take action to re-
dress the harassment; 

‘‘(2) has the responsibility to report to an 
administrator harassment or similar mis-
conduct by others; or 

‘‘(3) receives a report of such harassment 
from an individual who could reasonably be-
lieve that the agent, employee, or other au-
thorized person is as described in paragraph 
(1) or (2).’’; and 

(2) in section 903— 
(A) in the 1st sentence by inserting ‘‘(a)’’ 

before ‘‘Any’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end of the following: 
‘‘(b) Any person aggrieved by the failure of 

a recipient to comply with section 901, or a 
rule issued under this title, may bring a civil 

action in any court of competent jurisdic-
tion. 

‘‘(c) In a civil action brought for a viola-
tion of section 901 by or on behalf of a person 
aggrieved by a violation of section 901, such 
person may recover equitable and legal relief 
(such as compensatory damages, including 
for emotional distress, and punitive dam-
ages), and attorney’s fees (including expert 
fees).’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. The gentle-
woman is no longer recognized. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time, and I am ready to 
close whenever the gentleman from 
California is ready to close. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, I too 
had the opportunity yesterday to en-
gage with Rebekah and her mother, 
and I want to just point to a stark re-
ality. 

Mr. Chair, 53 percent of trans kids 
considered suicide last year. I am glad 
that the Governor of Utah, in a very 
lengthy letter, said: I want them to 
live. What Rebekah said is that she 
loves playing sports. She gets to know 
people, and they know her. 

She said the talk that we are doing 
on the floor of the House is scary. It 
puts trans children—children in cor-
ners. They don’t know who likes them 
or not or who wants to do harm to 
them. 

This is a meaningless bill. The Olym-
pics has addressed the question. The 
NCAA has addressed the question. 

When will we realize we have the 
right to freedom of religion and we 
have a right to our beliefs, and in that 
we have no right to undermine and 
threaten the lives of trans children. 

Mr. Chair, I stand in opposition to 
this mean-spirited legislation because I 
am a woman of faith, and I believe in 
the humanity of all children. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. The gentle-
woman is no longer recognized. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, fundamentally, the dif-
ference between the two sides is that 
my friends on the other side of the 
aisle do not recognize trans people as 
human beings. They do not even recog-
nize the validity of trans. That is a ter-
rible error, and it is wrong, and it does 
not grant trans people humanity. 

A subsequent corollary to this stance 
is that they don’t believe that trans 
people are who they are, that somehow 
it is a choice. I am going to tell you: 
This debate itself has been trauma-
tizing. 

I can remember when I was a teen-
ager when debate in California was oc-
curring over the Briggs Initiative, 
which would have banned LGBT teach-
ers from teaching. One Republican 
Governor, Ronald Reagan, at the last 
minute opposed the initiative, and to 
me that meant a lot. It means a lot to 
me that Spencer Cox of Utah recog-
nizes that trans kids exist and that we 
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should protect them. This bill is hor-
rible. All should stand opposed to it. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I have spoken to the ab-
surdity of this debate, but let me con-
clude by clarifying what this bill does 
and does not do by reading two para-
graphs of this bill—it is one page long. 

‘‘Section 901 of the Education 
Amendments of 1972 (20 U.S.C. 1681) is 
amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d)(1) It shall be a violation of sub-
section (a) for a recipient of Federal 
funds who operates, sponsors, or facili-
tates athletic programs or activities to 
permit a person whose sex is male to 
participate in an athletic program or 
activity that is designated for women 
or girls. 

‘‘(2) For the purposes of this sub-
section, sex shall be recognized based 
solely on a person’s reproductive biol-
ogy and genetics at birth.’’ 

All of these ridiculous things that we 
have been accused of are not in this 
bill. This bill does not discriminate 
against anyone. It does not exhibit any 
hate toward anyone. 

What it does is prohibit Federal fund-
ing to institutions that ‘‘permit a per-
son whose sex is male to participate in 
an athletic program or activity that is 
designated for women or girls.’’ 

The reason for this is simple. Men 
have certain physiological advantages 
over women, such as more size and 
speed. Because of that, allowing bio-
logical males to compete against 
women and girls robs females of equal 
athletic opportunities and fair playing 
fields. 

H.R. 734 restores the integrity and 
fairness of women’s sports. 

Mr. Chairman, Republicans, contrary 
to what our colleagues have said and 
accused us of, Republicans love all 
God’s children, male and female, born 
and unborn. Do not question our com-
mitment to fairness to life or to treat-
ing people equally. We hate no one. 

As my colleagues have pointed out, it 
is ridiculous that we have had to stand 
here today to defend the rights of 
women and girls to participate in 
sports against other women and girls 
and they not being taken advantage of 
by biological males. 

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues 
across the aisle to do what is best for 
America’s women and girls and support 
this important bill. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chairman, I in-
clude in the RECORD a Statement of 
Administration Policy from the admin-
istration. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 734—PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND GIRLS IN 

SPORTS ACT OF 2023—REP. STEUBE, R–FL, AND 
93 COSPONSORS 
The Administration strongly opposes 

House passage of H.R. 734. 
For students nationwide, participating in 

sports and being part of a team is an impor-

tant part of growing up, staying engaged in 
school, and learning leadership and life 
skills. H.R. 734 would deny access to sports 
for many families by establishing an abso-
lute ban on transgender students—even 
those as young as elementary schoolers— 
playing on a team consistent with their gen-
der identity. Schools, coaches, and athletic 
associations around the country are already 
working with families to develop participa-
tion rules that are fair and that take into ac-
count particular sports, grade levels, and 
levels of competition. As a national ban that 
does not account for competitiveness or 
grade level, H.R. 734 targets people for who 
they are and therefore is discriminatory. 
Politicians should not dictate a one-size-fits- 
all requirement that forces coaches to re-
move kids from their teams. At a time when 
transgender youth already face a nationwide 
mental health crisis, with half of 
transgender youth in a recent survey saying 
they have seriously considered suicide, a na-
tional law that further stigmatizes these 
children is completely unnecessary, hurts 
families and students, and would only put 
students at greater risk. Discrimination has 
no place in our nation’s schools or on our 
playing fields. 

Instead of addressing the pressing issues 
that families and students face today—such 
as raising teacher pay, keeping guns out of 
schools, addressing the mental health crisis 
our youth face, and helping students learn 
and recover academically from unprece-
dented disruptions—Congressional Repub-
licans have instead chosen to prioritize poli-
cies that discriminate against children. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
734, he would veto it. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chair, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in strong opposition to this cruel and 
discriminatory bill. If Republicans really meant 
to protect women and girls in sports, they 
would make it so more women and girls could 
play, not play politics with children’s lives. 

I submitted an amendment to award federal 
grants to start new school sports teams for 
women and girls and to break down existing 
barriers to participation. 

My amendment invested in women’s sports 
so more people could play, more people could 
participate, but Republicans chose politics 
over participation. There are real problems im-
pacting women and girls in sports, including 
pay inequality, sexual harassment and assault, 
and unequal facilities and resources. This leg-
islation addresses none of these issues. 

Instead, we will be voting on a horrific bill to 
nationalize the cruel bigotry Republicans are 
implementing in states around the country. 

This bill will harm our kids’ mental health. 
make our schools less welcoming, and pre-
vent trans students from living the full lives 
they deserve. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to oppose this 
bill. 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chair, I am in strong 
support of H.R. 734, the Protection of Women 
and Girls in Sports Act, which I am proud to 
cosponsor. I thank the Congressman from 
Florida, Mr. STEUBE, for his leadership on this 
effort. 

Over 50 years ago, Title IX was enacted to 
level the playing field, and ensure that women 
and girls were given fair opportunities to par-
ticipate, perform, and achieve in education. 
One of the primary areas that has been im-
pacted by this law is in the area of women’s 
sports. Since then, female participation in 

sports has increased by 1,057 percent at the 
high school level, and 614 percent at the post-
secondary level. 

Women and girls deserve the confidence of 
stepping up to the plate, onto a field, into a 
court, or on a track, knowing that the competi-
tion will be rule-bound and fair and that their 
safety has been prioritized. They deserve to 
have confidence that they are fairly competing 
against another biological woman. 

And most of all, they deserve the chance to 
be champions. 

The actions of the Biden Administration 
have entirely sacrificed equality in the service 
of their political agenda; and today I hope my 
colleagues will join me in voting in favor of this 
legislation, and restoring the soul of Title IX, 
that has given so many women and girls life- 
changing opportunities. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LAMALFA). 
All time for general debate has expired. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
DESJARLAIS) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 734) to amend the 
Education Amendments of 1972 to pro-
vide that for purposes of determining 
compliance with title IX of such Act in 
athletics, sex shall be recognized based 
solely on a person’s reproductive biol-
ogy and genetics at birth, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

f 

ADDRESSING THE DEBT LIMIT 
(Mr. MCCARTHY asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the 
American people have elected a divided 
government. Our government is de-
signed to find compromise. That is why 
the House, the Senate, and the White 
House should be negotiating a respon-
sible debt limit increase right now. 

If you gave your child a credit card 
and they kept maxing it out to the 
limit, you wouldn’t blindly just raise 
the limit, you would change their be-
havior. That exact same thing is true 
with our national debt. 

We need to lower inflation, reduce 
our dependence on China, and lift 
Americans out of poverty. America has 
a $31 trillion debt, and Washington is 
on the clock. 

What are Democrats doing? 
President Biden is skipping town to 

deliver a speech in Maryland rather 
than sitting down to address the debt 
ceiling. He is giving America’s debt the 
southern border treatment: Ignore it 
and hope that it goes away. In fact, he 
has been avoiding the issue for 77 
straight days and counting. 

Senator SCHUMER is just missing in 
action. Rather than find common 
ground with the House, Senator SCHU-
MER is having the Senate vote on a 
nonbinding resolution commending and 
congratulating the University of Con-
necticut Men’s Basketball Team for 
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winning the 2023 men’s basketball 
championship. 

That is not all Senator SCHUMER has 
been doing. Last month he approved 
March as Maine’s Maple Syrup Month. 
Talk about taking on big issues. I won-
der what May’s month will be about. 

While President Biden and Senate 
Democrats waste time, House Repub-
licans are taking action. 

Today, I am proud to announce that 
we are introducing the Limit, Save, 
Grow Act of 2023. 

This responsible legislation will be 
led by our Budget Committee Chair-
man, JODEY ARRINGTON, and would re-
sponsibly raise the debt limit into next 
year and provide more than $4.5 trillion 
in savings to the American taxpayers. 

Here is how we do it. 
First, we limit government spending. 

Our plan would return discretionary 
spending to pre-inflationary fiscal year 
2022 levels, and then limit the growth 
of spending to 1 percent per year. 

Mr. Speaker, these are the same lev-
els we had just 4 months ago. I didn’t 
hear a single Democrat complain about 
that level of spending. 

The spending limits are not draco-
nian. They are responsible. Federal 
spending exploded in the past 2 years 
when Democrats controlled all, and 
that doesn’t include the trillions of 
COVID-era spending. 

By limiting government spending we 
will reduce inflation and restore fiscal 
discipline in Washington. If Wash-
ington wants to spend more, it will 
have to come together to find savings 
elsewhere—just like every single 
household in America. 

Second, we are going to save tax-
payers money. 

Mr. Speaker, the pandemic is over. 
House Republicans have already passed 
the bill to officially end the pandemic, 
and President Biden signed it into law 
just last week. 

Our bill would actually claw back bil-
lions of dollars of unspent COVID 
money that has sat for the last 2 years. 
The American people are tired of poli-
ticians who use COVID as an excuse for 
more extreme, inflationary spending. 

If this money was authorized to fight 
the pandemic but was not spent during 
the pandemic, it should not be spent 
after the pandemic is over. 

Our proposals also repeal Biden’s 
army of 87,000 IRS agents. That will 
save taxpayers $70 billion, and it is 
going to protect families and small 
businesses from a weaponized IRS. 

It would end the green giveaways for 
companies that distort the market and 
waste taxpayer money. Goldman Sachs 
did an analysis. They said the savings 
from ending the green giveaways are as 
much as $1.2 trillion. 

We would prohibit President Biden’s 
student loan giveaway for the wealthy. 
That would protect the 87 percent of 
adults without student loans from pay-
ing the loans of the 13 percent who do. 

b 1430 

Finally, we will grow the economy so 
we are less dependent on China. 

Our proposal will restore American 
energy leadership, make it easier to 
build things in America, make us less 
dependent on China, and bring jobs 
back to America. 

It will also help lift millions of 
Americans out of poverty. Right now 
there are more job openings than peo-
ple looking for work, in part because 
the Biden administration has weakened 
some of the very work requirements 
that then-Senator Joe Biden previously 
supported. 

Our plan ensures adults without de-
pendents earn a paycheck and learn 
new skills. By restoring these common-
sense measures, we can help more 
Americans earn a paycheck, learn new 
skills, reduce childhood poverty, and 
rebuild the workforce. 

It will also protect and preserve 
Medicare and Social Security because 
more people will be paying into it. 

We will prevent President Biden’s ex-
ecutive overreach to spend money out-
side the normal process, which Presi-
dent Biden has abused to the tune of 
$1.5 trillion in unilateral executive ac-
tions. 

We should welcome and celebrate the 
benefits of a strong, growing economy, 
for with a strong, growing economy, we 
will no longer be dependent on China. 
We will no longer be victims to infla-
tion, and we can leave a better future 
for our kids and our grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, House Republicans are 
taking action to lift the debt limit, 
limit government spending, save tax-
payers money, and grow the economy. 

President Biden and Senator SCHU-
MER have no right to play politics with 
the debt ceiling. Their extreme posi-
tion risks provoking the very crisis 
they claim to want to avoid. They need 
to sit down, negotiate, and address this 
crisis. 

Now that we have introduced a clear 
plan for a responsible debt limit in-
crease, they have no more excuse to 
refuse to negotiate. 

I think the Senate can honor maple 
syrup and basketball teams and nego-
tiate on a debt ceiling at the same 
time. 

We owe it to the American people to 
use this moment in history to deliver 
the future they want, need, and de-
serve. 

House Republicans have a plan. The 
Senate does not, and the President is 
ignoring the debt crisis. 

President Biden has a choice: come 
to the table and stop playing partisan 
political games, or cover his ears, 
refuse to negotiate, and risk bumbling 
his way into the first default in our Na-
tion’s history. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to support 
this plan to get our Nation back on 
track so, yes, we then can curb infla-
tion, end our dependency on China, and 
strengthen and protect Social Security 
and Medicare. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 

declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 33 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia) at 4 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Passage of H.J. Res. 42; and 
Motion to suspend the rules and pass 

H.R. 1149. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant 
to clause 9 of rule XX, the remaining 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

DISAPPROVING THE ACTION OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
COUNCIL IN APPROVING THE 
COMPREHENSIVE POLICING AND 
JUSTICE REFORM AMENDMENT 
ACT OF 2022 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of 
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 42) dis-
approving the action of the District of 
Columbia Council in approving the 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice 
Reform Amendment Act of 2022, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the joint reso-
lution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 
189, not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 188] 

YEAS—229 

Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burgess 

Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Craig 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 

DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
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Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 

LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Posey 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—189 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Connolly 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Dean (PA) 

DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 

Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Scott (VA) 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 

Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Aderholt 
Arrington 
Boebert 
Buck 
Bush 
Carl 

Cohen 
Correa 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Lee (CA) 
Neal 

Ross 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Strong 
Vasquez 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia changed his 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the joint resolution was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-

nately, I was unable to be present for one of 
today’s votes. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 188. 

f 

COUNTERING UNTRUSTED TELE-
COMMUNICATIONS ABROAD ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1149) to establish certain re-
porting and other requirements relat-
ing to telecommunications equipment 
and services produced or provided by 
certain entities, and for other pur-
poses, as amended, 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 Florida (Mr. MAST) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 8, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 189] 

YEAS—410 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Alford 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Auchincloss 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Balint 
Banks 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bean (FL) 
Beatty 
Bentz 

Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burgess 

Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carey 
Carson 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (LA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 

Chu 
Cicilline 
Ciscomani 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flood 
Foster 
Foushee 
Foxx 
Frankel, Lois 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Frost 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garbarino 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Mike 
Garcia, Robert 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 

Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Houlahan 
Hoyle (OR) 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
James 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Kean (NJ) 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Khanna 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kilmer 
Kim (CA) 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Lynch 
Mace 
Magaziner 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Manning 
Mast 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClellan 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCormick 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McHenry 
Meeks 
Menendez 

Meng 
Meuser 
Mfume 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neguse 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Ogles 
Owens 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Santos 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
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Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Tenney 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Titus 

Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—8 

Bowman 
Brecheen 
Greene (GA) 

Hageman 
Massie 
Omar 

Ramirez 
Tlaib 

NOT VOTING—17 

Aderholt 
Boebert 
Buck 
Bush 
Carl 
Cohen 

Grijalva 
Hoyer 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Lee (CA) 
Neal 

Ross 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Simpson 
Strong 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1707 

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

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Ms. BUSH. Mr. Speaker, due to health rea-

sons, I was not present during today’s vote 
series. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 188 and ‘‘yea’’ on 
rollcall No. 189. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to 

attend votes due to a medical procedure. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 188 and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 189. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the House adjourns today, it 
adjourn to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

CELEBRATING THE ACHIEVE-
MENTS OF HUDSON VALLEY 
ATHLETES 

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

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, as a 
point of personal privilege, I wish my 
daughter, Julianna Elena, a very happy 
first birthday today, April 19. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
the success of some of our athletes in 
schools across New York’s 17th Dis-
trict. 

Earlier this month was Student Ath-
lete Day, a date on which we celebrate 

the achievements of the young men 
and women competing in inter-
scholastic sporting events across our 
country. 

It has been a great winter season for 
our Hudson Valley athletes, and I 
would like to take a moment to con-
gratulate some of these teams and indi-
viduals. 

Congratulations to Section 1 Boys 
Basketball champions, Tappan Zee 
High School, as well as the Boys Swim-
ming champions, Horace Greeley High 
School. 

Congratulations also to Carly Sardo 
from Tappan Zee High School who was 
this season’s floor champion in gym-
nastics, and Dami Modupe from North 
Rockland High School who won the 
girls 55-meter hurdles in indoor track 
and field. 

Our athletes should all be com-
mended for their hard work during this 
season and throughout the year. 

f 

b 1715 

DENOUNCING MAGA REPUBLICANS’ 
EXTREME AGENDA 

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to denounce the MAGA Repub-
licans’ failure to support Americans. 
They want to remove an FDA-approved 
medication and control women’s rights 
to their own healthcare choices. They 
deny the freedom of speech and the 
freedom of assembly to minority elect-
ed officials, and they support putting 
guns in the hands of people with severe 
mental issues. 

Thankfully, the Democrats put peo-
ple over politics and address the coun-
try’s real issues. We are lowering infla-
tion and protecting the right to vote. 
We have created 12.6 million new jobs 
for hardworking Americans in the last 
few years. We are lowering prescription 
drugs to help American seniors. We are 
fixing highways and bridges nationwide 
to help Americans travel. 

Clearly, we are the party that cares 
about America. 

f 

BUFFALO-NIAGARA HONOR FLIGHT 
RECOGNIZES VETERANS 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the 
veterans of Potter, McKean, and War-
ren Counties who flew to Washington, 
D.C. on Saturday, April 15 as part of 
the Buffalo-Niagara Honor Flight. 

The Buffalo-Niagara Honor Flight is 
part of the National Honor Flight Net-
work, which ‘‘recognizes United States 
veterans for their sacrifices and their 
achievements by flying them to Wash-
ington to see the memorials at no cost 
to the veteran.’’ 

Honor Flights prioritize World War II 
veterans, Korean war, and Vietnam 
veterans, and veterans with medical 
issues requiring special attention. 
Honor Flight guardians fly with each 
veteran on every flight helping them 
have a safe, memorable, and rewarding 
experience. 

In patriotic spirit, Bradford Area 
High School welcomed participating 
veterans for lunch, a celebration, and 
community escort on Friday before the 
flight. 

This month, the following veterans 
from Potter, McKean, and Warren 
Counties made the flight: Ronald 
Bosworth, Richard Dugan, Robert 
Langfitt, and Donald Shinn, all of 
whom served bravely in the Vietnam 
war. 

We honor and thank these brave men 
and women for their service to our 
country and the communities they call 
home. 

f 

STRIPPING AMERICANS OF 
REPRODUCTIVE FREEDOM 

(Mr. LANDSMAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about freedom in the con-
text of the Supreme Court’s decision to 
extend their decisionmaking time-
frame as to whether or not this coun-
try is going to ban a pill that has been 
approved by the FDA for over 20 years. 
This is a safe pill, and it is about repro-
ductive freedom. 

Make no mistake, it is also about 
control. This is about stripping Ameri-
cans of their reproductive freedom, and 
I think immediately to my own 13- 
year-old daughter and her freedoms. 

We need everyone in this body to ob-
ject to this national ban and to come 
together to restore freedom to millions 
of girls and women across America. 
This is a defining moment in our coun-
try. We need the majority of us to 
stand on the side of freedom. 

f 

CELEBRATING 194 YEARS OF 
YUENGLING 

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

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the 194th birthday of 
the best beer in the world, Yuengling, 
whose birthday was yesterday, April 18. 

Yuengling is the oldest and most 
iconic brewery in America. Founded in 
1829 by David G. Yuengling, this fam-
ily-owned business has been producing 
quality beer for almost two centuries 
and six generations while employing 
thousands of Pennsylvanians along the 
way. 

From its humble beginnings as a 
small brewery in Pottsville, it remains 
in Pottsville, and is now a large brew-
ery, serving millions who enjoy it 
across the country. 
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Yuengling has a rich history and has 

survived through Civil War, two world 
wars, Prohibition, the Great Depres-
sion, and recessions. In the words of its 
owner Dick Yuengling, a friend of 
mine, ‘‘The brewery is a survivor.’’ 

Just recently, I met with the sixth 
generation Jen Yuengling, who gave a 
great speech on the history of 
Yuengling at Bucknell University, the 
open discourse forum. Her passion for 
the brand will stand the test of time. 

Today, let’s raise a pint to the 
Yuengling family and to the best 
American brewery and beer there is 
made in America. Cheers. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE PROBLEM 
SOLVERS CAUCUS 

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

Mr. NICKEL. Mr. Speaker, we need to 
raise the debt ceiling and we need to do 
it soon. I rise today in support of the 
bipartisan debt ceiling framework un-
veiled today by the Problem Solvers 
Caucus. 

In such a closely divided Congress, 
the only real solutions are bipartisan 
solutions that can get 218 votes in the 
House, 60 votes in the Senate, and on to 
the President’s desk. 

This framework proposes reasonable 
and responsible steps to ensure that we 
won’t default on our debt while also en-
suring that Congress takes short-term 
and long-term steps to address spend-
ing and balance the budget. 

I came to Washington to get things 
done, and I am firmly committed to 
working with the Problem Solvers Cau-
cus and my colleagues across the aisle 
to find solutions for the most pressing 
issues facing our Nation. 

I am proud to support this bipartisan 
framework, and I urge my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to support it. 

f 

PROVIDING FOREST LANDOWNERS 
SOME FINANCIAL RECOVERY 

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in full support of the bi-
partisan and bicameral H.R. 655, known 
as the Disaster Reforestation Act. Spe-
cifically, this bill would eliminate the 
‘‘basis limitation rule’’ allowing land-
owners who farm trees with the intent 
of sale to deduct the value of their tim-
ber loss from a natural disaster, pro-
viding forest landowners financial re-
covery after a catastrophic event. 

There is currently no Federal pro-
gram that allows timber farmers to re-
coup the loss of their timber, leaving 
them with no way to economically re-
cover after a natural disaster. 

Private forests in the U.S. are vital 
to rural economies, strong domestic 
wood supply, and as a natural climate 
solution. Our Nation’s private forests 

act as our largest carbon sinks and are 
essential to providing clean air and 
water. 

Fixing this casualty loss issue would 
provide an immediate and permanent 
solution for forest landowners to keep 
their forests working, a vital part of 
rural economies. 

Again, this is a bipartisan and bi-
cameral bill, and I urge my colleagues 
to join me in support of H.R. 655, the 
Disaster Reforestation Act. 

f 

ABORTION CARE IS UNDER 
ATTACK 

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

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
because the American people know 
that their right to abortion care is 
under attack. 

As I speak right now, across the 
street, the Supreme Court of the 
United States is getting ready to rule 
on whether or not to keep a ban on re-
strictions on an abortion pill that has 
been around for decades and has safely 
helped millions when they needed it 
the most. 

In my home State of Florida, our 
wanna-be-President of a Governor 
signed a 6-week abortion ban into law 
that effectively means that people who 
have been raped, who are the victims of 
incest, and who are experiencing life- 
threatening pregnancies are going to 
be denied the care that they need and 
will be forced to give birth. 

It is barbaric and disgusting. That 
isn’t liberty. That isn’t freedom. Being 
able to make a decision about your fu-
ture and your body, that is freedom. 
Having control over your own repro-
ductive care, that is freedom. Having a 
choice, that is freedom. That is what 
we need to fight for: freedom and lib-
erty for all of our people, not ripping 
away one of their most sacred human 
rights. 

f 

UNCOVERING THE ORIGINS OF THE 
CORONAVIRUS 

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, during 
a House Select Subcommittee on the 
Coronavirus Pandemic hearing yester-
day, former Director of National Intel-
ligence Ratcliffe testified that a lab 
leak is the only explanation credibly 
supported by our intelligence, by 
science, and by common sense. 

On Monday morning, a new Senate 
report concluded there were two leaks 
from the Wuhan lab in 2019 and this 
Nation had funded gain-of-function re-
search at the Wuhan Institute of Virol-
ogy. 

At the same Tuesday hearing, former 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
David Feith revealed that the State 
Department tried hiding evidence of 

U.S. funded gain-of-function research, 
arguing it could open a Pandora’s box. 

In other words, they concluded it 
would be easier to lie, therefore, endan-
ger the American people and the world 
because telling the truth would expose 
a lot of difficult questions. 

These revelations are further proof of 
what many Americans already know to 
be true: Dr. Anthony Fauci misled the 
public continuously during the pan-
demic about the origins of this virus 
and the risk of gain-of-function re-
search. 

People in our own government aided 
this for various reasons, selfishly want-
ing to defraud and endanger the public 
while they pursued their own goals. Di-
rector Ratcliffe’s and Mr. Feith’s testi-
mony, as well as the Senate report, 
should disturb every lawmaker in this 
Chamber. 

f 

RESTORE PRUDENT BANKING AND 
CONFIDENCE TO OUR NATION’S 
BANKING SYSTEM 
(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to introduce the Return to Pru-
dent Banking Act to restore prudent 
banking and confidence to our Nation’s 
banking system. 

This bill would reinstate essential 
provisions of legislation born from the 
ashes of the Great Depression: The 
Glass-Steagall Act, also known as the 
Banking Act of 1933. 

Carelessly, in 1999, Congress repealed 
the Glass-Steagall Act, and you can see 
the growing concentration of banks 
just in this country. Three banks con-
trol a third of the money in this coun-
try. What has really been happening is, 
the repeal of that act opened the flood-
gates for speculation, for speculators 
on Wall Street and other places to 
empty out the worth of Americans’ life 
savings. 

By 2008, investment firms had gam-
bled it all away in their version of the 
Wall Street casino. Their greed cost 
hardworking Americans their homes, 
their savings, their jobs. Speculation 
plunged our Nation into a deep reces-
sion. 

Now, here we go again watching bank 
runs—SVB over in California, Signa-
ture over on the East Coast in New 
York—bank runs, failures, massive 
buyouts, cryptocurrency schemes, and 
rampant speculation and high-risk Chi-
nese tech companies. 

Wake up, America. Let’s restore pru-
dent banking. Let’s pass the Glass- 
Steagall Act. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to corral the 
raging bulls who cloak their unbridled 
speculation under the cover of prudent 
banking. 

f 

DEMOCRATS MUST UPLIFT AND 
PROTECT TRANS KIDS 

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

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row the Republicans are bringing a bill 
to the floor that seeks to ban trans 
women and girls from participating in 
women’s sports. This bill is morally 
wrong, it is cruel, and it is discrimina-
tory. 

President Biden has already promised 
to veto it, but when the United States 
House of Representatives passes a bill, 
it sends a message. If you are a trans 
kid right now, the message coming 
from our government is that you don’t 
belong. 

This leads to bullying, isolation, de-
pression, and even suicide. I want to 
speak to the trans kids in America 
today. I want to say you belong in the 
American family. We are proud of you. 
Democrats must not be quiet. We must 
speak clearly to uplift and protect 
trans kids. We must recognize that a 
harm to trans kids threatens a harm to 
everyone, and we must embrace our di-
versity as a unique American strength 
that has the ability to unite us. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this cruel discriminatory bill tomor-
row. 

f 

b 1730 

ONE STEP CLOSER TO UNIVERSAL 
HEALTHCARE AND THE AMER-
ICAN DREAM AND PROMISE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-

LER of Ohio). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 9, 2023, the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. RAMI-
REZ) is recognized for 60 minutes as the 
designee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
my Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, to-

night, I am convening a Special Order 
hour for the Congressional Progressive 
Caucus, where we are focused on our 
shared commitment and shared ur-
gency to make comprehensive immi-
gration reform and universal 
healthcare our reality. We are one step 
closer to doing so for DACA recipients, 
or Dreamers, who have been waiting 
and are still waiting for us to make 
good on our long-overdue commitment 
to a pathway to citizenship for them. 

Healthcare is a human right, full 
stop. I know saying healthcare is a 
human right can feel more like a slo-
gan or a hashtag than a call to action 
that anyone will actually do something 
about. I have certainly felt that myself 
and felt frustrated by the simplicity of 
that call to action contrasted with a 
deflating lack of change. 

Some people think it is too lofty and 
that we should start smaller. What 

does it mean, though, to start smaller? 
When it comes to healthcare, that 
means dividing people into who is wor-
thy of healthcare and who is not. 

I will take a quick moment to thank 
everyone who doesn’t give in and 
doesn’t give up on envisioning a better 
world that has more than enough re-
sources for all of us because I know 
that you get pushback, doubt, and de-
traction. It is those big, lofty goals 
that keep us rooted in our why and 
keep pushing us for better. 

That is why, last week when Presi-
dent Biden announced his proposal to 
expand eligibility for Medicaid and Af-
fordable Care Act benefits to Dreamers, 
we all celebrated. 

DACA first started in 2012, over a 
decade ago. There are approximately 
600,000 DACA recipients living across 
the United States. They are healthcare 
workers, they are teachers, they are 
parents, and they are neighbors. 

About 35,000 Dreamers call my home 
State of Illinois their home. One of 
them is my husband, Boris Hernandez, 
who has lived in the U.S. since he was 
14 years old. He has now lived in the 
U.S. more than he ever lived in Guate-
mala. 

Collectively, Dreamers pay $9.4 bil-
lion in State and Federal taxes every 
single year. 

For all these years, access to 
healthcare through the ACA or through 
Medicaid hasn’t been available to 
Dreamers. That is a policy failure with 
life and death consequences. 

Right now, DACA recipients can 
mainly only access healthcare if their 
employer provides it. Otherwise, they 
are largely reliant upon the State they 
happen to live in to have a State-fund-
ed healthcare program. 

According to the Department of 
Health and Human Services, more than 
a third of DACA recipients don’t have 
any healthcare insurance whatsoever. 
We know what happens when you deny 
access to affordable healthcare. People 
avoid going to the doctor as much as 
possible because they can’t afford to 
go. Health conditions that may only 
need preventive care or some kind of 
medication go undiagnosed, untreated, 
and get worse and worse until it is a 
life or death emergency. 

Before I came to Congress, I had the 
deep honor of serving in the Illinois 
House of Representatives, where I led 
legislation with the Latino Legislative 
Caucus, the Healthy Illinois coalition, 
and Governor J.B. Pritzker to create 
what is now State law that expands 
Medicaid coverage to all residents age 
42 and up regardless of legal status. 
This made Illinois the first State in the 
entire country to provide healthcare 
coverage to immigrants, regardless of 
status. 

By the time this passed into law, it 
reflected multiple rounds of negotia-
tions. If I could have, I would have had 
eligibility start at the age of 19 to en-
sure that there was no break in 
healthcare coverage for our children 
who are now adults. 

I now look forward to working with 
President Biden’s proposed expansion 
of healthcare coverage to Dreamers 
and it going into effect so that we can 
continue to build on the work we have 
done in Illinois and across the country. 

Hearing even one story of what ex-
panding healthcare coverage for just 
one person has meant to them and 
their loved ones underscores what is 
true for all of us. We must recognize 
the importance of providing access to 
quality healthcare and services for all 
people, regardless of their citizenship 
status. 

Olga, a resident in Illinois, who, be-
cause of this new State law, could ac-
cess medical coverage for the first 
time, graciously shared her story with 
me. She said: ‘‘I was born in Mexico, 
and I came to Chicago in 2004. I came 
to the United States for a better life 
for my family. I encountered many ob-
stacles, such as language, work, hous-
ing, school for my children, and health. 
I had to get a dental treatment, but 
due to the cost, I put off going. Then, 
it got complicated and more expensive. 
I managed to save $8,000, but I had to 
choose between two options: pay for 
the dentist or pay for my son’s univer-
sity. Having access to medical cov-
erage is a true relief because now I can 
go regularly to the doctor.’’ 

I share Olga’s story because her story 
is the story of many others, hundreds 
of thousands of immigrants, whether 
DACA or otherwise, who live all across 
our country and still don’t have the 
ability to go to the doctor when they 
need it. 

The immediate and tremendous im-
pact she experienced once affordable 
healthcare was no longer denied is the 
same immediate and tremendous im-
pact President Biden’s proposal will 
have on all Dreamers. 

It feels obvious to say, but the bene-
fits of access to affordable healthcare 
for someone who is a DACA recipient 
are the same for all immigrants. It is 
not just Dreamers. 

Yet, here is just one example of how 
we continue to divide and break up the 
immigrant community into politicized 
categories that we then use to weigh 
different members of the immigrant 
community against each other. Who is 
and isn’t worthy of citizenship? Who is 
and isn’t worthy of healthcare? 

I say all this as the only Member of 
Congress in a mixed-status marriage. 
What I want to make absolutely clear 
is that our families and our commu-
nities cannot be conveniently divided 
into documentation status and, there-
fore, neither can our deservedness of 
healthcare as a human right. 

That is why The New York Times’ re-
porting this week that multiple staff at 
HHS warned the administration that 
migrant children were being hastily 
connected to sponsors who put them in 
grave danger cannot be seen as sepa-
rate. 

More than 250,000 migrant children 
have come alone to the United States 
in the last 2 years alone, and thousands 
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have ended up in grueling, dangerous, 
exploitive jobs all across the country, 
in complete violation of child labor 
laws. They are away from their fami-
lies and caregivers. They are not in 
school, and they are doing graveyard 
shifts in factories. 

You can’t tell me that is healthy. 
You can’t tell me these children and 
their families they have been separated 
from are not deserving of safe, caring 
sponsors who would prioritize their 
healthcare, education, wellness, and a 
pathway to citizenship. 

I commend President Biden for his 
proposal for Dreamers. It marks a sig-
nificant step forward for immigration 
reform, demonstrating our commit-
ment to protecting Dreamers by pro-
viding them with access to quality 
healthcare and services. 

But we must recognize this moment, 
which has been preceded by years of 
moments, that the brokenness of our 
immigration system is a failure we 
share on both sides of the aisle. Let us 
use this moment to rededicate our-
selves to this shared responsibility to 
fix it humanely, comprehensively, and 
immediately. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield to 
my colleagues, who will highlight the 
tremendous impact that President 
Biden’s proposed expansion of 
healthcare to Dreamers will have and 
our shared responsibility to make uni-
versal healthcare and comprehensive 
immigration reform a reality after all 
these years. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. FROST). 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I am here 
today because I am ecstatic that we 
have a President who has chosen to 
lead with love and compassion when it 
comes to other humans in this country. 

I thank President Biden for having 
the heart and courage to do what his 
predecessor never did: show respect and 
dignity to Dreamers and DACA recipi-
ents, who came to the United States 
through no choice of their own and are 
full-fledged Americans in every single 
way but one—on paper. 

The Biden administration’s move to 
expand healthcare coverage to DACA 
recipients is bold and historic and fol-
lows Democrats’ commitment to help-
ing immigrant communities that have 
spent their lives living in the shadows 
of this country. 

There are over half a million Dream-
ers in the United States who were ex-
tended a literal lifeline through the 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, 
or DACA, and over 20,000 DACA recipi-
ents who call my home State of Florida 
their home. 

Though DACA has been a wonderful 
beacon of hope for so many, through 
his action, President Biden has ac-
knowledged that more can be done to 
help this vulnerable community. 

For years now, DACA recipients have 
been living with a weight on their 
shoulders. Constantly worried about 
losing their job means the end of being 
able to afford care, forcing them to 

stay in working environments that per-
haps mistreat them, backed into a cor-
ner where they have to decide between 
getting to see a doctor or having to 
push through the pain and the illness. 

Let me be clear. No one should have 
to make that decision between access 
to medical care or putting food on the 
table or having a roof over their head. 
Healthcare in this country is and 
should be a human right for all people 
by virtue of being alive. 

That is a scenario that is all too fa-
miliar for DACA recipients. I have read 
stories of young people from my home-
town in central Florida who have got-
ten healthcare for the first time in 
their lives only then to lose that care 
because of a layoff or job cuts. 

I am hard-pressed to find a working 
person or working family that can af-
ford to pay $500 or more a month for 
health insurance. I have always said 
that if you love somebody, you want 
them to have healthcare and a good- 
paying job that treats them fairly. If 
you love somebody, you want them to 
succeed and thrive. If you love some-
body, you want them to be healthy and 
to be able to see a doctor or medical 
professional if, God forbid, they be-
come sick. 

Dreamers are people. DACA recipi-
ents are people. Immigrants are people. 
They deserve to be able to get their 
care through Medicaid and the ACA 
just like anybody else in this country. 

We still have so much work left to do 
to ensure that we actually create a hu-
mane, compassionate immigration sys-
tem that offers a real pathway to citi-
zenship for the hundreds of thousands 
of Dreamers and DACA recipients who 
call Florida and this country home, but 
this action is a beacon of hope. 

To the Dreamers across the country 
who are listening right now: Hear me 
when we say we won’t stop fighting, 
not just for you but with you. Home is 
here. Healthcare is a human right. 

I thank all the organizers, young peo-
ple, advocacy groups, and allies across 
the country who have spent years 
fighting for this very moment. Let’s 
get to work and continue to provide for 
all people. 

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Michigan 
(Ms. TLAIB). 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
and applaud the President. The Presi-
dent’s recent announcement of a plan 
that would allow more than 800,000 
Dreamers across our county to have ac-
cess to healthcare is to be applauded. 

I also thank Congresswoman RAMI-
REZ for her dedication and leadership 
and for hosting this important Special 
Order on this critical issue. 

I stand here before you as a child of 
immigrants but also the daughter of 
southwest Detroit, where I lived with 
20 different ethnicities and back-
grounds. Yes, many of my friends, 
many of my classmates, were Dream-
ers. 

We know that many of the issues we 
work on in this Chamber are con-

nected. Immigration is connected to 
healthcare. Right now, in our country, 
we have a great need for comprehensive 
immigration reform and to ensure that 
every person has access to adequate 
healthcare in terms of coverage and 
care delivery. 

As somebody who worked on immi-
gration issues and immigration justice, 
I know that our system is broken. Too 
many of our families are living in fear. 
Too many Dreamers, our neighbors 
who only know the United States as 
their home, continue to live a life 
where their rights could be stripped at 
any moment. 

I know how important it is to fix our 
broken immigration system instead of 
tearing families apart. Dreamers right 
here in our country deserve permanent 
protections and a dignified pathway for 
citizenship. 

No human being, Mr. Speaker, is ille-
gal. We must protect our neighbors. We 
must protect those who are here sim-
ply because they want to have a better 
quality of life. 

We have immigrant communities, 
again, across our country who simply 
want a pathway to citizenship, a path-
way that many of our parents, grand-
parents, and ancestors were afforded, a 
pathway that we enjoy and are proud 
of. 

b 1745 
Why do many of my colleagues want 

to block this pathway in the land of op-
portunity? 

I am not sure. However, I know I ap-
plaud the administration’s action to 
ensure that many Dreamers have ac-
cess to healthcare. I implore President 
Biden and many of my colleagues in 
this Chamber and in the Senate to re-
ject divisive and xenophobic immigra-
tion policies that, again, do not move 
our country forward in a way that we 
can be proud of. 

We cannot and should not embrace 
rhetoric and policies that only seek to 
pit communities against each other, 
tear families apart, and put immi-
grants in harm’s way here in the 
United States and in their country of 
origin. 

We must choose to be a welcoming 
country. We must work to create a ro-
bust pathway to citizenship. We must 
enact comprehensive immigration re-
form. We must ensure that every per-
son in our country has comprehensive 
adequate healthcare. We must also pass 
Medicare for All. 

Mr. Speaker, I am ready to get to 
work, and I cannot thank my amazing 
Progressive Caucus members enough, 
especially Congresswoman RAMIREZ, 
for this important Special Order. 

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Congresswoman RA-
MIREZ for her incredible leadership and 
energy to provide a needed voice on an 
issue that is so critically important. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to applaud Presi-
dent Biden and the Biden/Harris admin-
istration for the incredible steps that 
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they have taken. Thank you for believ-
ing and demonstrating action and not 
just words. 

I firmly believe in delivering perma-
nent protections for Dreamers because 
immigrant rights are, in fact, human 
rights. President Biden’s announce-
ment to expand healthcare coverage for 
DACA recipients will protect some of 
our most vulnerable neighbors, family, 
and friends. 

Dreamers strengthen our economy 
and enrich our workplaces, our schools, 
and our communities. Over the last 
decade, DACA has brought stability, 
possibility, and progress to more than 
800,000 people—these are our family, 
friends, neighbors, and colleagues. 
Even though this is their home, they 
are being denied the basic rights of 
healthcare, something that everyone, 
regardless of their station, should 
enjoy. 

Secretary Becerra’s new proposed 
rule will allow DACA recipients to pur-
chase qualified health insurance cov-
erage. This is a step toward justice for 
folks who have been forced to pay sky- 
high, out-of-pocket costs for 
healthcare, or worse still, to go with-
out lifesaving treatments because they 
are just too expensive. 

Fixing our broken immigration sys-
tem will save lives and we must keep 
fighting to give Dreamers a permanent 
pathway to citizenship. A permanent 
pathway to citizenship. These actions 
from the Biden/Harris administration 
are vitally important for so many Lou-
isianians in my home State and people 
across the United States who need 
these vital protections. 

Any policy is penny-wise and pound- 
foolish if we don’t take into consider-
ation all people. When people can’t get 
affordable health insurance, they don’t 
get it. It is that simple. When they 
can’t afford it, they don’t get it. It puts 
the burden on our emergency rooms. It 
ends up costing more money on the 
back end. Emergency room visits are 
far more expensive, and it is much 
more difficult to provide the needed 
care that individuals should have. 

Preventative care is a heck of a lot 
cheaper than after the fact. Providing 
resources is a heck of a lot cheaper on 
the front side than after the fact. Hav-
ing a process that is clear for people 
who are here to abide by is a heck of a 
lot cheaper than after the fact. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to this 
proposed rule being finalized, and I 
stand firmly with my friends in the 
Progressive Caucus. I stand firmly with 
the White House in providing resources 
that will deliver permanent protection 
for Dreamers because, again, immigra-
tion rights are, in fact, human rights. 
They are rights that we all should 
stand firm for, that we all should stand 
together on, that we all should recog-
nize as a human issue and an American 
issue. 

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I too 
dream of that day. You see, half of my 
family is still undocumented. Half of 
my family has lived here for almost 40 
years. 

My uncle, Max Guerra, will be turn-
ing 70 in 2 years. He works at a diner. 
He works 65 to 70 hours a week, stand-
ing there preparing meals for others to 
be able to enjoy. 

I asked him: Tio, you are almost 70, 
why are you still working so much? 

He says to me: Delia, I have to make 
sure that all my four boys get through 
college. I have to help them pay for 
college because I have no way of guar-
anteeing that I will be here tomorrow 
or the day after because of my immi-
gration status. I have to work like 
today is the last day that I will be able 
to provide for my family. My uncle, 
Max Miliano Guerra, is not alone. 

As we think about this broken immi-
gration system and as we think about 
healthcare, I have to go back to that 
moment where I proudly stood on the 
statehouse floor and passed legislation 
to expand healthcare coverage to peo-
ple who are undocumented and over the 
age of 42. 

I remember receiving a letter from a 
young woman who had just become a 
citizen. Her letter to me said, Rep-
resentative RAMIREZ, I wish you would 
have been in the statehouse just a few 
years before. I wish you would have 
been able to pass the legislation you 
passed a few years ago because if you 
had done that my father would still be 
alive today. 

Her father was in this country for al-
most 40 whole years working at fac-
tories and small businesses, giving to 
the community, contributing every 
single day, paying taxes. He got very 
sick. He got cancer but had no 
healthcare. Her father worked until he 
could no longer work, which was days 
before he died because he had no access 
to healthcare in a country he contrib-
uted to for almost 40 years. 

This is why when we talk about 
healthcare coverage and when we talk 
about this moment and immigration, 
we can’t separate the issues. We under-
stand that it is past time for us to be 
able to have a pathway to citizenship. 
It is past time that DACA Dreamers, 
like my own husband, have access to 
healthcare. They are healthcare work-
ers, they are teachers, and during the 
pandemic they kept you and me alive. 
This is exactly why I applaud President 
Biden’s administration and this pro-
posal to finally provide healthcare to 
those who every single year provide 
more than $9.4 billion of tax revenue to 
this country we love. 

This is exactly why standing here as 
a Member of the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus, as the daughter of a 
woman who crossed the border when 
she was pregnant with me in her first 
trimester—a woman who said to me, 
Delia, water was just a privilege. It was 
the ability to be able to keep on walk-
ing and recognizing that I needed you 
to have the life I never had. I needed 
you to wear your first pair of shoes be-
fore the age of seven, unlike me. I 
needed you to be able to get more than 
a third grade education. I risked every-
thing in 1,811 miles of desert, walking 

40 years ago so that you, inside my 
womb, could be born in a country 
where you would have the opportuni-
ties I never had. 

That woman today is a citizen be-
cause of amnesty of 1987. One thing 
that woman never imagined was that 
her daughter, that life she fought so 
hard to keep alive in the Rio Grande, 
would be standing before you today in 
the same fight for immigration reform 
that so many for the last 40 years have 
had. 

This is why we understand that we 
have to get past parties. We have to be 
in a position to be able to expand 
healthcare coverage to people regard-
less of their legal status. 

As Congressman CARTER said, we 
need to recognize that it is actually 
quite more affordable to provide pre-
ventative care than to care for some-
one when they are nearly dying in a 
hospital, which is exactly what we saw 
in the State of Illinois. 

By expanding healthcare coverage to 
people in Illinois, hospitals no longer 
have to take in people who are dying 
because they didn’t get preventive 
care. This is why this proposal and this 
proposed rule will make such a dif-
ference—not just to Boris, but to all of 
those children that came so young and 
are no longer 13, 14, 15, they are 38, 39. 

It has been the honor of my life to be 
sworn into the U.S. Congress. I recog-
nize the responsibility we have and the 
commitment of the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus to ensure that we stop 
talking about immigration reform and 
do something about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sick and tired of 
going back home and having to look at 
people that look like me, that carry 
my blood, and tell them: Maybe next 
Congress. Maybe next time. Maybe con-
vince this person or convince the other. 

It is past time that this country that 
I love, that I was born in, where I get 
to serve in Congress as the first Latina 
from the Midwest that proudly I rep-
resent, that we finally do what is right 
and what we all know is not just a 
moral obligation. It is also one that al-
lows us to be able to continue to con-
tribute and see the economic develop-
ment and the contributions of our im-
migrants here in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank all of my col-
leagues who have joined tonight’s Pro-
gressive Caucus Special Order hour. 
What is absolutely clear to me is that 
the power of our collective voices, 
united in making comprehensive immi-
gration reform and universal 
healthcare a reality now, not later— 
and not only for some while other 
members of the immigrant community 
suffer—must be our responsibility. I 
know that when there is a will there is 
always a way. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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SINGING THE PRAISES OF 

JENNIFER WICKRE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. LUCAS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity from leadership 
to be able to spend a little time this 
evening on what I define as a very, 
very important subject. 

Mr. Speaker, in the rancorous world 
we live in these days there is a tend-
ency for people who observe the United 
States Congress from afar to think 
that we have become a shrill, loud, 
unfocused rabble of people. Perhaps we 
have lost our sense of humanity, and 
even worse. 

Tonight, I would like to talk about 
an individual, a person, a set of cir-
cumstances that refute that falsehood 
and the popular perception. 

What do I mean by that? 
Mr. Speaker, not many months ago, 

we, on the House Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee, both Repub-
licans and Democrats alike, majority 
and minority, received some—what can 
only be described as devastating news— 
that a member of our family—and 
when I say family, I mean, our congres-
sional family, the people who serve in 
this building, and in these buildings, 
and serve in the personal offices, and 
serve in the committee offices, and 
serve in the leadership offices. 

These are people who are the individ-
uals that you have known for months, 
years, or maybe sometimes decades 
that you have jousted with on issues 
and that you have crossed-referenced 
notes and you have debated with for 
extended periods in the various roles. 
Those are the people I define as our 
congressional family, and they could be 
Democrats, they could be Republicans, 
they could be senior staff, senior Mem-
bers, or the most junior of all. 

b 1800 

That devastating news that I men-
tioned, and not all that many months 
ago, was that the deputy staff director 
for the House Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee, the majority 
deputy staff director, Jennifer Wickre, 
had been diagnosed with cancer. 

Now, that is always the most intimi-
dating and shocking news that anyone 
could receive. Tonight I don’t just 
want to talk about that—and we will 
because it is important to the struggles 
she is facing—but I want to talk about 
the person that this member of our 
congressional family has been and is. 
No matter what the struggles of the 
next few weeks or months turn out to 
be, she will always be a member of our 
family in our hearts and in our minds. 

Jennifer Wickre—Jenn, as we call 
her—is originally from Medford, Or-
egon, a town in the southern part of 
the State. Her parents ran a local law 
practice. They are the kind of salt of 
the earth sort of people whom you 

would want to live next door to you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Jenn earned a bachelor’s degree in 
government from Claremont McKenna 
College in Claremont, California, and a 
master’s degree in National Security 
and Strategic Studies from the U.S. 
Naval War College. 

In her tenure, she has served in a va-
riety of roles. I think the role that I 
speak of this evening is her role in Con-
gress. She started her career on Capitol 
Hill as a scheduler for Congressman 
Jerry Lewis in 2003. 

Now, for those of us who remember 
that wonderful individual, Jerry Lewis 
was a senior member of Appropriations 
and would be chairman of the com-
mittee. Jerry served in numerous sen-
ior leaderships in positions within the 
Republican Conference. He was a great 
Member to work for and to learn from. 

Jennifer worked as a scheduler. Mr. 
Speaker, as any of you who have any 
interaction with Members of Congress 
or their offices know, one of the most 
difficult staff positions is to be a sched-
uler because you have got to balance 
the Member’s limited time with the 
needs of the spouse, with the needs of 
the district staff, with the needs of the 
office staff, the committee staff, and 
all the important constituents back 
home. 

She performed well—as all of us who 
know her would have expected nothing 
less—and she became a senior legisla-
tive assistant. 

Now, she worked off the Hill for a lit-
tle while, but then she came back to 
the Hill to be the professional staffer 
on the Research and Technology Sub-
committee in 2015. She worked there 
diligently for 7 years and became the 
staff director of the Research and 
Technology Subcommittee and ulti-
mately a senior policy adviser to 
Chairman Lamar Smith. 

After I had the opportunity, she be-
came the deputy staff director for the 
overall group. 

Jennifer’s personality—Jenn, again, 
as we all call her—was the kind of per-
son who no matter who you were, the 
most senior member of the committee, 
the most junior member of the com-
mittee, the most well-informed mem-
ber of the staff, or the newest member, 
she treated everyone with the same 
kind of respect and decency and would 
take the time to reason through and 
discuss with people the merits of their 
logic and also sometimes the chal-
lenges that that presented. She was 
ever the diplomat—ever the diplomat. 

Now this evening, I think we have a 
few of the folks whom she has touched 
in this Congress, and they would like 
to offer a thought or two. I will yield 
shortly to several of my colleagues. 

Before I do that, let me, again, re-
turn to the point. We are a congres-
sional family. Jenn is one of our own, 
and she faces challenges that hopefully 
none of us will ever face. She has done 
it with the most amazing grace, 
strength, and determination. She has 
decided her own course of action, and 
that is always to be respected. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. WEBER), who has had 
many opportunities to work with our 
wonderful friend. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Sadly, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I wish we 
weren’t here. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
Jennifer Wickre, a public servant and 
trailblazer in the science, space, and 
technology community. 

When I got here in 2013, I was put on 
the Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee then, and I have been on it 
a long time. I have got to see a lot of 
staffers, though I think the gentleman 
from Oklahoma has, too. 

I have had the privilege of getting to 
know Jenn during my time on the com-
mittee. Let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, 
her enthusiasm, her brilliance, and her 
commitment, as the chairman laid out, 
were second to none. 

Her smile—she always laughed at my 
jokes. She always laughed at my jokes. 
I think she was trying to make me feel 
better. God knows I wish she felt better 
right now. I wish she felt better. 

People don’t often realize how 
impactful folks like Jenn are at draft-
ing and moving the needle on very im-
portant legislation that has impacted 
the science, space, and technology 
community. Likewise, they don’t often 
recognize or realize what the staff 
means to us when you have got some-
body like Jenn—what a jewel. What an 
absolute jewel. 

She is an avid Oregon Ducks football 
fan. I don’t know why she wasn’t for 
the Dallas Cowboys. I am trying to fig-
ure that out. Go Ducks. 

She sings in the Congressional Cho-
rus and loves to walk her rescue mutt 
named Finn. With a lot of the good 
humor that she had, the dog could have 
been named Huckleberry Finn for that 
matter. 

All at the young age of 42 Jenn has 
achieved more than most people do in a 
lifetime. She should be proud of that, 
and I promise her that we are not only 
proud, but we are grateful. 

We thank Jenn for the time she has 
invested in our great Nation, and we 
want her to know that we are rooting 
for her, we are praying for her, and we 
are in her corner. 

We expect God to do a miracle from 
what little power we have in this House 
of Representatives— as I believe this 
country was ordained by God—to the 
throne of grace that He would heal 
Jenn. 

Cancer sucks, and Miss Jenn is fight-
ing the good fight. I pray she is at 
peace knowing the positive impact she 
has had not only in the Halls of Con-
gress but on every single person and 
staff member she has come in contact 
with. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge all my 
colleagues to keep Jenn and her family 
in their prayers. 

I want to end with a Bible verse from 
Deuteronomy 3:16 that says: Be strong 
and courageous, do not be afraid or ter-
rified because of them; for the Lord 
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your God goes with you. He will not 
leave you nor forsake you. 

God in Heaven, hear our prayers for 
the healing of our one great Miss Jenn. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleague from Texas for those very 
thoughtful and very wise words. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LOFGREN) 
who has had many opportunities over 
the years to work with our mutual dear 
friend. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman LUCAS for organizing this 
Special Order. Honoring Jenn Wickre is 
really a privilege. 

I know Jenn from the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee, and I 
know her as an organized and capable 
person. Today, even more than speak-
ing for myself, I am here to speak for 
the Democratic staff of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee who 
know her even better than I do. Many 
of them have worked with Jenn closely 
for many years. They really appreciate 
her and her excellence as a congres-
sional staffer serving this institution 
and our Nation and how valued she is 
as a colleague on both sides of the aisle 
and how respected she is in the greater 
science and technology stakeholder 
community. 

Prior to coming to the Hill, Jenn had 
not worked on science policy, but she 
has a keen intellect, and she under-
stands and cares deeply about the 
issues that come before our committee. 
She has become such an expert on 
these issues that most people just as-
sume that Jenn came from a lifelong 
science background. 

Staff on both sides have benefited 
from her institutional knowledge, her 
thoughtfulness, and her perspective. 
The mutual trust and respect she 
shared with Democratic staff has al-
lowed them to find common ground on 
almost every topic that came before 
them. 

It also even enabled them to tag 
team in difficult negotiations with the 
Senate and external stakeholders, espe-
cially during the CHIPS Act. Jenn’s 
sharp sense of humor also helped ease 
the tension in these long and acri-
monious negotiations with the other 
body. 

Jenn played an essential role in the 
CHIPS and Science Act, a bill we cele-
brate as being a once-in-a-generation 
accomplishment, and she did that 
while going through treatment for her 
cancer. That is just remarkable. 

Staff on the Democratic side count 
Jenn as more than just a colleague. 
She is their friend, and they are pray-
ing for her and pulling for her at this 
moment. 

I believe that their friendship speaks 
further to the special person that she 
is. Jenn is the best of what our Nation 
should expect from people dedicating 
their careers to the work of this insti-
tution. 

I am honored to lend my voice to the 
celebration of her career today and to 
be the voice of the Democratic staff 

who love her so much and who are 
praying for her recovery. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
LUCAS for allowing me to participate. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
ranking member for her very thought-
ful and extremely accurate comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. POSEY), who is an-
other Member who has worked exten-
sively with our dear friend. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman very much for his leader-
ship. 

Today, we recognize a key congres-
sional staffer who has served us on the 
House Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee, Jenn Wickre. 

She has faithfully served both a 
Member of Congress and the House 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee for more than 16 years. 

Often in Washington, people hear the 
phrases: No, we can’t do that. That is 
too hard. No, that can’t be done. No, we 
just can’t do that. 

But that has never been an experi-
ence anyone I know has had working 
with Jenn. 

She has always been such an amazing 
help to our staff and to our efforts to 
properly serve the American people. 

If our staff or I have ever brought 
tough issues before the committee, we 
never heard her sigh, roll her eyes, or 
do any of the things that somebody 
might do with some of my crazy ideas. 
She just jumped right in and figured 
out a way to get us to where we needed 
to go. You have got to love it, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I have had amendments that have 
made it into bills strictly because of 
Jenn’s leadership and her hard work; 
otherwise, they would have just gone 
nowhere. It is just the special touch 
that she had. 

She always found a way to help mem-
bers on the committee so they could 
best serve their districts and their con-
stituents, and often it was in a bipar-
tisan manner, which is not easy to 
come by around this place. 

Congressional staff are truly the un-
sung heroes and heroines of this insti-
tution. Without them the legislative 
wheels would grind to a halt, and that 
is a fact. 

Jenn Wickre is one of those heroines. 
Mr. Speaker, our thoughts and pray-

ers go out to this wonderful lady and 
her family. 

God bless Jenn, and God bless Amer-
ica. 

b 1815 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, my col-
league is exactly right. Sometimes 
even in the institution and amongst 
the family, we forget how important 
the critical role that the staff plays is, 
their understanding of the issues, their 
vast experience and ability to focus. 
Jenn is one of those individuals, one of 
the catalysts, I will say, of the legisla-
tive process. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen-
tlewoman from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) 
to discuss a fellow Oregonian. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, as a fel-
low Oregon Ducks fan, an Oregonian, I 
am really grateful to be here today 
with my colleagues to honor an excep-
tional staffer, Jenn Wickre. 

Jenn is a longtime, dedicated, and in-
valuable staffer for the House Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, on which I have had the honor 
of serving since I joined Congress in 
the beginning of 2012. 

Jenn has been a tireless public serv-
ant, supporting members of the Science 
Committee in our efforts to craft and 
advance meaningful legislation. 

I know her unwavering commitment, 
her expertise, and her bipartisan ap-
proach have really left an indelible 
mark, and we are honored to pay trib-
ute to her exceptional contributions 
this evening. 

Committee staff plays a crucial role 
in supporting the work of the com-
mittee. They are really essential to the 
functioning of the legislative process. I 
learned when I went from the Oregon 
legislature to Congress how important 
our committee staff members are. 

Jenn has been working diligently be-
hind the scenes, providing her valuable 
expertise, her research, and her assist-
ance to help Members fulfill their re-
sponsibilities on the committee. She, 
like many of our staff, possesses spe-
cialized knowledge in policy and really 
plays a pivotal role in helping us un-
derstand complex issues. 

Many of us who serve on the Science 
Committee are not scientists. We don’t 
have that expertise. Our committee 
staff really helps us identify potential 
pitfalls, because we occasionally run 
into those, and develop effective strat-
egies to achieve our goals. Her exper-
tise and dedication have really contrib-
uted to the development of well-in-
formed and evidence-based policy deci-
sions, leading to more effective policy-
making that benefits the American 
people. 

I had the honor of traveling with 
Jenn on a bipartisan delegation to the 
Galapagos Islands in 2018. When you 
travel with somebody, you get to spend 
time together. We conducted oversight 
of NSF-funded research and observ-
atories. The primary subject of the trip 
and a significant area of cooperation 
between the United States and each of 
the nations we visited was our sci-
entific research enterprise. 

The trip was noteworthy because it 
really gave a unique insight into the 
bipartisan cooperation that lay ahead. 
It was great to have Jenn on that trip. 
It was one of those Science Committee 
trips that you will never forget for the 
lessons learned and the relationships 
made. 

In addition to her exceptional exper-
tise, she has been a model of bipartisan 
collaboration. I have heard stories 
from her friends across the aisle about 
how she has continued to foster a cul-
ture of inclusivity, cooperation, and 
mutual respect, transcending political 
differences and working with her col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
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achieve common goals. That is some-
thing we know we desperately need in 
this institution. 

Her ability to find that common 
ground to build consensus was crucial 
to the passage of important legislation 
like the recent CHIPS and Science Act. 
Many have suggested this would not 
have been possible without her unwav-
ering commitment to the underlying 
policy, which helped bridge divides and 
really led to significant results for our 
Nation’s economy, research and tech-
nology sectors, and, of course, our sci-
entific research enterprise. 

Mr. Speaker, I am really honored to 
be able to join my colleagues in ex-
tending our deepest appreciation and 
gratitude from both sides of the aisle 
for Jenn’s exceptional service to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology and to the American peo-
ple. 

I thank Jenn for her unwavering 
dedication, kindness, and extraor-
dinary contributions. 

I can’t end without saying: Go Ducks. 
I know what a wonderful Ducks fan 

Jenn is, so I had to get that shout-out 
to my alma mater. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman 
for the opportunity to honor Jenn 
Wickre this evening. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman from Oregon for her com-
ments. 

Many people may notice that several 
of us are wearing an Oregon Ducks pin 
that has ‘‘CANCER’’ on it. It shows the 
Oregon Duck’s foot smashing it. That 
is a symbol to us of Jenn’s enthusiasm 
for Ducks football, but it also shows 
our common spirit about smashing 
cancer and how appropriate that the 
Science Committee worked so dili-
gently in those areas. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BABIN), another senior 
member of the Science Committee with 
a long working relationship with Jenn. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
very heavy heart that I offer my pray-
ers and sincerest gratitude to Ms. Jenn 
Wickre, a longtime staffer on House 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee. 

I had the honor of working with her 
under former Chairman Lamar Smith 
and now under Chairman FRANK LUCAS 
and their leadership. Jenn has been an 
integral part of the committee, and her 
departure will leave a void that will be 
absolutely impossible to fill. 

Over the years, my staff and I have 
grown very close to Jenn, often relying 
on her expertise and strong work ethic. 
We have traveled together on several 
very meaningful and informative 
codels, very interesting ones, and I 
have always appreciated Jenn’s input 
to and her service on these wonderful 
trips that we have taken. 

She is reliable. She acts with 
thoughtfulness and has always been 
able to provide an insightful perspec-
tive in approaching policy. Throughout 
her time on the committee, Jenn has 
shown an unshakeable passion for serv-

ing our Nation and advocating for the 
goals of our Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Committee. 

Her professionalism and one-of-a- 
kind personality have left an enduring 
mark, and she will be greatly missed in 
the Halls of Congress. 

I am sure that I speak for many in 
expressing my very deepest apprecia-
tion for Jenn and her years of service 
and lasting contributions. She is a 
shining example, without question, of 
public service. Whether she knows it or 
not, she has made a significant dif-
ference in the lives of many Ameri-
cans. 

We wish her and her family the very 
best during this time, and she is in our 
deepest prayers. 

I thank Jenn. We are praying for her, 
and may God bless her always. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Texas for his thoughts 
and observations. 

We arrive at a moment in this Spe-
cial Order when we begin to focus on a 
conclusion. You have heard this 
evening from Democrats and Repub-
licans alike. You have heard from the 
most senior Members about the won-
derful nature of our friend Jennifer 
Wickre. You can tell from those of us 
who have worked with her day to day, 
in many instances for years, some for 
decades, what a wonderful, productive, 
bright, articulate, and focused young 
woman she is. She has made the com-
mittee more productive. She has made 
the lives of her many friends richer. 

I simply suggest this in my closing: 
We may not get to work together with 
Jenn again in the near future on the 
Science Committee, but I have con-
fidence in her and her faith. I am con-
fident that, somewhere down the road, 
we will work together with Jenn again 
in a wonderful place. 

Mr. Speaker, God bless the congres-
sional family, and in particular, God 
bless Jennifer Wickre, one of our very 
own. 

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

f 

REPUBLICANS’ FIRST 100 DAYS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
EDWARDS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 9, 2023, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. JOHN-
SON) is recognized for the remainder of 
the hour as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, this evening, I have some of 
the most influential leaders in the 
House Republican Conference to ad-

dress some of the key issues we are ad-
dressing this week together in the peo-
ple’s House. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield first to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. MUR-
PHY). 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, this 
evening, I will be talking on the Pro-
tection of Women and Girls in Sports 
Act. 

I have been a physician now for over 
30 years and have dealt with a lot of 
different types of individuals, and there 
is a difference medically between men 
and women. There is a difference bio-
logically between men and women. 
There is a difference chromosomally 
between men and women. There is a 
difference genetically between men and 
women. 

At age 5, it is an absolutely normal 
thing for young children to question 
who they are. It is absolutely normal. 
We all go through that phase. Sadly 
enough, our left colleagues now want 
to put pressure, either from teachers, 
counselors, or whatever, that they may 
be disillusioned, that they may not un-
derstand who they are, to try to push 
them in one direction. 

What has happened? We now have 
this huge conglomeration of individ-
uals who don’t understand their bio-
logical sex. We have been preached to 
by the left for 3 years, ‘‘Follow the 
science. Follow the science,’’ even 
though the science was wrong. 

Right now, they don’t want to follow 
the science. It comes down to the 
science of gender, and they refuse to 
allow that truth to be told. They don’t 
want to hear about the true biological 
and genetic differences between XY and 
XX chromosomes. 

As a physician, I can say there is an 
absolute genetic difference in mito-
chondria, spindle cell formation, and 
everything else in a genetic XY male 
from an XX female. It is how they de-
velop. 

Regardless of any type of hormonal 
manipulation, an XY male has a com-
petitive advantage over an XX female— 
period, point blank. It is fact. It cannot 
be refuted. 

Sadly enough, the left doesn’t want 
to hear that. They want to push the 
fact that the choice of a gender will get 
to decide a competitive advantage. 
They want to trample over the rights 
of women and allow men to compete in 
women’s sports. It is an absolute ab-
surdity. 

I honestly cannot believe that this is 
an actual issue that we are debating in 
the United States of America. It is 
common sense. 

I won’t point out any specifics, but 
what would happen if a male from the 
NBA decided he wanted to compete in 
the WNBA? Would that be fair? Abso-
lutely not. 

What would happen if somebody like 
Michael Phelps wanted to compete in 
women’s athletic sports, in swimming? 
It would be absolutely unfair, but the 
left is not horrified if something like 
that would happen in high school or 
college. 
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Ten years ago, I would say Demo-

crats and Republicans would never 
have dreamed we would be going down 
this path of lunacy, trying to erase 
women’s sports, that a young girl who 
at the age of 5 or 10 would be com-
peting so hard for her dream at age 18 
or 22 to compete in the Olympics for a 
gold medal or any other medal might 
have that taken away by a biological 
male. 

However, here we are. It is a sad 
state. It is time for the adults in the 
room to bring common sense back to 
this country. 

Now, I am not downgrading or deni-
grating the desire for those individuals 
to compete in sports. I understand 
that, but what is fair is fair. It is abso-
lutely unfair for a biological male to 
compete against a biological female in 
high school or any other type of sports. 

b 1830 

We are bringing common sense and a 
sense of normalcy back to women’s 
sports and women’s rights against the 
unscientific madness of the left. 

Mr. Speaker, I would ask my col-
leagues to vote for the Protection of 
Women and Girls in Sports Act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Thank 
you, Doctor. I appreciate that. I am a 
proud cosponsor with you of the Pro-
tection of Women and Girls in Sports 
Act because we recognize biology is not 
bigotry, it is reality. It is a very good 
bill, and we will pass it this week. 

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield 
next to the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
OWENS), the Super Bowl champion. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the Protection of Women 
and Girls in Sports Act. 

Since Title IX became law 50 years 
ago, women and girls have shattered 
records, broken barriers, and blazed a 
trail for generations of female athletes 
to dream big and to rise to new heights 
in athletics. 

As a former athlete, I know firsthand 
the far-reaching, profound impact of 
sports participation on physical, aca-
demic, and social development. 

In a recent survey, over half of the 
women executives of major U.S. com-
panies attributed their success to par-
ticipating in collegiate athletics. 

The regressive, unscientific, and un-
sound policy of the Biden administra-
tion to allow biological men to com-
pete against women strips the rights 
and dignity of every woman to safe and 
fair competition in sports. 

The science is clear. Men are physio-
logically faster, stronger, and bigger 
than women. Biological men develop 
larger hearts and lungs, denser bones, 
and stronger muscles. 

This is common sense, my friends, 
and we all instinctively know this. 
Putting a stronger, faster, bigger man 
against women turns back the clock on 
this remarkable accomplishment of fe-
male athletes by half a century. 

Who also suffers from this attack on 
womanhood? Young men who have al-
ready been damaged for decades of pro-

gressive left policies that have de-
stroyed the nuclear family. 

Mr. Speaker, 80 percent of these 
urban men no longer have a father who 
will teach them their primary job as a 
man is to respect and protect woman-
hood, that his greatest success and leg-
acy will be leaving his children and 
wife a good name. 

Instead, you see in these urban, 
crime-ridden Democrat cities young 
men who have lost hope and as a result 
are losing their souls. 

Turn on the TV. In the same cities 
where these urban city political leaders 
are closing their eyes to sexualization 
of children as young as 3 or 4 years old, 
where confusing our children about 
gender fluidity is at its heights, you 
will see gangs of young men with no re-
spect for women as they bully, use, 
abuse, and beat up girls and women 
and, with no shame, boast about it as 
they post their insidious attacks on 
TikTok. No hope, no soul. 

I’ll make a request to those on the 
other side of the aisle; ask the urban 
community of Black women what they 
think of turning men into women, not 
the elitist Black minority who are 
married and have a safe life inside 
their middle-class neighborhood bub-
ble, but the 78 percent of single moth-
ers who are trying to raise and provide 
for their children solo. 

Ask them how it is for generations to 
deal with the absence of good, God- 
fearing, honest, hardworking, com-
mitted, visionary, and courageous men 
who will stand and sacrifice anything, 
including their lives, for their wives 
and children. 

These women will tell you that they 
already live in communities where 
males no longer identify as men. We 
will not stand by and allow the anti- 
family, anti-women progressive left to 
add women to their long list of hope-
lessness. 

Our message with this bill is to all 
women, regardless of your politics, 
creed, color, background, social status, 
or religion. 

The Republican Party will ensure 
that you and your daughters will never 
lose hope; that your efforts, your work, 
and your dreams will never be stolen 
by an ideology that has driven the 
party that has lost its way. 

We promise never to demean your 
contributions, past and present, your 
efforts and sacrifice, acknowledged or 
forgotten, that has helped to forge this 
great Nation. We start today by de-
fending meritocracy and granting 
every woman a level playing field of 
fairness. 

As the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Higher Education and 
Workforce Development, I am proud to 
support the Protection of Women and 
Girls in Sports Act to end the reckless, 
anti-women, and unfair policies of the 
Biden White House against female ath-
letes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. I am so 
grateful for your expertise and wisdom 
and all the years you worked with 

troubled and incarcerated youth. This 
gentleman knows that of which he 
speaks. 

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield 
next to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LAMALFA). 

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you, again, to 
my colleague from Louisiana (Mr. 
JOHNSON), for leading this time for us 
to further inform the American people 
on these key matters. 

Really, this is what House Repub-
licans have demonstrated so far in this 
majority here in the last 3 months or 
so. 

The priorities of the American people 
are our priorities for their well-being, 
their prosperity, and we are achieving 
that in the legislation we are pushing 
through. 

Unfortunately, that priority is not 
shared by our President, and a lot of 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle are focused on a lot of other 
things that are very destructive to our 
economy, destructive to the well-being 
of what has really made this country 
strong economically and morally. 

Our economic base pivots mainly on 
energy, continued development of it, 
developing newer, better technologies 
which in this country, when we have 
the entrepreneurship, the freedom and 
means to continue to innovate instead 
of getting railroaded into things that 
don’t work. 

A lot of that is this massive bent to-
ward electrifying all of our energy-con-
suming devices, whether they be auto-
mobiles or appliances, things that we 
use for manufacturing, industry, what 
have you. 

I just have to tell you, remind you, 
that our power grid, our electricity 
grid, especially in my home State, is 
this close, especially on a hot summer 
day, toward collapsing. 

It is not enough, certainly, to take 
into account the big ideas there are to 
electrify cars, trucks, leaf blowers, 
stoves, and this is over the protests of 
the very people who are going to be ex-
pected to buy them and replace them. 

Have you seen cities and municipali-
ties moving in the direction of banning 
all new gas stoves? Well, gas stoves 
work awfully well for people, for home-
owners that wish to have that choice. 

When we see government continuing 
to take choices away from people, you 
are not seeing it from House Repub-
licans. 

You are seeing it from the left. You 
are seeing it from this White House. 
You are seeing it from the policies that 
come from the Democrat leadership. 
People need to realize where this 
comes from. 

Legislation that was passed in the 
seventies, NEPA as part of Endangered 
Species Act, as part of the Clean Water 
Act, Clean Air Act, those are good 
things, were good things at the time. 

They have been weaponized over the 
last 30 or 40 years to stop projects that 
people want from getting done, wheth-
er it is widening their highways to 
have better transportation infrastruc-
ture; whether it is agriculture. You 
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know, incredibly, we are seeing that in 
this country, we might have empty 
store shelves of certain products that 
people come to expect; certainly we are 
seeing much higher prices for food. 

What is the key to this? Energy. We 
don’t have low-cost energy, reasonable 
energy, and we have stopped exploring 
for new oil and gas. 

We stopped building power plants. In-
deed, in my district, they are trying to 
tear down hydroelectric plants that 
make CO2-free power. 

We all love CO2-free stuff, and they 
want to tear out this infrastructure. 
Our only nuclear power plant left in 
California, Diablo Canyon, got a 5-year 
reprieve by the legislature recently. 

There are people already trying to 
put a stop to that 5-year reprieve of it 
being shut down—more CO2-free power, 
9 percent of the grid. 

So the weaponization of the environ-
ment has been pretty successful so far 
in stopping important projects. In-
stead, we get red tape, bloat, all sorts 
of things from the government instead 
of the projects people need in order to 
continue. 

Western civilization is defined by our 
ability to produce not only what we 
need but to help others around the 
world. We are unable to do that effec-
tively if we keep going in this direc-
tion. 

A bill we passed last week, H.R. 1, 
was critical toward moving back this 
21⁄2 to 3-year funk we had under Presi-
dent Biden and also pivoting off of 
COVID shutting down our lives, large-
ly. 

I can even extend that to the impor-
tance of forest management because 
the smoke plume from that affects the 
whole country when you have a mil-
lion-acre fire like I had in my district. 

H.R. 1 has these key components to-
ward helping with energy. One key 
component to help with forest manage-
ment is to be able to do the types of 
thinning and work that is going to 
make the forests healthy. When you 
are talking about the Forest Service 
lands, they are an asset of the Amer-
ican people and they need to be saved. 

The lunacy we have seen with the ex-
tremists manipulating environmental 
laws and, of course, court decisions 
that aren’t really based so much on 
what the intent of the law was 50 years 
ago is really harming our country. It is 
really harming the people, causing un-
necessarily high costs of everything, 
and taking choices off your table, tak-
ing choices out of your garage, et 
cetera, et cetera. 

H.R. 1 is a good start on that. We 
need our colleagues in the Senate to 
pass that and get it to the White House 
and, hopefully, convince the President 
to do the right thing; not just shut 
down more energy. 

Folks, we have got to have you pay 
attention to this stuff and be on our 
side on this because we are actually on 
your side and not trying to take away 
your choices, your livelihoods, and 
harm you economically. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Thank 
you for drawing attention to it because 
energy security is national security, as 
we say all the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield 
next to my great friend, the great gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. TIFFANY). 

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Representative from Louisiana for 
giving me a couple minutes here. 

I have been here for 3 years now in 
the House of Representatives, and we 
have seen the other side try to over-
turn the laws of economics. 

Here is a quote: ‘‘We absolutely can-
not go bankrupt because we have the 
power to create as much money as we 
need to spend. . . .’’ 

That was NANCY PELOSI’s budget 
chairman. 

Trying to overturn the laws of eco-
nomics, trying to overturn the laws of 
physics, we are going to make internet 
power into base load power. It doesn’t 
work. 

Well, now it is a sad day because now 
we are debating basic biology on the 
House floor. Unfortunately, over 50 
years since Congress passed the land-
mark legislation of Title IX, we now 
have Democrats denying that basic bi-
ology and women’s rights. 

Let me be clear: Biological men have 
no business competing in women’s 
sports. It is anti-women and it is anti- 
science to think otherwise. 

Here is a headline from NBC news: 
‘‘Trans women retain athletic edge 
after a year of hormone therapy, the 
study finds.’’ 

From The Guardian: ‘‘Trans women 
retain 12 percent edge in test 2 years 
after transitioning.’’ 

Those are the facts, and we have al-
ready seen the results. Over 20 biologi-
cal men have won national or inter-
national competitions or champion-
ships in the women’s category. 

With the Biden administration seek-
ing to erase women’s rights and con-
tinuing to make a mockery of Title 
IX’s fundamental principle of basic bi-
ology, Republicans will protect them. 

Tomorrow, House Republicans will 
defend women’s sports when we pass 
the Protection of Women and Girls in 
Sports Act of 2023. 

This will ensure that school athletics 
comply with the Title IX recognition of 
a person’s reproductive biology and ge-
netics at birth. 

As a father of three daughters, I will 
always stand up to protect our daugh-
ters. I would hope all Members of Con-
gress, both Republican and Democrat, 
would protect decades of progress we 
have made in securing women’s rights. 

That starts by passing this legisla-
tion. 

At a time when Democrats would 
rather erase our daughters’ rights, let 
me repeat: Republicans will protect 
them. Thank you to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. From 
one father to another, I thank you for 
those strong words. We will do that. 
That is our obligation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to yield 
next to my friend and classmate, the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
KUSTOFF). 

Mr. KUSTOFF. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Louisiana for orga-
nizing tonight when we can speak di-
rectly to the American people. 

Monday marked 100 days of the new 
Republican majority here in the United 
States House of Representatives. 

Since then, we have been committed 
and worked hard to fulfill our commit-
ment to America. That is our promise; 
to build an economy that is strong, a 
Nation that is safe, a future that is 
built upon freedom, and a government 
that is accountable to the American 
people. 

Our very first vote here in the major-
ity was to defund President Biden’s 
army of 87,000 new IRS agents that 
were to target families and small busi-
nesses with more burdensome audits. 

We passed the Parents Bill of Rights. 
Now, House Republicans know how im-
portant it is to have a say in their chil-
dren’s future, and the Parents Bill of 
Rights ensures that their important 
voice is heard. 

The Parents Bill of Rights does five 
things: First, the right for parents to 
know what is being taught in schools 
and to see reading material. Secondly, 
the right to be heard. Third, the par-
ents’ rights to see schools’ budgets and 
schools’ spending. Fourth, the right to 
protect their child’s privacy. Fifth, the 
right for parents to be updated on any 
violent activity at school. 

I was proud and am proud to cospon-
sor this legislation that puts power 
back in the hands of parents certainly 
across our country and also empowers 
them with the information that they 
need to ensure that their children re-
ceive the best education possible. 

In addition, for people following at 
home, we passed a bill, the bill number 
is H.R. 1, the title of the bill is the 
Lower Energy Costs Act. 

H.R. 1, what it does is it unleashes 
American energy. It lowers energy 
costs for families across my district in 
West Tennessee and across the Nation. 

b 1845 

President Biden’s war on American 
energy, frankly, has made us more reli-
ant on foreign energy sources. Ameri-
cans know that because they have been 
paying the price for this in higher gas 
prices, higher utility bills, higher en-
ergy prices, in general. 

H.R. 1 will unleash American energy 
and lower costs. 

It does five things: It increases do-
mestic energy production. 

It reforms the permitting process for 
all industries. That is the second thing. 

The third thing, it reverses anti-en-
ergy policies advanced by President 
Biden’s administration. 

Fourth, it streamlines energy infra-
structure and exports. 

Fifth, it boosts the production and 
processing of critical minerals. I think 
that is so important. 
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That is H.R. 1. Obviously, it is one of 

the most important pieces of legisla-
tion that will pass here in the United 
States House of Representatives. 

We as House Republicans have also 
been doing our part to talk directly 
with Americans, in part by taking our 
committee hearings outside of Wash-
ington, D.C. We are talking directly to 
people across the country by having 
committee hearings outside of Wash-
ington, D.C., in the heartland of the 
country. 

I am honored to be on the House 
Committee on Ways and Means. Under 
the chairmanship of JASON SMITH who 
chairs the House Committee on Ways 
and Means, we have had field hearings 
in West Virginia and in Oklahoma. By 
taking these committee hearings to 
places like West Virginia and Okla-
homa, we have been talking—but more 
importantly, listening—in our commit-
tees to people who may not be able to 
travel to Washington, D.C., who could 
testify directly to our committee and 
to the other committees. 

By doing that, again, listening to 
issues that are important to the House 
Ways and Means Committee, and cer-
tainly to the other committees, as 
well, we really appreciate their valu-
able input. 

In addition to all this, other things 
that House Republicans have done, we 
have reopened the people’s House. It is 
great to walk around the House Cham-
ber, to walk around the Halls of Con-
gress and see people, see our constitu-
ents, see school groups. 

Here in the House of Representatives 
under the Republican majority in these 
100 days, we have worked to protect the 
sanctity of life. 

We have worked to counter the Chi-
nese Communist Party and their influ-
ence. 

We have worked to counter the Biden 
administration for their weaponization 
of the Federal Government. 

Mr. Speaker, frankly, we are just get-
ting started. We have got a lot of work 
cut out for us, but we are up to the 
challenge. We are working hard for the 
American people. The Republican ma-
jority is committed to delivering re-
sults for the American people each and 
every day in this body. 

Like you, I appreciate the honor to 
serve, and I appreciate Congressman 
JOHNSON for organizing tonight’s Spe-
cial Order so that Members like me and 
other Members in the Republican 
House majority can talk to the people, 
can talk about the accomplishments 
and also the important issues that our 
Nation faces. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my friend who is al-
ways a voice of great credibility and 
reason. 

You’re exactly right, and I am glad 
you highlighted that the first 100 days 
of this Congress under Republican lead-
ership has been remarkably successful. 
As you said here, this week and in the 
days ahead, our important work has 
really just begun. We have a lot more 
to do. 

Mr. Speaker, in my remarks this 
evening, I would speak very briefly as a 
father. 

We have to defend women’s sports. 
My wife, Kelly, and I have been blessed 
with four amazing children. Two of 
them are bright, beautiful young 
women who were high school athletes 
themselves. But today, radical 
transgender ideology is threatening the 
very same opportunities that my girls 
had, and all of our girls have had. 

This week, Congress is going to send 
a clear message: We will not stand by 
and tolerate the erosion of fair and 
equal competition in women’s sports. 

We know that right now women’s 
freedom to play sports at competitive, 
collegiate, and professional levels epit-
omizes how far we have come in break-
ing down so many boundaries. 

How in the world have we gotten to 
this point where women’s ability to 
compete on a fair playing field is in 
question? 

Mr. Speaker, this week, Congress will 
vote, and we are going to pass out of 
this House the Protection of Women 
and Girls in Sports Act. 

We will address one of the major 
problems stemming from today’s ex-
treme liberal ideology, all of these ac-
tivists. 

Just in the last few years, we have 
seen countless instances of men com-
peting in women’s sports at all stages 
of competition. It is not fair. 

Our legislation would simply aim to 
crack down on this backwards policy 
by prohibiting federally funded edu-
cation programs or activities of any 
kind from allowing biological men and 
boys to participate in the programs or 
activities designed for women. 

Biology is not bigotry. It is reality. 
Our legislation will make clear that 
one’s gender, their sex, is based on 
their reproductive biology. It is our ob-
ligation; it is our duty and responsi-
bility here to protect and defend the 
rights of women and girls across this 
country to compete and succeed in 
sports. 

I am proud to cosponsor the Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act, 
and I am glad that that legislation will 
accomplish that very thing. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, April 20, 2023, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–774. A letter from the Associate Admin-
istrator, Specialty Crops Program, Agricul-

tural Marketing Service, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Marketing Order Regulating the 
Handling of Spearmint Oil Produced in the 
Far West; Salable Quantities and Allotment 
Percentages for the 2023-2024 Marketing Year 
[Doc. No.: AMS-SC-22-0070] received April 18, 
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–775. A letter from the Associate Admin-
istrator, Specialty Crops Program, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Kiwifruit Grown in California; 
Increased Assessment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS- 
SC-22-0058] received April 18, 2023, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

EC–776. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; Public Law 97-258, 
Sept. 13, 1982; (96 Stat. 927); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

EC–777. A letter from the Chair, Adminis-
trative Conference of the United States, 
transmitting the FY 2022 Equal Access to 
Justice Act Awards Report, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 2412(d)(5)(A); Public Law 116-9, Sec. 
4201(a)(2); (133 Stat. 763); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

EC–778. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class D 
and E Airspace; Macon, GA [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-1614; Airspace Docket No.: 22-ASO- 
28] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received April 10, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

EC–779. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2022-1058; Project Identifier AD- 
2022-00256-T; Amendment 39-22340; AD 2023-03- 
15] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

EC–780. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd & Co KG 
(Type Certificate Previously Held by Rolls- 
Royce plc) Turbofan Engines [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-1244; Project Identifier MCAI-2022- 
00872-E; Amendment 39-22361; AD 2023-04-14] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–781. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type Certifi-
cate Previously Held by Bombardier, Inc.) 
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2022-0521; 
Project Identifier MCAI-2022-00273-T; Amend-
ment 39-22187; AD 2022-20-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received April 10, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–782. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Turbofan 
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2023-0423; Project 
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Identifier AD-2022-01525-E; Amendment 39- 
22366; AD 2023-04-19] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
April 10, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–783. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Embraer S.A. Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-0873; Project Identifier MCAI-2022- 
00060-T; Amendment 39-22183; AD 2022-19-14] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–784. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-1309; Project Identifier MCAI-2021- 
01288-T; Amendment 39-22221; AD 2022-22-06] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–785. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-1300; Project Identifier MCAI-2022- 
00663-T; Amendment 39-22318; AD 2023-02-11] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN (for himself, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. LATURNER, Mrs. MILLER 
of Illinois, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. GOOD of 
Virginia, Mrs. HOUCHIN, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. COMER, Mr. HUD-
SON, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of 
Florida, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. MEUSER, 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, and Mr. 
OWENS): 

H.R. 2700. A bill to reform the labor laws of 
the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself and Ms. 
LOFGREN): 

H.R. 2701. A bill to provide for individual 
rights relating to privacy of personal infor-
mation, to establish privacy and security re-
quirements for covered entities relating to 
personal information, and to establish an 
agency to be known as the Digital Privacy 
Agency to enforce such rights and require-
ments, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary, 
House Administration, and Science, Space, 
and Technology, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Mr. 
CARSON, Ms. NORTON, and Mrs. 
HAYES): 

H.R. 2702. A bill to regulate tax return pre-
parers and refund anticipation payment ar-

rangements; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2703. A bill to amend the Energy Pol-

icy Act of 2005 to update the Federal pur-
chase requirement to ensure the use of 100 
percent renewable energy by 2050, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Accountability. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2704. A bill to prohibit Federal agen-

cies from purchasing or leasing new vehicles 
that are not zero-emission vehicles, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Accountability. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2705. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Transportation to establish a Federal Advi-
sory Committee on Women in Aviation, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. CAMMACK (for herself, Mrs. 
DINGELL, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mr. ISSA): 

H.R. 2706. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
on the basis of mental or physical disability 
in cases of organ transplants; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. SOTO, Mrs. MILLER of West 
Virginia, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. HUD-
SON, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. 
BALDERSON, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, and 
Mr. LANGWORTHY): 

H.R. 2707. A bill to mitigate drug shortages 
and provide incentives for maintaining, ex-
panding, and relocating the manufacturing 
of active pharmaceutical ingredients, 
excipients, medical diagnostic devices, phar-
maceuticals, and personal protective equip-
ment in the United States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. 
AUCHINCLOSS, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BERA, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. BLUNT 
ROCHESTER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BOW-
MAN, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BUCK, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. CHU, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. CONNOLLY, 
Ms. CRAIG, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. EVANS, 
Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. JACOBS, 
Mr. KEATING, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KIL-
MER, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LIEU, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. MENG, Mr. 
MFUME, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. PETERS, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. POCAN, 
Ms. PORTER, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Mr. RYAN, Ms. SCANLON, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Ms. STEVENS, 
Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. UNDER-
WOOD, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Ms. WILD, Ms. WILLIAMS of 
Georgia, Mr. PANETTA, Ms. MATSUI, 
and Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 2708. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
against individuals with disabilities who 
need long-term services and supports, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. DONALDS (for himself, Mrs. 
HARSHBARGER, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mr. FRY, Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. 
BOEBERT, and Mrs. LUNA): 

H.R. 2709. A bill to direct the Comptroller 
General of the United States to deliver a re-
port on the economic effects of the with-
drawal of the United States Armed Forces 

from Afghanistan, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Armed Services, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GARAMENDI: 
H.R. 2710. A bill to amend title 46, United 

States Code, to allow the Federal Maritime 
Commission to provide injunctive relief 
without a court order, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. GARCIA of Texas (for herself, 
Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. MOULTON, Ms. 
BROWN, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mrs. KIGGANS 
of Virginia, and Ms. ESCOBAR): 

H.R. 2711. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to establish an annual training 
for students in the Junior Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps regarding the prevention of 
sexual abuse; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. HERN (for himself, Mr. BANKS, 
Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. BABIN, Mr. DUNCAN, Mrs. 
HARSHBARGER, Mr. ROSENDALE, Mr. 
TIMMONS, Mr. OGLES, Mr. GROTHMAN, 
Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. GOOD of Virginia, Mrs. 
MILLER of Illinois, Mr. NEHLS, Ms. 
GREENE of Georgia, Mrs. LESKO, Mr. 
ARRINGTON, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. ROUZER, 
Mr. ALFORD, and Mr. FRY): 

H.R. 2712. A bill to enact into law the re-
quirements of the Executive Order issued on 
September 22, 2020, relating to Combating 
Race and Sex Stereotyping, to prohibit the 
use of Federal funds to carry out Executive 
Orders 13985, 14035, and 14091, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Accountability, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services, and Education 
and the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Mrs. 
KIGGANS of Virginia, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. ARMSTRONG, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. PAPPAS, and Ms. 
KUSTER): 

H.R. 2713. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to increase 
access to services provided by advanced prac-
tice registered nurses under the Medicare 
and Medicaid programs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. OMAR, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. 
WILD, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. POCAN, and Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN): 

H.R. 2714. A bill to repeal certain provi-
sions of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act and re-
vive the separation between commercial 
banking and the securities business, in the 
manner provided in the Banking Act of 1933, 
the so-called ‘‘Glass-Steagall Act’’, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mrs. LEE of Nevada (for herself, Ms. 
ADAMS, Ms. BALINT, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
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Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. BROWN, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, 
Mr. CASTEN, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, 
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. CROCKETT, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. 
EVANS, Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida, 
Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California, Mr. 
GARCÍA of Illinois, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. 
GREEN of Texas, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. 
HORSFORD, Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, Ms. 
JACOBS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
KILMER, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANDSMAN, 
Mr. LYNCH, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MCGARVEY, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, 
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. NADLER, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. POCAN, Ms. POR-
TER, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
SCANLON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SE-
WELL, Ms. STEVENS, Ms. STRICKLAND, 
Ms. TITUS, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. TOKUDA, 
Mr. TRONE, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. WIL-
LIAMS of Georgia, and Mr. HIMES): 

H.R. 2715. A bill to require full funding of 
part A of title I of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 and the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Ms. MALLIOTAKIS: 
H.R. 2716. A bill to distribute revenue from 

offshore wind projects in the New York Bight 
Area to certain coastal States, and promote 
conservation and workforce development; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MOORE of Utah (for himself, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms. 
BROWNLEY, Mr. CURTIS, Mrs. MILLER 
of West Virginia, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 
PFLUGER, Mr. TONY GONZALES of 
Texas, Mrs. BICE, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, 
Mrs. LUNA, Mr. ELLZEY, Mrs. HINSON, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. HUNT, 
and Mr. ALLRED): 

H.R. 2717. A bill to authorize the National 
Medal of Honor Museum Foundation to es-
tablish a commemorative work on the Na-
tional Mall to honor the extraordinary acts 
of valor, selfless service, and sacrifice dis-
played by Medal of Honor recipients; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. NEAL (for himself and Ms. 
BONAMICI): 

H.R. 2718. A bill to reauthorize funding for 
programs to prevent, investigate, and pros-
ecute elder abuse, neglect, and exploitation, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Education 
and the Workforce, and the Judiciary, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE (for himself and 
Ms. PINGREE): 

H.R. 2719. A bill to amend the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
to establish a competitive grant program 
under which the Secretary of Agriculture 
provides grants to land-grant colleges and 
universities to support agricultural pro-
ducers in adopting conservation and innova-
tive climate practices, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE (for himself, Ms. 
PINGREE, and Mr. PANETTA): 

H.R. 2720. A bill to direct the agricultural 
research service to expand organic research, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. OGLES (for himself and Mr. 
WEBER of Texas): 

H.R. 2721. A bill to amend the Ukraine De-
mocracy Defense Lend-Lease Act of 2022 to 
remove certain exclusions provided for under 
that Act; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. HARDER of California, 
and Mr. ISSA): 

H.R. 2722. A bill to establish a grant pilot 
program to provide child care services for 
the minor children of law enforcement offi-
cers to accommodate the shift work and ab-
normal work hours of such officers, and to 
enhance recruitment and retention of such 
officers; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. PINGREE (for herself, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Ms. TOKUDA, and Ms. 
CARAVEO): 

H.R. 2723. A bill to modify market develop-
ment programs under the Department of Ag-
riculture, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROY (for himself and Mr. CREN-
SHAW): 

H.R. 2724. A bill to direct the Comptroller 
General of the United States to conduct a 
study to evaluate the activities of sister city 
partnerships operating within the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SCANLON, 
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. GOMEZ, Ms. MATSUI, 
Mr. KILMER, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. DA-
VIDS of Kansas, Ms. ROSS, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Ms. DELBENE, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, 
Ms. BARRAGÁN, Ms. BUSH, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, 
Ms. CHU, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. ADAMS, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Ms. TITUS, Mr. 
CASAR, Mr. MORELLE, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. MRVAN, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. PORTER, 
Mr. PANETTA, Mrs. LEE of Nevada, 
Mr. PAYNE, Ms. BROWN, Ms. STEVENS, 
Mr. TORRES of New York, Mr. TONKO, 
Ms. KUSTER, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SARBANES, 
Ms. STANSBURY, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. STANTON, Ms. BALINT, Mr. 
TRONE, Mr. POCAN, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. 
KILDEE, Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. SWALWELL, Ms. 
WILD, Ms. JACOBS, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. JACKSON of North 
Carolina, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mr. MCGARVEY, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. CROW, Mr. ROBERT GARCIA 
of California, Mrs. HAYES, and Mr. 
MULLIN): 

H.R. 2725. A bill to amend the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act of 1993 to protect 
civil rights and otherwise prevent meaning-
ful harm to third parties, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAUBER (for himself, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. 
VEASEY): 

H.R. 2726. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to provide interim partial payment 
to small business contractors that request 

an equitable adjustment due to a change in 
the terms of a construction contract, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business. 

By Ms. STRICKLAND (for herself, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. CARSON, and Mr. PAYNE): 

H.R. 2727. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration 
to modify the interest rate for eligible loans 
made to borrowers experiencing short-term 
financial challenges, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
(for himself, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. DE 
LA CRUZ, and Ms. BUDZINSKI): 

H.R. 2728. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to include certain individ-
uals who work on farms or ranches as indi-
viduals who are employed in public service 
jobs for purposes of eligibility for loan for-
giveness under the Federal Direct Loan pro-
gram; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mr. BEYER, 
Mr. EVANS, Mrs. BEATTY, and Ms. 
SALAZAR): 

H.R. 2729. A bill to establish a commission 
to study how Federal laws and policies affect 
United States citizens living in foreign coun-
tries; to the Committee on Oversight and Ac-
countability, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Financial Services, Ways and Means, 
the Judiciary, House Administration, and 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. TLAIB (for herself, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. KELLY of Il-
linois): 

H.R. 2730. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to include Middle East-
erners and North Africans in the statutory 
definition of a ‘‘racial and ethnic minority 
group’’, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. TONKO (for himself and Mr. 
HUFFMAN): 

H.R. 2731. A bill to require assessments of 
opportunities to install and maintain float-
ing photovoltaic solar panels at Bureau of 
Reclamation and Corps of Engineers 
projects, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself, Ms. 
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. OWENS, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. 
MOORE of Utah, Mr. DONALDS, Mr. 
SMITH of Missouri, and Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 2732. A bill to protect victims of on-
line child sexual abuse, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H. Res. 306. A resolution directing the 

Chief Administrative Officer of the House of 
Representatives to conduct a study and issue 
a report about ways to increase the 
accessability of live broadcasts of floor pro-
ceedings of the House of Representatives to 
individuals without cable or satellite tele-
vision, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
KUSTER, Ms. PORTER, Mr. BACON, Ms. 
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MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. PAPPAS, and 
Mr. COSTA): 

H. Res. 307. A resolution expressing support 
for the goals and ideals of National Child 
Abuse Prevention Month; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. LANDSMAN (for himself, Mr. 
SWALWELL, and Mr. NICKEL): 

H. Res. 308. A resolution condemning 
former President Donald J. Trump’s call to 
‘‘defund’’ the Department of Justice and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. MANNING (for herself, Ms. 
CARAVEO, Ms. MENG, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, 
Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. CHU, Mr. DELUZIO, 
Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. TONKO, Ms. 
CROCKETT, Ms. TOKUDA, Ms. 
BUDZINSKI, Mr. IVEY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, 
Ms. SALINAS, Mr. PANETTA, Ms. 
PETTERSEN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
CASAR, Ms. PORTER, Mr. MRVAN, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, Ms. SCANLON, 
Mr. NICKEL, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, 
Mrs. SYKES, Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. WILD, 
Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. LANDSMAN, Ms. 
TITUS, and Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin): 

H. Res. 309. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Food and Drug Administration has the 
authority to approve drugs for abortion care; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND 
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS 

Pursuant to clause 7(c)(l) of rule XII 
and Section 3(c) of H. Res. 5 the fol-
lowing statements are submitted re-
garding (1) the specific powers granted 
to Congress in the Constitution to 
enact the accompanying bill or joint 
resolution and (2) the single subject of 
the bill or joint resolution. 

By Mr. ALLEN: 
H.R. 2700. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To reform the labor laws of the United 

States, and for other purposes, by amending 
the National Labor Relations Act. 

By Ms. ESHOO: 
H.R. 2701. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To provide for individual rights relating to 

privacy of personal information, to establish 
privacy and security requirements for cov-
ered entities relating to personal informa-
tion, and to establish an agency to be known 
as the Digital Privacy Agency to enforce 
such rights and requirements, and for other 
purposes. 

By Ms. BONAMICI: 
H.R. 2702. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Consumer Protection 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2703. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
energy policy 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2704. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
federal vehicle fleet 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 2705. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
aviation workforce development 

By Mrs. CAMMACK: 
H.R. 2706. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 Clause 1, Article I Sec-

tion 8 Clause 3, Article I Section 8 Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Health 

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia: 
H.R. 2707. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To mitigate drug shortages and provide in-

centives for maintaining, expanding, and re-
locating the manufacturing of active phar-
maceutical ingredients, excipients, medical 
diagnostic devices, pharmaceuticals, and 
personal protective equipment in the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 2708. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Health Care 

By Mr. DONALDS: 
H.R. 2709. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Art. I, Sec. 8 of the U.S. Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. GARAMENDI: 
H.R. 2710. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Transportation and Public Works 

By Ms. GARCIA of Texas: 
H.R. 2711. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 Article I of the Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
DOD provided sexual assault and abuse 

prevention training to JROTC cadets. 
By Mr. HERN: 

H.R. 2712. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Prohibiting government funding and pro-

motion of divisive concepts. 
By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio: 

H.R. 2713. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 and Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To Amend Titles XVIII and XIX of the So-

cial Security Act to increase access to serv-
ices provided by advanced practice registered 
nurses under the Medicare and Medicaid pro-
grams. 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 2714. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
‘‘To regulate Commerce . . .’’ 
The single subject of this legislation is: 

Commerce 
By Mrs. LEE of Nevada: 

H.R. 2715. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 provides Con-

gress with the power to ‘‘lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Education 

By Ms. MALLIOTAKIS: 
H.R. 2716. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
To distribute revenue from offshore wind 

projects in the New York Bight Area to cer-
tain coastal States, and promote 
conseravation and workforce development. 

By Mr. MOORE of Utah: 
21 H.R. 2717. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 and Article 4 Section 3 

Clause 2 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
The creation of a monument to the Medal 

of Honor on the National Mall 
By Mr. NEAL: 

H.R. 2718. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Elder Justice Act 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE: 
H.R. 2719. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Food, Agriculture, Conserva-

tion, and Trade Act of 1990 to establish a 
competitive grant program under which the 
Secretary of Agriculture provides grants to 
land-grant colleges and universities to sup-
port agricultural producers in adopting con-
servation and innovative climate practices 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE: 
H.R. 2720. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To direct the Agriculture Research Service 

to expand organic research 
By Mr. OGLES: 

H.R. 2721. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Limit Presidential Authority granted by 

the Ukraine Lend-Lease Democracy Defense 
Act. 

By Mr. PETERS: 
H.R. 2722. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Child care for law enforcement 

By Ms. PINGREE: 
H.R. 2723. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Local Food 

By Mr. ROY: 
H.R. 2724. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Requires the Comptroller General of the 

United States to conduct a study of sister 
city partnerships. 
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By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia: 

H.R. 2725. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Artile I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend and clarify the Religious Free-

dom Restoration Act of 1993. 
By Mr. STAUBER: 

H.R. 2726. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution, which provides 
Congress with the ability to enact legisla-
tion necessary and proper to effectuate its 
purposes in taxing and spending. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
The purpose of the Small Business Pay-

ment for Performance Act is to require the 
federal goverment to make timely payments 
to small business contractors for costs 
occured from government-issued change or-
ders. 

By Ms. STRICKLAND: 
H.R. 2727. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
12 months of relief for struggling busi-

nesses with COVID–19 EIDL loans 
By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2728. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution in that the legislation exercises 
legislative powers granted to Congress by 
that clause ‘‘to make all Laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the foregoing Powers and all other 
Powers vested by the Constitution in the 
Government of the United States or any De-
partment or Office thereof.’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
to add farmers and ranchers to the Public 

Service Loan Forgiveness program. 
By Ms. TITUS: 

H.R. 2729. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Government Operations and Politics 

By Ms. TLAIB: 
H.R. 2730. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
This bill adds Middle Easterners and North 

Africans to the definition of racial and eth-
nic minority group for purposes of activities 
carried out by the Office of Minority Health 
and federally supported health care and pub-
lic health programs. 

By Mr. TONKO: 
H.R. 2731. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause I 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
This legislation advances the deployment 

of floating solar panels on federal reservoirs. 
By Mrs. WAGNER: 

H.R. 2732. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To protect victims of online child sexual 

abuse. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 

were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 32: Ms. VAN DUYNE. 
H.R. 79: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 82: Mr. KILEY and Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 130: Mr. YAKYM. 
H.R. 208: Mr. JACKSON of North Carolina. 
H.R. 277: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. OGLES, and Mr. 

SANTOS. 
H.R. 299: Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 345: Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 490: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.R. 533: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 607: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 615: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 645: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 662: Mr. FROST and Ms. DE LA CRUZ. 
H.R. 700: Mr. COSTA, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. 

TITUS, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-
bama, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. CHU, Mr. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
SELF, and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 709: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 767: Mrs. HAYES. 
H.R. 834: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. 
H.R. 856: Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 
H.R. 872: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 902: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and Mrs. 

TRAHAN. 
H.R. 907: Mr. CARSON. 
H.R. 957: Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 969: Ms. MATSUI and Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 976: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia. 
H.R. 977: Mr. YAKYM. 
H.R. 1062: Mr. MOORE of Alabama and Mr. 

DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1069: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas. 
H.R. 1072: Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 1073: Mr. RYAN. 
H.R. 1092: Mr. BURCHETT. 
H.R. 1139: Mr. MRVAN, Ms. PETTERSEN, Mrs. 

CHAVEZ-DEREMER, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. MAG-
AZINER, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. KEAN of New Jer-
sey, and Mr. LANDSMAN. 

H.R. 1173: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1184: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 1200: Mr. CRANE. 
H.R. 1202: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. RUTH-

ERFORD, and Mr. MORELLE. 
H.R. 1203: Mr. DONALDS. 
H.R. 1204: Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 1228: Mr. ADERHOLT and Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 1229: Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California 

and Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 1247: Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 1263: Ms. OMAR and Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. PHILLIPS and Mr. DUNN of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1282: Mr. GIMENEZ and Mr. VASQUEZ. 
H.R. 1294: Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. TRONE, Ms. 

CHU, Mr. LIEU, Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Mr. 
ALLRED, Mr. VASQUEZ, Mr. BACON, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, and Mr. KIM of New Jersey. 

H.R. 1326: Mr. CASTEN, Mr. SHERMAN, and 
Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 1328: Mr. KILMER and Ms. DAVIDS of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1359: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1361: Mr. IVEY, Mr. CORREA, Ms. 

TOKUDA, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mrs. 
FOUSHEE, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1379: Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 1421: Mr. NUNN of Iowa and Mr. KIL-

MER. 
H.R. 1453: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 
H.R. 1477: Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 1485: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 1572: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 1587: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1594: Mr. RESCHENTHALER. 
H.R. 1610: Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. ARMSTRONG, 

Mr. HILL, and Mr. BERGMAN. 
H.R. 1624: Mr. LEVIN and Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 1634: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 1643: Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. 
H.R. 1654: Mr. CÁRDENAS and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 1668: Mr. CARSON, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. 

PHILLIPS, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1684: Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE. 

H.R. 1691: Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
KUSTER, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. KILMER, Mrs. 
MILLER of West Virginia, Ms. CRAIG, Mrs. 
STEEL, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BACON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. 
AUCHINCLOSS, Mr. CURTIS, and Ms. 
HOULAHAN. 

H.R. 1692: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 1697: Ms. BUDZINSKI. 
H.R. 1699: Mr. CASAR, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mrs. 

SYKES, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. GREEN of Texas, 
and Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. 

H.R. 1703: Mr. BRECHEEN. 
H.R. 1705: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1723: Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California. 
H.R. 1734: Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1744: Ms. PORTER and Mrs. HAYES. 
H.R. 1753: Mr. NICKEL, Mr. NUNN of Iowa, 

Mr. HUDSON, Mr. GIMENEZ, and Mr. DELUZIO. 
H.R. 1763: Ms. STANSBURY and Ms. 

BONAMICI. 
H.R. 1769: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 1777: Mr. CURTIS, Ms. CRAIG, and Mrs. 

HOUCHIN. 
H.R. 1788: Ms. BROWNLEY. 
H.R. 1794: Mr. CASTEN, Ms. WILSON of Flor-

ida, and Ms. SEWELL. 
H.R. 1801: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 1812: Mr. ROSE, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. 

FEENSTRA. 
H.R. 1818: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. VASQUEZ, 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, and Mr. 
LANGWORTHY. 

H.R. 1823: Mrs. CAMMACK. 
H.R. 1831: Ms. BALINT. 
H.R. 1833: Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. PETERS, and 

Mrs. MCCLELLAN. 
H.R. 1839: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 1843: Mr. TIFFANY and Ms. PEREZ. 
H.R. 2385: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2389: Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. BISHOP 

of Georgia, Mr. GOLDMAN of New York, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. NORCROSS, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. HAYES, Ms. CASTOR of 
Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. COHEN, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. CARAVEO, Ms. KUSTER, and Ms. 
BUDZINSKI. 

H.R. 2406: Mrs. FISCHBACH. 
H.R. 2428: Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. 

DESAULNIER, and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 2442: Ms. TITUS. 
H.R. 2454: Mr. RESCHENTHALER. 
H.R. 2532: Ms. BUDZINSKI. 
H.R. 2544: Mr. CURTIS and Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 2552: Mr. BOWMAN. 
H.R. 2619: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. 

KAMLAGER-DOVE. 
H.R. 2641: Mr. PAYNE and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2643: Ms. NORTON and Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 2676: Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania and Mr. 

EVANS. 
H.R. 2677: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. CHAVEZ- 

DEREMER, and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2684: Mr. SANTOS. 
H.R. 2689: Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California 

and Ms. OMAR. 
H.R. 2690: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

MCGARVEY. 
H.J. Res. 11: Mr. OGLES. 
H.J. Res. 31: Mr. MCCORMICK. 
H.J. Res. 45: Mrs. LESKO, Mr. ROSE, Mr. 

WEBER of Texas, Mr. ALFORD, and Mr. SELF. 
H.J. Res. 54: Mr. FROST and Mr. CASAR. 
H. Con. Res. 29: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H. Res. 77: Ms. PINGREE, Ms. TLAIB, and Mr. 

POCAN. 
H. Res. 134: Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H. Res. 237: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. 

BALDERSON. 
H. Res. 256: Mr. SELF and Mr. JOHNSON of 

Georgia. 
H. Res. 291: Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. 
H. Res. 299: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Ms. 

OCASIO-CORTEZ. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable PETER 
WELCH, a Senator from the State of 
Vermont. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Our God and King, we come in thank-

fulness because You have loved us 
through all the seasons of our lives. We 
find peace in the knowledge that You 
know and accept us as we are. Thank 
You for enabling us to run and not be 
weary, to walk and not faint. Lord, 
keep us always in Your care. 

Bless our Senators. Keep them stead-
fast in their defense of freedom. Give 
them knowledge, compassion, kind-
ness, and forbearance as they interact 
with one another. 

God, bless our Nation. Drive back the 
forces of evil, and release the power of 
goodness throughout our land. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mrs. MURRAY). 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, April 19, 2023. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 

appoint the Honorable PETER WELCH, a Sen-
ator from the State of Vermont, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

PATTY MURRAY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. WELCH thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

FIRE GRANTS AND SAFETY ACT— 
Resumed 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of S. 
870, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 870) to amend the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 to au-
thorize appropriations for the United States 
Fire Administration and firefighter assist-
ance grant programs. 

Pending: 
Schumer amendment No. 58, to add an ef-

fective date. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

DEBT CEILING 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, let me 
begin with a quote: 

I can’t imagine anybody ever even think-
ing of using the debt ceiling as a negotiating 
wedge. 

These words are not mine. They are 
not even the words of a Democrat. 

They come from former President Don-
ald Trump. 

For all of his terrible flaws—in this 
case, I would say a broken clock is 
right twice a day—even Donald Trump 
understood what House Republicans 
today do not: The full faith and credit 
of the United States must never be 
taken hostage. 

Again, to quote former President 
Trump: 

I can’t imagine anybody ever even think-
ing of using the debt ceiling as a negotiating 
wedge. 

Time is ticking before the United 
States enters into a first-ever default 
on the national debt if things don’t 
change. 

Yesterday, Speaker MCCARTHY met 
with House Republicans in the hopes of 
uniting his party around a single 
framework of cuts, albeit one that will 
never become law. Speaker MCCAR-
THY’s meeting, from all reports, did not 
go well, to put it lightly. 

One GOP Member said yesterday: 
I am still a no. 
Another from Florida: 
I think that they should go further. . . . I 

am in favor of very aggressive cuts. 

Another from South Carolina: 
I’m not there yet. 

We could go on and on with these 
quotes. 

Even now, Speaker MCCARTHY—this 
is months and months after he pro-
posed making deep cuts as a condition, 
as brinksmanship, as hostage-taking, 
to just simply make sure that we avoid 
default—even now, he is still very 
short of the support he needs to pass a 
debt ceiling bill because the chasm is 
too big between moderates and the 
hard-right extremists who are glad to 
see the economy taken hostage in ex-
change for their priorities. 

As the Washington Post wrote this 
weekend: 

Many GOP lawmakers and aides admit it is 
not even clear whether their emerging plan 
can actually attract 218 votes. 
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And now the clock is ticking. We are 

getting closer and closer to when we 
have to act to avoid default. 

So for all the speeches, for all the let-
ters, for all the wish lists and meetings 
with this family or that family, the un-
derlying facts haven’t changed: At this 
point, Speaker MCCARTHY does not 
have a plan for avoiding a catastrophic 
default on the debt. 

I quoted one former Republican 
President, let me quote another, Ron-
ald Reagan. Ronald Reagan said: 

[Debt ceiling] brinksmanship threatens the 
holders of government bonds and those who 
rely on Social Security and veterans bene-
fits. 

And: 
The United States has a special responsi-

bility to itself and to the world to meet its 
obligations. 

When Ronald Reagan and Donald 
Trump say that the Republican strat-
egy led by Speaker MCCARTHY is folly, 
you know how far right the whole 
MAGA Republican House has gone. 
Things that were accepted a few years 
ago, by very conservative Republican 
Presidents—Reagan, Trump—now seem 
to be discarded in a headlong rush to 
make the kind of deep cuts that Ameri-
cans will never support and to tie it to 
the debt ceiling, which could head us 
crashing into default. 

The solution to this entire mess is 
staring Republicans right in the face: 
Do what we did three times under Don-
ald Trump and twice under President 
Biden and work with Democrats to 
avoid default without brinksmanship, 
without blackmail, and without hos-
tage-taking. If Republicans drop their 
hostage-taking and approach Demo-
crats in good faith, the default crisis 
could be resolved. But if Speaker 
MCCARTHY does not change course, he— 
he—will be leading America into de-
fault of not paying our debts for the 
first time. 

FOX NEWS 
Mr. President, on FOX News, yester-

day, FOX News agreed to pay nearly 
$800 million to end a defamation suit 
brought by Dominion Voting Systems 
after FOX spent months lying about 
the 2020 election. It is one of the larg-
est settlements ever in a defamation 
case. 

Trial or no trial, the world sees that 
FOX News knowingly and intentionally 
lied to the country about the 2020 elec-
tion. The amazing thing is that FOX 
knew that these were lies, and they 
still put that propaganda on the air. 
And it is not just trivial lies; it is lies 
that go to the essence of our democ-
racy. To think that the leaders of FOX 
News, Rupert Murdoch, don’t give a 
hoot about democracy and still would 
put these lies on for political or merce-
nary purposes is just galling, appalling, 
and, frankly, downright against what 
America stands for and has stood for 
for hundreds of years. 

FOX commentators spread con-
spiracy theories and passed them off as 
news. They spread distrust in our de-
mocracy and claimed it was a legiti-

mate concern. So FOX News’s legacy 
and Rupert Murdoch’s legacy is forever 
sealed as the network that sought to 
undermine American democracy one 
prime-time segment at a time. FOX 
News’s legacy is sealed as the network 
that has minuscule reward for the 
truth and would knowingly lie to 
achieve political and mercenary goals. 

Even without a single witness taking 
the stand, what we do know about this 
case is shocking. Under oath, Rupert 
Murdoch the owners of FOX News, ad-
mitted his hosts were spreading the 
narrative of the Big Lie. We are not 
just throwing rhetoric around here; 
these are facts. Here is what Murdoch 
said: ‘‘Maybe Sean [Hannity] and 
Laura [Ingraham] went too far,’’ he ad-
mitted in one email. That is certainly 
a way to put it. 

Asked if he could have stopped the 
lies, Mr. Murdoch admitted: 

I could have . . . but I didn’t. 

Amazing. Amazing. 
So settlement or not, there is no 

question that FOX News lied. Sadly, 
too much damage has already been 
done. A significant segment of voters— 
by some measures as much as 30 per-
cent of the electorate—still do not be-
lieve the 2020 election was legitimate. 
And when people start doubting that 
elections are legitimate, that is the be-
ginning of the end of a democracy. It is 
just galling. 

Again, this is not lying about some 
trivial thing; this is lying that under-
mines the essence of what America has 
been all about. 

And 2 years after the Presidential 
election, FOX News still lies about 
what happened in 2020. Not 2 months 
ago, Tucker Carlson claimed January 6 
was not an insurrection, using manipu-
lated security footage provided to him 
exclusively by Speaker MCCARTHY. 
FOX News has not shown any re-
morse—any remorse—for undermining 
our democracy and blatantly lying. 

Again, Rupert Murdoch’s legacy and 
FOX News’s legacy is sealed. They will 
forever be remembered as the ones who 
sought to break American democracy 
from within by lying about it. 

For their own sake—even more im-
portantly, for the sake of our great 
country—Mr. Murdoch and FOX News 
leadership should put a halt to the 
spread of the Big Lie on their network 
because when enough people believe 
elections are not on the level, that is 
the beginning death knell of a democ-
racy. 

ABORTION 

Mr. President, now on the abortion 
issue and military holds, for the last 10 
months, the American people have 
made clear they reject the hard right’s 
war on women. After many ballot ini-
tiatives, special elections, and one dis-
astrous midterm for the GOP, there is 
no denying that the MAGA obsession 
with attacking women’s freedom of 
choice has been a disaster. And yet, the 
more Americans reject MAGA extre-
mism, particularly on the issue of 

choice, the more MAGA Republicans 
double down. Now, through the actions 
of one Senator, even military families 
have been taken hostage by the hard 
right. 

We are talking about women vet-
erans. We are talking about women 
who volunteer and risk their lives of-
tentimes for us. And now this hard- 
right group is telling them they don’t 
have the right to decide what to do 
when it comes to their bodies and their 
healthcare—it is outrageous. The same 
people on the other side who praise our 
military and our soldiers are treating 
women as second-class citizens. That is 
outrageous. 

It is outrageous when they do it to 
all women, but particularly outrageous 
when they do it to women veterans, 
women who serve because they, again, 
are our heroes and risk their lives for 
us. 

And now, through the actions of one 
Senator, even military families have 
been taken hostage by the hard right. 
Today, the Senator from Alabama will 
push legislation that would take away 
reproductive care for hundreds of thou-
sands of veterans and their families. It 
is the extreme kind of proposal mil-
lions of Americans strongly oppose and 
one which, if passed, would gravely 
harm the health of women, particu-
larly our veterans. 

Senator TUBERVILLE’s legislation is 
bad on its own, but he has made it even 
worse because he continues threat-
ening our national security by block-
ing over 180 military promotions. The 
Secretary of Defense himself and so 
many of our leading military figures, 
past and present, have warned us that 
this delay is dangerous to the security 
of America. 

What is equally disappointing as the 
Senator from Alabama’s reckless ac-
tion, it is disappointing to see that 
more of my colleagues on the other 
side have not yet called out the Sen-
ator’s reckless stunts. I thank those 
who, indeed, have raised their voice, 
but we need more. 

Republicans who claim to be such 
supporters of our military all of a sud-
den have gone mum, silent, when the 
Senator from Alabama risks military 
security because he believes passion-
ately in something. Every one of us 
could do this. No one has chosen to do 
it the way the Senator has. 

It is a new chapter, a sad chapter. We 
hope it will end soon, that, whether 
publicly or privately, our Republican 
colleagues go to him and say this is 
just dead wrong, no matter how pas-
sionately he feels. 

And why is Senator TUBERVILLE 
doing this? Because he wants to make 
the healthcare decisions for the women 
of our military. He wants to decide 
that. The military shouldn’t decide it. 
The country shouldn’t decide it. The 
women shouldn’t decide it. He wants to 
make that decision. What arrogance. 

He is threatening to permanently in-
ject politics into the confirmation of 
routine military promotions so he can 
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push the MAGA hardline on blocking 
women’s choice. 

This is the MAGA hard right in a 
nutshell: Eliminate women’s choice at 
all costs, even at the cost of our na-
tional defense. 

I urge my colleagues sincerely, pas-
sionately, as passionately as he is, 
maybe even more so, to drop his hold, 
and I will certainly oppose this meas-
ure later today. 

I yield the floor. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

ENERGY 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 

are 2 years into the latest chapter of 
Washington Democrats’ war against 
our own domestic energy. America 
spent decades working toward afford-
able, reliable energy independence, and 
Democrats have tried to reverse it all, 
turned it all around: less exploration 
for American oil and gas, more depend-
ence on immoral Chinese supply 
chains. Even as the left wants Big Gov-
ernment to gamble our whole grid on 
less reliable new technologies, they 
don’t even want to let us mine here in 
America on our own soil for the rare 
earth minerals those technologies ac-
tually require. 

The Democrats have fundamentally 
misunderstood both the economics and 
the geopolitics of American energy. So 
the result is going to be fewer jobs for 
our workers, bigger bills for our fami-
lies, less security for our country, and 
more vulnerability to foreign actors 
who don’t like us. 

Just last week, the Biden EPA an-
nounced it will try to slap a radical 
and unprecedented new mandate on our 
country regarding electric vehicles. 
The same people who can’t handle in-
flation and can’t secure our border 
want to stick their noses into Ameri-
cans’ garages and our driveways. The 
administration’s radical plan would cut 
down the marketplace of affordable 
and reliable vehicles that most Ameri-
cans actually want to drive. It would 
massively increase demand on already 
highly taxed electrical grids with no 
workable plan to grow capacity, and it 
would force rich liberals’ lifestyle 
choices onto the whole country. 

Good luck—good luck farmers, ranch-
ers, rural Americans. California wants 
to dictate what you drive. See, Cali-
fornia is the proving ground for these 
bad ideas. They have already set their 
own punitive targets for electric vehi-
cle sales, and—surprise—the math ac-
tually doesn’t work. At the same time 
Governor Newsom is mandating his 
citizens buy electric vehicles, he is 
telling people not to plug them in— 
don’t plug them in—for fear of black-
outs. 

California expects to see 15 times 
more electric vehicles on the roads and 
on their electrical grid by 2035—the 
same California that already had to 
spend last summer begging citizens to 
turn down their air-conditioning be-

cause their grid can barely survive as 
it is right now. 

Democrats want less American en-
ergy, less production, and, of course, 
less reliability. Republicans want 
more, more, and more—more produc-
tion, more independence, more afford-
ability, and more security. 

The House Republican majority’s 
landmark H.R. 1 goes right at this very 
issue. It would be a huge shot in the 
arm for American energy. But here in 
the Senate, the Democratic leader con-
trols the floor, and he has declared the 
bill ‘‘dead on arrival’’—dead on arrival 
here in the Senate. 

It is the clearest possible contrast. 
Republicans are fighting for cheaper 
and more reliable power, stronger sup-
ply chains, and a stronger America on 
the world stage; and Democrats, they 
are actually fighting us. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
28-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF THE OKLAHOMA CITY 

BOMBING 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, we 

remember, at 9:02 a.m. on April 19, 1995, 
168 people were tragically murdered in 
the worst act of homegrown domestic 
violence and terrorism in our Nation’s 
history. That was in Oklahoma City. 

The bombing of the Alfred P. Murrah 
Federal Building in Oklahoma City de-
stroyed nine floors, where they col-
lapsed in on each other. The physical 
impact to the building and of the 
bombing itself was felt 55 miles away, 
and the force of the blast damaged 324 
surrounding buildings. 

The emotional impact was felt 
around the world as, literally, the 
world stopped and stared at their tele-
visions 28 years ago today, and the Na-
tion felt the pain of those who were 
killed and of the survivors and of the 
family members who remained. 

The victims included 19 children, 
many who attended the daycare in the 
building called America’s Kids. A total 
of 219 children lost a parent that day, 
and 30 children were orphaned that 
day. It is estimated that 360,000 Okla-
homans knew someone personally who 
worked in the Murrah Building. 

The 16-day rescue-and-recovery effort 
took a toll on our first responders and 
our family members who held onto 
hope that their loved one was still 
alive. The events of April 19, 1995, 
changed my State and changed our 
country forever. There are incredible 
stories about survivors of the bombings 
who helped their coworkers escape the 
rubble and exit the building to safety. 

In the midst of immense grief, we in-
troduced what we now know as the 
Oklahoma Standard: the way Oklaho-
mans immediately stepped forward to 

offer help, showed compassion to their 
neighbors in pain, donated blood, do-
nated even their shoes that day to res-
cue workers and other individuals who 
needed help. Out of the terrible tragedy 
was demonstrated tremendous love. 

By 3:30 p.m. on April 19, 1995, a family 
assistance center called the Compas-
sion Center was set up at the First 
Christian Church in downtown Okla-
homa City. The center was supported 
by the American Red Cross, hundreds 
of local clergy, chaplains, and mental 
health professionals. 

Donations for victims and rescue 
workers poured in from fellow Oklaho-
mans and Americans. Fourteen million 
dollars was donated to the Oklahoma 
City Disaster Relief Fund, and the 
Oklahoma Legislature created the 
Murrah Fund that pooled public and 
private dollars to assist victims with 
lost wages, grief counseling, funerals, 
and burial costs. 

There is a lot to be said about the 
aftermath of the Alfred P. Murrah 
bombing. One notable piece that is 
often overlooked is the remarkable 
work of law enforcement that day. 

See, law enforcement was called in 
from all over to able to assist, but one 
State trooper who was responding to it 
was actually turned around and was 
told to ‘‘stay in your area. We do need 
to keep coverage across the State.’’ So 
this State trooper, Charlie Hanger, 
stayed in his area way north of Okla-
homa City on I–35. 

On that day, in his normal duties 
that he was doing, he saw a yellow 
Mercury that had no license tag on it, 
and he pulled them over. He was just 
doing his job. The person he pulled over 
was the person who had actually com-
mitted the murders. Just a great cop 
doing his job. 

The FBI came in from all over the 
country to come help. U.S. attorneys 
came to be able to help. Employees 
helped the FBI put together a drawing 
of the person. When they found out the 
truck that was actually used for the 
bombing was rented, they helped de-
velop this, as the FBI worked, and they 
figured out that the person Charlie 
Hanger had pulled over was actually 
the person they were looking for at the 
same time and were able to speedily 
make an arrest. 

My city and my State are very grate-
ful to the FBI for the work they did 
that day, local law enforcement, U.S. 
attorneys, first responders, everyday 
Oklahomans who literally ran toward 
that moment, some staying literally 
for weeks and months going through 
the debris. You can’t imagine the pain 
and the difficulty of digging through 
rubble and identifying people. What 
those first responders did and what 
those individuals who stayed on the 
pile did will never be forgotten by our 
State. 

One resounding message from the 
survivors of the Oklahoma City bomb-
ing is that life can be forever altered in 
a single moment. Oklahomans who lost 
their lives that day simply woke up, 
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went to work, dropped off their child at 
America’s Kids daycare, thinking they 
would all come home that night. 

There is a lot we can learn from 
those events. It reminds us that time 
with our family and loved ones is pre-
cious and should never be taken for 
granted. But we should also remember 
that the Oklahoma City bombing was 
driven by anti-American hatred. Single 
individuals with misguided government 
beliefs and hatred for people in govern-
ment literally drove a truck bomb in 
front of a building full of people serv-
ing their Nation that day in a Federal 
building and chose to kill them just be-
cause of their hatred for government. 

We can never allow our Nation to rise 
up with that kind of anger and hatred 
against fellow Americans. We are a na-
tion that has disagreements, and we 
solve those by talking to each other as 
fellow Americans. 

The Oklahoma City bombing memo-
rial museum, which sits next to the 
memorial itself, continues to tell the 
story every single day, as they are 
today, of what it means to be able to 
have one person talking to another per-
son to solve our problems and to work 
out our differences. 

On the 28th anniversary of the Okla-
homa City bombing, we still feel the 
sharp pain and loss in Oklahoma. While 
some in the Nation look back on it and 
think that was a long time ago, we re-
member. 

We thank the first responders and 
the law enforcement officers for their 
invaluable service. We remember the 
lives of the victims lost, and we con-
tinue to pray for their families and for 
the survivors who are still gathering 
together just to check on each other as 
families. Most importantly, we will 
continue to tell the story of what hap-
pens when rage and hatred for fellow 
Americans spill over into the destruc-
tion of life. We remember. 

And I would ask this body to do what 
we are doing in Oklahoma City today. 
We are pausing for 168 seconds to re-
member the 168 victims whom we lost 
that day. So would this body pause 
with me for 168 seconds? 

(Moment of silence.) 
Today, we honor those who were 

killed, those who survived, and those 
who were changed forever. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Connecticut. 
GUN VIOLENCE 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, late on 
the night of November 2, 2012, Theodore 
Wafer was woken up by a loud sound. 
Somebody was knocking on his door— 
pounding on his door. He looked for his 
phone to call the police but couldn’t 
find it. So, instead, he picked up his 
shotgun and went to the door. He saw 
on the other side a figure. He thought 
the person, maybe, was trying to break 
into his house, and so he fired a shot-
gun blast through the screen door to 
his porch. 

A couple of hours before that, 
Renisha McBride had gotten into a car 

accident not far away from Theodore 
Wafer’s house. She was intoxicated. 
She was disoriented after the crash. 
She wandered around the neighbor-
hood, late at night, looking for help. 
She couldn’t find any, and she found 
herself knocking on the door of Mr. 
Wafer’s home, looking for assistance. 
The shotgun blast hit her in the face, 
and she died. 

Jordan Davis was in Jacksonville, 
FL, a teenager out with his friends. 
They pulled into a gas station. As a lot 
of teenagers do, they were playing loud 
music. Michael Dunn was at the gas 
station as well. He didn’t like the fact 
that the teenagers were playing their 
music too loud. He asked them to turn 
it down. There was an argument that 
took place. Michael Dunn said: I am 
not going to let anybody talk to me 
like that. And he pulled a handgun out 
of the glove compartment of his car, 
and he started shooting at Jordan 
Davis and his friends. Jordan Davis 
died as his friends sped away, trying to 
get away from the killing scene. Mi-
chael Dunn continued to shoot at the 
fleeing car. 

His girlfriend came out of the con-
venience store. She didn’t know what 
had happened. Michael Dunn didn’t tell 
her. They went to the hotel they were 
staying in, and they ordered a pizza. 
That happened 1 year before the death 
of Renisha McBride. 

This week, this country is convulsed 
by a series of horrific shootings where 
mistakes and minor slights are being 
met by gunfire. You know these stories 
by now. Ralph Yarl, 16 years old, went 
to go pick up his siblings, went to the 
wrong house, and Andrew Lester fired 
at him. Ralph Yarl is now clinging for 
life right now. 

Kaylin Gillis, 20 years old, and her 
friend pulled into the wrong driveway— 
just pulled into the wrong driveway— 
and Kevin Monahan fired his gun at 
them, killing Kaylin Gillis. 

And, just this morning, we are hear-
ing news of another stunningly similar 
incident in Austin, TX, where a cheer-
leader, by accident, got into the wrong 
car after cheerleading practice and ap-
parently that slight was so serious that 
the man in the car fired a gun at this 
cheerleader and her friend. One of 
those young women is critically in-
jured. 

My friends, there is a toxic mixture 
in this country today of hate, of anger, 
and a population that is increasingly 
armed to the teeth with deadly weap-
ons, many of them with no training, 
many of them with criminal records. 
This mixture is leading to our neigh-
borhoods becoming a killing field. 
Minor slights and indiscretions, small 
arguments, even simple wrong turns 
are becoming potentially deadly. 

We are becoming a heavily armed na-
tion, so fearful and angry and hair-trig-
ger anxious that gun murders are now 
just the way in which we work out our 
frustrations. 

This is a dystopia. I am here to tell 
you that it is a dystopia that we have 
chosen for ourselves. 

And before I challenge my colleagues 
to do better, I just want to tell you a 
quick short story of how we got here, 
because this combination of anger and 
fear and guns is actually not new. It is 
worse now. Our rage is bigger. The 
number of guns on the street today is 
dizzying compared to just a few dec-
ades ago. But I have to be honest with 
you. The underlying problem of this 
combination is actually not new. 

In our early years, after our found-
ing, America actually wasn’t a fun-
damentally more violent place than 
our European neighbors. But a few 
things happened, about 50 years into 
the American story, that set America 
on a very different course—a course 
that, beginning in about 1840, made 
America an outlier of global violence, 
and we have never come back down to 
Earth. 

I think it is just interesting to sort 
of talk for a minute about those three 
things because they are relevant to to-
day’s discussion. 

First is the creation of America as a 
true melting pot. Waves of immigrants 
came to America beginning in the 
early to mid-1800s, looking for jobs and 
living space and partners. The competi-
tion amongst those groups, combined 
with demagogues and provocateurs who 
would pry on this friction, became ex-
plosive. People began to think that 
they needed to be suspicious of people 
who were different from them—a dif-
ferent race or ethnicity or religion. 
And, over time, if you look at Amer-
ican history, it is when these big waves 
of new immigration come to this coun-
try that we tend to have spikes in vio-
lence because those demagogues or 
those provocateurs tell us that we 
should be fearful of each other, and, all 
of a sudden, violence increases. 

The second thing that happens in 
that period of time is the invention of 
the cotton gin. Why is that important? 
America was a slave nation at our 
founding. In 1800, we only had about 
850,000 slaves. The cotton gin explodes 
the need for slaves. In 40 years, we go 
from 850,000 slaves to 2.4 million slaves, 
and the amount of violence that is nec-
essary to keep that number of people in 
bondage is extraordinary. And the 
country—you can imagine this—just 
becomes anesthetized to violence. So, 
all of a sudden, violence rates go up 
amongst all Americans—not just 
White-on-Black violence, but White-on- 
White violence goes up, because vio-
lence is part of how we keep our econ-
omy running. 

Then, third, in the same period of 
time, the early to mid-1800s, we see the 
invention of the modern mass-produced 
handgun. The cotton gin is a Con-
necticut invention, and so is the mod-
ern mass-produced handgun. 

Now, other nations figured out how 
dangerous this was—the ability to slip 
into your coat pocket the means of le-
thal violence. Other nations decided to 
regulate the access that their citizens 
had to this instrument, but not in the 
United States. 
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So, quickly, shortly after the explo-

sion of access to the handgun, violence 
rates began to increase. And given this 
history I talked about prior—our his-
tory of racial and ethnic violence—the 
decision not to regulate handgun ac-
cess in any meaningful form was kind 
of like throwing gasoline on this raging 
fire. 

I am saying all of this because we 
have known for 200 years that this 
combination of violence between eth-
nic groups, violence as a means of sub-
jugation, all supercharged by unlimited 
access to guns, is a uniquely American 
problem. 

Throughout our history—and this is 
the most important part—we have as-
siduously and purposefully, as a na-
tion, tried to turn the dials of laws and 
norms and customs to have less hatred; 
to have less animosity toward each 
other; to have less oppression and less 
access to guns, at least for people who 
shouldn’t have them. 

It is not a coincidence that the rates 
of violence in this Nation spike when 
we have waves of new immigrants, but 
then it settles out; it flattens. It often 
decreases as time goes on, and we learn 
how to live with each other. We change 
our norms and our customs. It is also 
not a coincidence that the biggest 
drops in lethal violence in this country 
tend to happen right after we make 
major adjustments to our Nation’s fire-
arms laws. 

What I am saying is that America is 
definitely set up to be a place more 
violent than other nations. We 
shouldn’t expect that we are going to, 
with any set of changes, become as vio-
lent as European or Asian countries. 

But it doesn’t have to be like this. 
Cheerleaders don’t need to be shot 
when they walk into the wrong car. 
Teenagers don’t need to be murdered 
because their music is too loud. Kids 
shouldn’t fear for their life when they 
go to school or when they pick up their 
siblings from a house in the neighbor-
hood. We can do better. We can adjust 
the dials in order to decide not to live 
in this dystopia. 

Everybody here knows what I feel 
about American gun laws. I am not 
going to litigate that question again 
here today. I think we can do better. I 
think we can just make it a little bit 
harder for irresponsible people, people 
with criminal records, people with seri-
ous mental illness to get their hands 
on deadly weapons. 

I want universal background checks. 
I want bans on the weapons that were 
designed for the military. But we also 
need to have a more apolitical discus-
sion about the level of fear and hatred 
and mistrust in our society today that 
puts so many people on the edge, ready 
to fire a gun at somebody over the 
smallest threat or insult. There is just 
a collective anxiety in this country 
that we need to deal with and, frankly, 
doesn’t require us to have debates that 
fall on easy political or partisan lines. 

Everybody in this body has an obliga-
tion to take steps so that today’s 

demagogues and provocateurs—the 
same ones that convinced people in the 
1840s that they should be fearful of new 
immigrants—have less air time and 
less influence. We shouldn’t elevate po-
litical leaders who lead with messages 
of hate and division. That is part of 
what is driving America to fear every-
body, to fear their neighbors. 

But we should also pass laws that 
incentivize our national dialogue to 
just be kinder and less hateful. Social 
media companies are making money 
off of hate and polarization, and we 
don’t need to accept this. Holding them 
accountable for the ways that they 
have pit us against each other, that is 
not an impossible task and, frankly, 
not one we necessarily need to fight 
about along partisan lines. 

I will leave you with this. We also 
just need to ask some deeper questions 
about why people in America are just 
so unhappy and so alone that they 
would resort to violence this regularly 
and this casually. 

A detective in Bridgeport, CT, told 
me the other day he barely ever re-
sponds to fistfights any longer. Every-
thing, every beef ends up in gunfire. 

We have lost so many pathways in 
this country to positive meaning and 
positive identity and fulfilling connec-
tion to each other. People have less op-
portunity today to build healthy, eco-
nomically secure, and personally ful-
filling lives. We need to talk about why 
this is and what government can do to 
spiritually jump-start this Nation. It is 
not all about the gun laws. I think the 
gun laws should change, but there is 
also an anxiety of fearfulness in this 
Nation that we can have a collective 
conversation about. 

I get it. It is a big, huge, weighty 
conversation, but something stinks out 
there right now. We shouldn’t accept 
this shoot-first culture—at kids, at 
cheerleaders, at students, at people 
shopping at grocery stores—as our new 
reality. It is a choice. 

America has always been a more vio-
lent place. That is true. But the degree 
of that violence has always been up to 
us. We have always had dials that we 
can turn. We should realize this, and 
we should do something about it. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HICKENLOOPER). The Republican whip. 
TIKTOK 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, there has 
been a lot of discussion lately, here in 
Congress, about the national security 
concerns posed by TikTok, whose par-
ent company is Chinese-owned 
ByteDance. 

Chinese law requires social media 
technology companies to provide infor-
mation, including individually identifi-
able personal information, to the Chi-
nese Government, when asked. 

This obviously has implications for 
Americans’ personal security and pri-
vacy and raises troubling questions 
about how the Chinese Communist 
Party could use TikTok for its own 
ends, whether that is using personal 

data to develop sources for espionage 
or manipulating content to advance 
the Communist Party’s agenda. The 
Director of the CIA, the FBI Director, 
and the Director of National Intel-
ligence have all outlined national secu-
rity concerns with TikTok, and Mem-
bers of Congress are currently dis-
cussing various ways of addressing 
these concerns. 

In March, Senator MARK WARNER, 
chairman of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee, and I introduced bipartisan 
legislation called the Restricting the 
Emergence of Security Threats that 
Risk Information and Communications 
Technology Act—or the RESTRICT 
Act, the acronym—to address the na-
tional security concerns posed not just 
by TikTok but by other technologies 
from foreign adversary countries. 

I am pleased that our bill, which is 
cosponsored by a full quarter of the 
U.S. Senate, has received a lot of at-
tention in the media, attention that I 
hope will ensure our legislation re-
ceives a full hearing in the Commerce 
Committee and a vote on the Senate 
floor, but along with the attention our 
bill has received has come a lot of mis-
representation about the bill’s content. 
And I want to take just a moment 
today to set the record straight on 
some misconceptions about the RE-
STRICT Act. 

First of all, many critics of the bill 
seem to be unaware of the fact that the 
bill is closely modeled after a 2019 Ex-
ecutive order by President Trump as 
well as a subsequent rule by the Trump 
Commerce Department. So I wanted to 
underscore that the RESTRICT Act 
seeks to codify a policy that was put in 
place by President Trump. Unlike some 
of the other TikTok bills out there, our 
bill is not exclusively focused on 
TikTok and would instead create a 
framework for reviewing not only 
TikTok but any technology from a for-
eign adversary nation that poses an 
undue national security risk. 

This has led to some claims that our 
bill is too broad or gives the Federal 
Government too much power, but noth-
ing could be further from the truth. 

Our bill is, in fact, narrowly tailored, 
and it is designed not to expand the 
Federal Government’s power but to up-
date authorities the Federal Govern-
ment already has to account for the 
digital age. 

Both Democrat and Republican ad-
ministrations have taken Executive ac-
tion to counter the threat posed by 
technology from foreign adversary 
countries, but they have been limited 
by the fact that current law was writ-
ten before the age of the internet and 
is not always easily applied to digital 
threats. 

Our legislation, which, again, codifies 
an Executive order issued by President 
Trump as well as a subsequent rule by 
the Trump Commerce Department, 
would fill in the gaps in current law 
and ensure that it is possible to address 
not just traditional risks from foreign- 
owned companies but the specific 
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threats posed by foreign-owned digital 
technology. 

I imagine some claims that our bill is 
too broad have arisen because our bill 
is not limited to TikTok, but there is a 
reason for that. First, there is reason 
to believe that legislation targeted 
solely at TikTok would be overturned 
by the courts because of the Constitu-
tion’s prohibition on bills of attainder. 
Second, our bill would apply a way to 
address more than just TikTok because 
this is not the first time technology 
from a hostile nation has posed a seri-
ous national security concern, and it 
probably won’t be the last. 

Before there was TikTok, we had to 
engage in a protracted effort to remove 
technology from Chinese companies 
Huawei and ZTE from our tele-
communications networks—after U.S. 
security officials raised concerns that 
much of Huawei and ZTE’s equipment 
was built with backdoors, giving the 
Chinese Communist Party access to 
global communications networks. 

And before Huawei and ZTE, there 
was Russia’s Kaspersky, which threat-
ened the security of government-owned 
digital devices, and that is just looking 
backward in time. 

Looking forward, we are also con-
fronting risky platforms like WeChat, 
a Chinese app that has 19 million users 
in the United States. By many ac-
counts, WeChat is even worse than 
TikTok in terms of the Chinese Com-
munist Party being able to steal data, 
censor information, and propagandize 
Americans. 

No other bipartisan bill introduced in 
Congress does anything to address the 
risks posed by this platform or other 
dangerous apps or technologies. Only 
the RESTRICT Act contains the nec-
essary authorities for the Federal Gov-
ernment to do something about not 
only TikTok but other technologies 
that present a potential national secu-
rity risk. 

Instead of trying to play catchup and 
find a way to individually address each 
threat after it emerges, as has hap-
pened in the past, we need a process in 
place to provide for an orderly and 
transparent review of technologies 
from foreign adversary countries, and 
that is what our bill would provide. 

Under our bill, the Department of 
Commerce, in both Republican and 
Democrat administrations, would re-
view any information and communica-
tions technology product from a for-
eign adversary company that is deemed 
to present a potential security threat, 
with an emphasis on products used in 
critical telecommunications infra-
structure or with serious national se-
curity implications. 

And the Secretary of Commerce 
would be required to develop a range of 
measures to mitigate the danger posed 
by these products, up to and including 
a ban on the product in question. 

Importantly, our bill would ensure 
transparency by requiring the Com-
merce Secretary to coordinate with the 
Director of National Intelligence to 

provide declassified information on 
why any measure against technology 
products from foreign adversary coun-
tries were taken. 

I have mentioned that our bill is nar-
rowly tailored. That is true about the 
process created by the bill, which is de-
signed not to expand government but 
to fill a hole in current law. But it is 
true about the countries whose tech-
nology is targeted for review by this 
bill. 

The RESTRICT Act would provide 
for the review of technology from just 
six foreign adversary countries: China, 
Russia, North Korea, Iran, Venezuela, 
and Cuba. The Secretary of Commerce 
would be allowed to add countries to 
this list if it became necessary, but 
Congress would have the authority to 
reject any addition. 

And contrary to claims that the act 
would exclude judicial review, the RE-
STRICT Act specifically provides that 
any challenges to the act be considered 
at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit. 

Other charges that have been leveled 
against the RESTRICT Act are about 
the impact the bill would supposedly 
have on individual Americans. Oppo-
nents of the bill have suggested that 
the RESTRICT Act would somehow in-
fringe on Americans’ First Amendment 
rights or target individual Americans. 
Again, nothing could be further from 
the truth. 

The RESTRICT Act would do noth-
ing—nothing—to restrict the content 
Americans can post online. Now, let me 
just repeat that because this is very 
important: The RESTRICT Act would 
do nothing to restrict the content 
Americans can post online. 

If the RESTRICT Act becomes law, 
Americans will be free to post exactly 
the same online content that they are 
posting right now. Nothing in the bill 
would in any way censor what Ameri-
cans can put on the internet. And the 
bill would not allow the Federal Gov-
ernment to surveil Americans’ online 
content or give the government au-
thority to access any American’s per-
sonal communications device. 

Nor would the bill target individual 
Americans in any way. No individual 
user would be prosecuted for using 
something like a private VPN network 
to get around a potential ban on an en-
tity like TikTok. This legislation 
would simply allow for the possibility 
of banning certain technologies from 
foreign adversary countries that pose a 
threat to national security. 

And the only entities that would pos-
sibly be subject to prosecution under 
this legislation would be companies 
that deliberately violated a prohibition 
on technologies that had been deter-
mined to be dangerous enough to trig-
ger a ban. 

The digital age has provided us with 
enormous benefits, but inevitably it 
has also come with its own unique 
risks and threats—not least the risk of 
a hostile foreign government exploit-
ing communications technology for ne-
farious purposes. 

And those threats increase substan-
tially when we are talking about tech-
nology produced by companies in hos-
tile nations and affiliated with hostile 
governments. 

We need a process to address those 
threats, a narrowly targeted way to 
mitigate the dangers of digital tech-
nologies from foreign adversary coun-
tries while protecting the rights and 
liberties of American citizens. 

That is exactly what the RESTRICT 
Act would provide. I am proud of the 
legislation that we have developed, and 
I look forward to working with col-
leagues of both parties to further im-
prove this legislation and advance it 
here in the U.S. Senate. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

am here to talk about the Fire Grants 
and Safety Act. 

I do appreciate the words of my col-
league. It was good to hear his con-
cerns, and I think we all share con-
cerns about Americans being spied on 
and their data. 

I also note that as we look at dealing 
with platforms and social media and 
the like at the same time we pursue 
this, we must pursue the bills that 
have been out there for well over a 
year now and passed through the Judi-
ciary Committee last year and will do 
so again. And those are bills related to 
monopoly power; bills related to the in-
credible imbalance in power with two 
of the platforms, Google and Facebook, 
when it comes to dealing with small 
newspapers and radio stations and TV 
and their content, a bill that was near-
ly passed at the end of last year; an-
other bill that Senator GRASSLEY and I 
have that speaks to the fact that other 
countries in the world are now putting 
forth regulations and rules about self- 
preferencing and the unfairness to our 
small businesses; and then, of course, 
other bills, some of which are in the 
Commerce Committee, on privacy and 
children’s issues and the like. 

All of these bills must be considered 
on this floor because, as noted by my 
colleague, we have not passed any rules 
when it comes to not only the issues he 
was addressing but also when it comes 
to a competition tech policy since the 
advent of the internet. 

I think we know a lot more than we 
knew when Facebook was in a garage. 
We know a lot more, and it is time for 
us to get up to speed and to actually 
pass some rules and stop talking about 
it. 

S. 870 
So I rise today in support of the Fire 

Grants and Safety Act. I would like to 
thank Senators PETERS, COLLINS, CAR-
PER, and MURKOWSKI for their leader-
ship. Our communities are strongest 
and safest when local fire departments 
have the funding that they need to hire 
firefighters and pay for equipment. 

We all know that firefighters do life-
saving work. They are there for us dur-
ing house fires, car crashes, medical 
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emergencies, and so much more, and I 
am committed to being there for them. 

Over the past several months, I have 
visited fire halls across my State. I 
have heard from local departments in 
both cities and rural communities 
about how important the Assistance 
for Firefighters Grant and the SAFER 
Grant Programs are to them. 

That is why we must pass the bipar-
tisan Fire Grants and Safety Act to en-
sure that we continue providing Fed-
eral funding for these critical pro-
grams. 

Local fire departments in Minnesota 
and across the country rely on these 
programs to invest in training and pur-
chasing critically needed equipment. I 
have seen some of these firetrucks in 
small communities, like in Houston, 
MN, firetrucks that are outdated, 
things that need to be changed. Fires 
burn just as strong and are just as dan-
gerous in small rural communities as 
they are in a big city. Yet they don’t 
have the equipment that some of the 
larger communities have. 

We also must support fire depart-
ments’ efforts to hire and retain 
trained firefighters so they can keep 
our communities safe. Because of a 
SAFER grant, for instance, the Min-
neapolis Fire Department was able to 
hire 15 additional firefighters, which 
means an additional 5 firefighters on 
every shift, and it helped the depart-
ment to reduce reliance on overtime 
shifts, which in the end saves money. 

Thanks to another of these grants, 
Bloomington, MN—the home of the 
Mall of America for those listening 
today who are looking for a great place 
to visit—which has been facing a seri-
ous shortage of staff in the fire depart-
ment there, was able to add 18 full-time 
firefighters and will now have 
firetrucks available 24 hours a day. 
That is one of the biggest cities in my 
State. 

As a result of an assistance for fire-
fighters grant, the Duluth Fire Depart-
ment sent 40 firefighters to a training 
program to reduce emergency response 
time and increase safety for fire-
fighters. And let me tell you, in Du-
luth, they don’t just fight fires; they 
have people stranded on icefloes in the 
middle of Lake Superior. 

They have all kinds of disasters that 
maybe some of our warmer States do 
not experience that they must respond 
to each and every day, including how 
to get to fire hydrants when they are 
surrounded by six feet of snow. In the 
town of Proctor, which has a popu-
lation of just over 3,100, because of one 
of these grants, the local fire depart-
ment there was able to purchase 20 air 
packs, including five with thermal im-
aging cameras, and get a new set of 
cutting-edge rescue tools. I think many 
of my colleagues have similar stories 
about how important these resources 
are to fire departments. 

One of the things that I learned in 
my last few years of visiting with our 
firefighters and chiefs is that, in fact, 
one of the major problems facing them 

is not always discussed. And that is 
similar to what so many of our vet-
erans have faced when they were sta-
tioned next to burn pits, and that is 
what is happening with a number of 
our firefighters getting cancer and, 
sadly, perishing from cancer at very 
young ages. 

Cancer is the leading cause of death 
among firefighters. Firefighters can be 
exposed to hundreds of potential car-
cinogens when responding to fires. It is 
only right that we treat cancer caused 
by on-the-job exposure the same way 
we treat other physical injuries. 

Two solutions here: One is, with 
these fire grants, helping, especially, 
smaller departments that didn’t have 
them to get up-to-date washing ma-
chines, up-to-date dryers that do a 
much better job and quicker job in 
terms of cleaning off this equipment, 
because the stuff that is burning in 
these buildings—just as what has hap-
pened with our veterans—that wasn’t 
being burnt 20, 30, 50, 100 years ago. We 
know that is what part of the problem 
is. 

The second is to make sure we take 
care of them, not just in our words as 
well as speaking from the Senate floor, 
but in what we actually do to have the 
backs of their families. To truly do 
right by our firefighters, we have to 
look out for those who tragically get 
cancer as a result of their service. That 
is why Senator KEVIN CRAMER of North 
Dakota and I have joined forces and in-
troduced a bill to do just that. This, for 
me, goes back to 2018, when I cham-
pioned the bill to create a national 
firefighter cancer registry, along with 
Senator MENENDEZ and others. 

Senator CRAMER’s and my bill is 
called Honoring Our Fallen Heroes Act, 
and it would make sure that fire-
fighters who become disabled or die 
from cancer as a result of their service 
get the benefits that they deserve. 

We must make sure that our fire-
fighters have everything they need to 
do their job. It is the least we can do 
for our heroes who sacrifice so much to 
keep us safe. 

I am excited to support this bill, and 
I see Senator PETERS is here and has 
been such a great leader on this issue. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent to speak for up to 10 
minutes prior to the scheduled rollcall 
vote on my amendment No. 79. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 79 

Mr. PAUL. Firefighting and emer-
gency medical services are some of the 
most important and most inherently 
local services that people rely on. The 
men and women who show up when the 
call for help goes out are everyday he-
roes in communities across America. 

City governments have predomi-
nantly decided to provide fire services 
at taxpayer expense with local taxes, 

while in rural areas, volunteer fire de-
partments are still prevalent. Many lo-
calities have decided to provide med-
ical services as well. Although hos-
pitals still are the primary EMS pro-
viders in a lot of locations, private 
companies are playing an increasing 
role in this space as well. But no mat-
ter who provides the services—govern-
ment employees, volunteers, or private 
entities, these are local needs best met 
by local providers and best paid for 
with local taxes. 

For the first 225 years of our coun-
try’s history, this is just what hap-
pened, until 2000, when the Federal 
Government had its first budget sur-
plus in almost 50 years—a surplus that 
disappeared the very next year, by the 
way. Congress, in the year 2000, decided 
to spend a bit of that surplus to create 
a new subsidy for local firefighters. 

This first year, the program was au-
thorized at a total of $110 million for 
government and volunteer fire depart-
ments; however, the bill before us 
today now authorizes $2.3 billion per 
year for these subsidies. That’s right, 
in the 30 years for this program, Fed-
eral subsidies for these important, but 
inherently local, programs have in-
creased 18-fold. 

In that same time, our government 
has gone from an annual surplus of 
about $86 billion to perpetual deficits 
of over $1 trillion a year. The national 
debt has grown from less than $6 tril-
lion to over $32 trillion. 

Despite the reality of our fiscal con-
dition, this bill makes no reforms. It 
doesn’t limit the grants to depart-
ments that can’t raise money on their 
own. It doesn’t ask local governments 
to invest more of their own funds. The 
only thing this bill accomplishes, real-
ly, is to increase spending by 25 per-
cent. 

The unsustainable increases in spend-
ing with no attempt to rein-in future 
costs or make offsetting cuts elsewhere 
in the budget is concerning. I am glad 
to see we have an amendment, though, 
to pay for the bill by reallocating 
unspent COVID funds that are still in 
existence and haven’t already been al-
located and could be used for this pro-
gram. So we will have an amendment 
to pay for this program. We will see if 
anyone on the other side is actually in-
terested in paying for a program. 

The other major problem with this 
bill is it rewards governments—local 
governments that chose to trample on 
the freedom of firefighters and medics 
to speak their own minds and make 
their own medical decisions. One pur-
pose of the grant in this bill is to in-
crease staffing for fire departments. 
Over the last few years, even as these 
grants were awarded, firefighters 
around the country found themselves 
with a choice: submit to COVID vac-
cine mandates or lose your livelihood. 

This was no idle threat. In New York, 
L.A., and Seattle, among other places, 
firefighters lost their jobs simply be-
cause they insisted upon living accord-
ing to their own conscience. 
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One of those firefighters who was ter-

minated is Joseph Kimball, who served 
in Salt River, AZ, and has six children. 
His wife is a stay-at-home mom, but 
this didn’t stop local officials from fir-
ing him for not getting a COVID vac-
cine. 

It seems bizarre and contradictory to 
provide financial support to increase 
fire department staffing to depart-
ments that are firing people for not 
being vaccinated—firefighters that 
were trained and effective and there 
was no good reason to fire them, par-
ticularly when we had shortages of 
firefighters as reported throughout the 
country. 

Firefighters tend to be young and fit. 
They are the very people who have the 
least to worry about with COVID–19. 
They also tend to be male, and young 
males are the group most likely to suf-
fer the vaccine-related injury of myo-
carditis. Firemen and EMTs who chose 
not to be vaccinated were never a 
threat to anyone, never a threat to 
their communities. On the contrary, 
these firefighters served their commu-
nities bravely and made their neigh-
bors safe. They served throughout an 
entire year when there was no vaccine. 
Many of these firefighters contracted 
COVID and have naturally acquired im-
munity. 

What was being done to them? What 
was done to them through firing them 
for making their own medical deci-
sions, what was done to the police and 
to doctors and to nurses, what was 
done to first responders was shameful. 
And we should stand together to make 
sure it never happens again. 

To that end, I offer an amendment 
that will restore sanity and compas-
sion to this government program. My 
amendment would make grants pro-
vided for by this bill unavailable to fire 
departments that dismissed fire-
fighters for not getting a vaccine. This 
would bring some sense of justice to 
this program. And fire departments 
would only be eligible for these grants 
if they reinstated the firefighters. So 
this amendment would actually serve 
to allow some of the firefighters that 
were unfairly dismissed to get their 
jobs back. 

It turns out—and we all know this 
now—the vaccine didn’t protect any-
body from getting infected. It showed 
some efficacy of increasing your immu-
nity to resist infection, but there was 
never any medical reason to mandate 
people to be vaccinated. And no one 
ever offered to these firefighters: Well, 
you can be tested. If you have had 
COVID and we know you have immu-
nity, you don’t have to be vaccinated. 
There was never any alternatives. 
Many of them weren’t even given reli-
gious or philosophical or medical alter-
natives to being forced to be vac-
cinated. 

So if you want to support fire-
fighters, if you want to support your 
communities, if you want to support 
safety, you should support my amend-
ment that says that fire departments 

are eligible only if they reinstate the 
firefighters they unfairly dismissed. 

Mr. President, I call up my amend-
ment No. 79 and ask that it be reported 
by number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAUL] 

proposes an amendment numbered 79. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To improve the bill) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON AWARD OF FEDERAL 

FUNDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—A fire service shall be in-

eligible to receive any Federal funds made 
available under this Act and the amend-
ments made by this Act if the fire service 
dismissed or discharged from employment 
any individual based solely on— 

(1) the failure of the individual to obey an 
order to receive a vaccine for COVID–19; or 

(2) the exercise by the individual of any 
rights protected under the First Amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States to 
speak against the implementation of any 
mandate to receive a vaccine for COVID–19. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply if the fire service 
has offered reinstatement to all individuals 
dismissed or discharged based solely on a 
reason described in paragraph (1) or (2) of 
that subsection to the position and rank held 
by the individual on the date of the dismissal 
or discharge with full back pay calculated 
from the date of the dismissal or discharge. 

(c) FIRE SERVICE DEFINED.—The term ‘‘fire 
service’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 4 of the Federal Fire Prevention and 
Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2203). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, fire-
fighters are on the front lines of safe-
guarding our communities, often pro-
viding emergency care and interacting 
with high-risk populations. Fire-
fighters themselves may also be at risk 
of COVID–19 infections. Vaccines are 
the safest and most effective way to 
make sure an individual doesn’t get se-
verely ill or spread COVID–19 to others. 

This amendment would interfere 
with State and local governments’ abil-
ity to determine health policies for 
their own employees and how to best 
keep their communities safe. This 
amendment would also require FEMA 
to evaluate local and State government 
vaccination policies—something well 
beyond the scope and responsibility to 
determine eligibility for grants. 

I would urge my colleagues to oppose 
the amendment to ensure that local 
communities can continue counting on 
these resources that these programs 
provide. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. There is a longstanding 

tradition in our country when we dis-
pense Federal money to localities to 
have rules. We don’t let you discrimi-
nate based on your sex or race or eth-
nicity. We also should not let localities 
discriminate against people who refuse 
to be vaccinated, particularly people 
who have already had COVID. 

There is no science behind saying you 
need to be vaccinated if you already 
had it. In fact, the studies show this: 
They show that if had you had the dis-
ease you are 57 times less likely to con-
tract it again, whereas the vaccine 
makes you about 19 times less. So in-
fection does work and it should be part 
of the criteria, and we should restrict 
funds to any agency that fired people 
unfairly for not getting a vaccine. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 79 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Mr. PAUL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, 
nays 54, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 88 Leg.] 
YEAS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 

Mullin 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—54 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Feinstein 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 45 and the nays are 
54. 

The amendment (No. 79) is rejected. 
The Senator from Tennessee. 

AMENDMENT NO. 72, AS MODIFIED 
Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, I call 

up my amendment No. 72, as modified, 
and ask that it be reported by number. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HAGERTY] proposes an amendment numbered 
72, as modified. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To improve the bill) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
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SEC. lll. EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER 

PROGRAM REORGANIZATION. 

(a) EMERGENCY FOOD AND SHELTER PRO-
GRAM NATIONAL BOARD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 301 of the McKin-
ney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 11331) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) MEMBERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The National Board shall 

consist of— 
‘‘(A) the Director; 
‘‘(B) 2 members appointed by the Director 

in accordance with paragraph (2); 
‘‘(C) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Homeland Security; 
‘‘(D) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Housing and Urban Development; 
‘‘(E) 1 member appointed by the Secretary 

of Agriculture; and 
‘‘(F) 1 member appointed by the Director of 

the Office of Management and Budget. 
‘‘(2) APPLICATION FOR MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In appointing the mem-

bers described in paragraph (1)(B), the Direc-
tor shall select from applications of individ-
uals seeking to serve as a member on the Na-
tional Board. 

‘‘(B) CRITERIA.—In selecting applications of 
individuals under subparagraph (A), the Di-
rector shall select the 2 most qualified indi-
viduals who— 

‘‘(i) have not less than 10 years of experi-
ence working on public policy relating to 
housing and homelessness; and 

‘‘(ii) are not from the same geographic re-
gion of the United States. 

‘‘(3) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—An individual 
may not serve as a member of the National 
Board if, during the 5-year period preceding 
the first day of service on the National 
Board, the individual was an employee of an 
organization, or an affiliate of an organiza-
tion, that, during the preceding 5 fiscal 
years, received funding under this title. 

‘‘(4) REVOLVING DOOR.—During the 2-year 
period following the final day of service of an 
individual as a member of the National 
Board, the individual may not serve as an 
employee of an organization, or an affiliate 
of an organization, that, during a fiscal year 
during which the individual served as a 
member of the National Board, received 
funding under this title. 

‘‘(5) TERM LIMIT.—An individual may not 
serve as a member of the National Board for 
a period of more than 2 years.’’; and 

(B) by striking subsection (e). 
(2) CURRENT NATIONAL BOARD MEMBERS.— 

With respect to an individual serving as a 
member of the Emergency Food and Shelter 
Program National Board established under 
section 301 of the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11331) as of the date 
of enactment of this Act, for the purpose of 
section 301(b) of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act of that Act, as amended 
by this Act, the individual shall be deemed 
to have begun service on the Board on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) LOCAL BOARDS.—Section 302 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11332) is amended by striking sub-
section (a) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each locality designated 

by the National Board shall constitute a 
local board for the purpose of determining 
how program funds allotted to the locality 
will be distributed. The local board shall 
consist, to the extent practicable, of— 

‘‘(A) agencies of State and local govern-
ments that serve functions similar to the 
functions of the Department of Homeland 
Security, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, the Department of Agri-

culture, and the Office of Management and 
Budget; 

‘‘(B) the mayor or other appropriate heads 
of government; and 

‘‘(C) representatives of nonprofit organiza-
tions that aid individuals and families who 
are experiencing, or are at risk of experi-
encing, hunger or homelessness. 

‘‘(2) PROGRAM FUNDS FOR RESERVATIONS.— 
Each local board administering program 
funds for a locality within which is located a 
reservation (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 3 of the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 
U.S.C. 1452), or a portion thereof, shall in-
clude a board member who is a member of an 
Indian tribe (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 102(a) of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302(a)). 
The chairperson of the local board shall be 
elected by a majority of the members of the 
local board. Local boards are encouraged to 
expand participation of other private non-
profit organizations on the local board.’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
are now 2 minutes of debate, equally 
divided. 

Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, in the 
last fiscal year alone, appropriations to 
FEMA’s Emergency Food and Shelter 
Program have increased by more than 5 
times, totaling approximately $1 bil-
lion in the last 2 years alone. Cur-
rently, hundreds of millions of tax-
payer dollars appropriated to this pro-
gram are doled out annually by a na-
tional board comprised of the very 
same organizations that receive those 
funds. This amendment in no way im-
pugns the integrity of the organiza-
tions involved. Rather, it helps them 
avoid the reputational risks that can 
occur when the pitcher is also the um-
pire. 

My amendment is simple and com-
mon sense. It will restructure the 
Emergency Food and Shelter Program 
to ensure that the individuals sitting 
on that board do not have this obvious 
conflict of interest. Instead, the na-
tional board composition would be 
shifted to include qualified individuals 
who do not work for the organizations 
that seek funding from the board. 

At a minimum, Congress must re-
solve this blatant conflict of interest 
within the Emergency Food and Shel-
ter Program, especially given its dra-
matic increase in funding in recent 
years. That is what this amendment 
does. 

I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, this 

amendment is intended to make 
changes to an entirely unrelated pro-
gram that is completely outside of the 
scope of this bill. The Emergency Food 
and Shelter Program is an important 
resource that provides aid to those who 
are at risk of experiencing hunger. And 
any changes certainly must be thor-
oughly considered. And I look forward 
to having an opportunity to work with 
a sponsor on this amendment in some 
other manner. However, the bill before 
us extends programs that firefighters 
are counting on to purchase lifesaving 
equipment or receive important cancer 
screenings. We should not jeopardize 

the enactment of this incredibly im-
portant bill by putting in completely 
unrelated matters. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 72, AS MODIFIED 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Time has 

expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
Mr. HAGERTY. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, 
nays 54, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 89 Leg.] 
YEAS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 

Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—54 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Hawley 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Feinstein 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LUJÁN). On this vote, the yeas are 45, 
the nays are 54. 

Under the previous order requiring 60 
votes for the adoption of this amend-
ment, the amendment is not agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 72) was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alabama. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS RELATING TO 
‘‘REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH SERV-
ICES’’—MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to Calendar No. 35, 
S.J. Res. 10. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the joint resolution. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 35, S.J. 

Res. 10, a joint resolution providing for con-
gressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs relating to ‘‘Reproductive Health Serv-
ices’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 4:15 
p.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

The Senator from Delaware. 
RECYCLING 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, happy 
Earth Week. 

I rise today, along with a couple of 
my colleagues—one from West Virginia 
and another from Arkansas—to speak 
on the Recycling Infrastructure and 
Accessibility Act of 2023 and on the Re-
cycling and Composting Account-
ability Act, which is bipartisan legisla-
tion that would improve our Nation’s 
recycling and composting systems. 

As a number of our colleagues know, 
my wife and I are both avid recyclers 
and composters and have been for some 
time. I have long believed in environ-
mental stewardship. That is the way 
my parents raised my sister and me, 
and I suspect it is the way a lot of par-
ents of Members of this body raised 
their sons and daughters. They raised 
us to leave behind a cleaner, healthier 
planet for future generations, and that 
is a belief I know is shared not just by 
elected officials here in Washington 
but by many people across this coun-
try. 

I am also a strong believer that bi-
partisan solutions are lasting solu-
tions. Whenever possible, we ought to 
work to find common ground and put 
forward bipartisan solutions that can 
stand the test of time. To that end, I 
am pleased to have found great part-
ners—not just good partners but great 
partners—in developing these bipar-
tisan recycling bills: Senator CAPITO, 
our ranking member on the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee, 
with whom I am privileged to serve and 
to chair, along with Senator JOHN 
BOOZMAN, cochair of the Senate’s Recy-
cling Caucus, our colleague from Ar-
kansas. All three of us recognize that 
we have to do our part to continue to 
improve our Nation’s recycling and 
composting efforts. In doing so, it not 
only benefits our environment but also 
creates economic opportunity and 
jobs—a lot of jobs. 

The legislation we are here to discuss 
today would address several of the 
challenges that America’s recycling ef-
forts currently face and what we might 
do about them. One of these challenges 
is the availability of good data. 

In November of 2021, with input from 
many stakeholders, the Environmental 
Protection Agency released its first- 
ever national recycling strategy. When 
that strategy was released, I was de-
lighted to learn that many of the com-
ments I had submitted to the EPA on 

behalf of our committee had been in-
corporated into the final version. It 
was a happy day when we learned that. 
This document offered a trans-
formative vision for strengthening our 
Nation’s waste management efforts. It 
also highlighted the need for greater 
standardization around data collection. 

To address this challenge around 
data collection, Senator BOOZMAN and 
I, along with our staffs, developed the 
Recycling and Composting Account-
ability Act. Our bill would improve the 
EPA’s ability to gather data on our Na-
tion’s recycling systems and explore 
opportunities for implementing a na-
tional composting strategy. 

The EPA has also set a goal of in-
creasing the U.S. recycling rate to 50 
percent by 2030. With a current recy-
cling rate of only 32 percent, it is clear 
we have a long way to go. That is why 
we must also focus on increasing access 
to recycling opportunities throughout 
our Nation—not just in urban areas or 
suburban areas but in rural areas as 
well. Many Americans in disadvan-
taged communities want to recycle and 
compost, too, but they are unable to do 
so because they, in many cases, live in 
communities that lack curbside pick-
up, that lack bottle return, and that 
lack other necessary recycling infra-
structure. 

Senator CAPITO’s Recycling Infra-
structure and Accessibility Act of 2023 
would address this challenge by cre-
ating a pilot program with EPA to help 
expand recycling services in under-
served areas. The Recycling Infrastruc-
ture and Accessibility Act that she has 
written would bring many commu-
nities, including those in rural areas, 
into the recycling world while also bet-
ter protecting our environment. 

I commend Senator CAPITO for her 
work and her leadership in developing 
this legislation. I also want to continue 
working with her to ensure that her 
bill helps to jump-start recycling in 
communities with the greatest need, 
especially in disadvantaged and his-
torically underserved communities. 

Both of the bills that I have referred 
to from members of our committee are 
a result of a true collaboration, and 
they reflect a substantial amount of bi-
partisan effort dedicated to exploring 
and addressing our Nation’s recycling 
and composting challenges. 

The adoption of these bills this week 
is fitting and timely, as Saturday 
marks the 53rd anniversary of the very 
first Earth Day. This day is personal to 
me. Some 53 years ago this Saturday, I 
stood side by side with tens of thou-
sands of people in San Francisco’s 
Golden Gate Park. I was a naval flight 
officer. I had completed my training 
and was about to deploy out of Moffett 
Field, CA, to head for Southeast Asia, 
but I had an opportunity to join tens of 
thousands of people in Golden Gate 
Park that day to celebrate our coun-
try’s first-ever Earth Day. 

That same year, Democrats and Re-
publicans worked together with then- 
President Richard Nixon to create a 

Federal Agency dedicated to protecting 
our environment. The name of that 
Agency? The Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. 

Decades later, I can still vividly re-
member—I can; I can close my eyes and 
remember it now—that first Earth Day 
and the urgency we felt to save our 
planet. Today, a younger generation 
also shares that sense of urgency. 

While I believe we ought to live every 
day like it is Earth Day, on April 22 of 
each year, I especially welcome the op-
portunity to reflect and give thanks for 
all of the incredible natural resources 
and natural beauty that God has given 
us on this planet of ours. 

Earth Day is also a time for all of us 
to reflect on our actions individually 
and as a whole, to think about what 
more we can do and should be doing to 
protect our planet and its inhabitants. 
Like many people, I try to live my life 
by the golden rule of always treating 
people the way I want to be treated. I 
also believe that principle extends to 
the way we treat and care for our plan-
et and those with whom we share it. 

A couple of years ago—and some of 
my colleagues may remember—we had 
a visitor on the other side of the Cap-
itol, in the House Chamber. He was a 
fellow from France named Macron, the 
Prime Minister of France. He came to 
address a joint session of Congress that 
day, and he did a great job. He was 
very well received, I think, by every-
body. 

On that day, he spoke of the impor-
tance of protecting our environment 
from the threats of climate change, 
hazardous waste, and toxic pollution. 
At the end of his speech, he said some-
thing I will never forget. He was talk-
ing about our planet, and these were 
his words: 

There is no planet B. There is no planet B. 
This is the only one we are going to have. 

I sat there that day, thinking, boy, 
he has gotten it right; there is no plan-
et B. That means we only have one 
chance to get it right when it comes to 
protecting and caring for this planet of 
ours. 

As I said earlier, I am committed to 
leaving behind a cleaner, healthier 
planet for future generations. I wel-
come all of our colleagues to join Sen-
ator CAPITO and myself in that effort. 
Fortunately, we have made remarkable 
progress over the past five decades fol-
lowing that very first Earth Day. From 
enacting comprehensive laws to pro-
tect our environment and support 
good-paying, clean energy jobs to rati-
fying the Kigali Amendment to the 
Montreal Protocol and phasing down 
the use of superpolluting chemicals 
like HFCs, which are 1,000 times more 
potent as a greenhouse gas than carbon 
dioxide, there is much to be proud of. 
Still, our work is not finished. We have 
a long way to go. I think it was Robert 
Frost who said we have miles to go be-
fore we sleep—miles to go before we 
sleep. 

So, today, we celebrate the oppor-
tunity to build on this progress and 
leave behind a livable planet with our 
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bipartisan recycling legislation. We 
also acknowledge that there is more to 
be done. In the spirit of Earth Day, I 
am prepared to roll up my sleeves and 
keep marching forward in my effort to 
do the right thing by our planet and 
the people who call it home just as I 
did some 53 years ago this Saturday. I 
invite Americans from all walks of life 
to join the Senator from West Virginia, 
Senator CAPITO; Senator BOOZMAN from 
Arkansas; and myself in this effort. It 
is the right thing to do, and it will 
make you feel good all over. I promise. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from West Virginia. 
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, it is a 

pleasure to be on the floor today with 
the chair of our EPW Committee and 
with my friend from Arkansas, Senator 
BOOZMAN. 

I am going to speak again about an-
other example of the bipartisan work 
of our EPW Committee, where we have 
had accomplishments that are real, 
practical, and positive and result in 
good change for our country. On the 
EPW Committee, we have a history of 
working together, of crafting legisla-
tion together, and of getting good pol-
icy going. Sometimes it is not easy, 
but we have been able to do it. 

The cornerstone of the Infrastructure 
Investment and Jobs Act, which made 
needed investments in our Nation’s 
core infrastructure, was written and 
passed out of EPW. With the Water Re-
sources Development Act, it was the 
same thing. It supports the work of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on 
projects across this country. It was 
passed out of our EPW Committee 
unanimously, and it eventually became 
law. 

Today, Chairman CARPER, Senator 
BOOZMAN, and I are reintroducing two 
pieces of legislation that had been pre-
viously approved by EPW and the Sen-
ate unanimously—both the committee 
and the full Senate—to tackle another 
issue in a bipartisan way, which is ac-
cess to recycling in America. 

Not only is recycling something that 
we have found people really want to do, 
but it is great for the environment, and 
it is good for business. It supports over 
1 million jobs and generates billions of 
dollars in economic output every year. 
But in order to grow these numbers, we 
need to ensure people who want to par-
ticipate really can, particularly those 
in rural and underserved areas, such as 
areas of my State, so that they can do 
so. 

Mr. President, the first bill we are re-
introducing today, the Recycling Infra-
structure and Accessibility Act, ad-
dresses challenges when it comes to re-
cycling for many of our smaller cities 
and towns. 

In the one I live in, we have sort of 
stopped and started on recycling. Recy-
cling services, including curbside recy-
cling, are just simply not available. 
These rural areas share common bar-
riers to accessibility: location and 
proximity to material recovery facili-

ties and the size and density of the pop-
ulation. This is just not available. This 
has led to low processing yields and 
high costs in collection and transpor-
tation costs, making it difficult for 
material recovery facilities to operate 
at a profit. 

Our legislation would establish a 
pilot recycling program to ensure 
places like West Virginia, Arkansas, 
Wyoming, or Alaska aren’t being left 
behind. The pilot program would award 
grants on a competitive basis to eligi-
ble entities for improving recycling ac-
cessibility in a community or commu-
nities within the same geographic area. 

Along with improving access to recy-
cling, it is important to fix important 
data gaps, as the chairman spoke 
about, when it comes to recycling in 
America. That is the intent of the Re-
cycling and Composting Account-
ability Act, which is the other piece of 
legislation we are introducing today. It 
would improve data collection on our 
Nation’s recycling systems and explore 
the potential of a national composting 
strategy. Not only would this give us a 
better idea of how well States are 
doing through recycling and 
composting rates, but it would also 
help us identify those areas that may 
be struggling to sustain and grow prop-
er recycling programs. 

These are simple steps we can take, 
supported by both Republicans and 
Democrats, to improve and expand re-
cycling in this country. Americans in 
every community—rural and urban, on 
the coasts or in the heartland—share a 
desire to protect our environment. 
These pieces of legislation will help 
make it easier for them to recycle, to 
contribute to a healthier planet, and to 
create jobs along the way. 

With Earth Day coming up, it is fit-
ting that we continue our efforts to ex-
pand recycling by reintroducing these 
bills today, alongside Chairman CAR-
PER and Senator BOOZMAN, and I thank 
them both for their work. 

DRUG CRISIS 
Mr. President, I informed the Sen-

ator from Arkansas, but I need to in-
form Senator CARPER that I am having 
back-to-back speeches, so I am going 
to totally change the topic here real 
quick before Senator BOOZMAN talks 
about recycling. Thank you for letting 
me move ahead here. 

Mr. President, I rise today to talk 
about an issue that is impacting every 
State in our Nation, an issue that has 
the potential to impact every commu-
nity, every family, and every person in 
the Chamber today, and that is the 
drug and substance abuse crisis. 

My home State of West Virginia 
knows all too well about the scars that 
this crisis has created and the dev-
astating toll that it takes. West Vir-
ginia, unfortunately, continues to lead 
the Nation in overdose deaths per cap-
ita. It is a sad statistic for us, and al-
though these deaths have been declin-
ing, every single overdose death is one 
too many. 

In 2020, we lost 1,197 West Virginians 
to overdoses. Data from our State 

health department indicates that over 
80 percent of these deaths included an 
opioid. 

Our State’s EMS teams responded to 
over 9,000 suspected overdose calls, and 
there were 6,916 emergency room visits 
related to overdoses. These numbers 
are just staggering and clearly show 
the continued and urgent need to ad-
dress this crisis and the many forms 
that it comes in. 

This is certainly an issue that re-
quires immediate attention from every 
level of government and deserves more 
than just four mentions in the Presi-
dent’s most recent budget proposal. 

While I feel the President and his ad-
ministration lack that sense of ur-
gency, ending the addiction crisis and 
taking action to save countless lives 
remains one of my top priorities. 

Each time I meet with our northern 
or our southern U.S. attorneys in West 
Virginia, the drug crisis is by far the 
largest topic of discussion. Their of-
fices see firsthand the amount of illicit 
drugs that are entering our State and 
work around the clock to remove the 
threat that these substances create in 
our communities. 

Like I have said in this Chamber be-
fore, last October our U.S. Attorney’s 
Office of the Northern District of West 
Virginia recovered approximately 75 
pounds of cocaine, 19 pounds of meth-
amphetamine, and nearly 5 pounds of 
fentanyl in Wheeling, WV, on one bust. 

Investigators found that traffickers 
had these drugs shipped from the U.S.- 
Mexican border to Ohio via tractor- 
trailer and used cash payments to peo-
ple who flew from California to Pitts-
burgh to move the cash back and forth. 
The connection between the crisis at 
our southern border and the drug epi-
demic we are seeing at home does not 
get any clearer than that. 

In December of last year, the DEA 
announced nationwide seizures of over 
50.6 million fentanyl pills and more 
than 10,500 pounds of fentanyl powder. 
The DEA estimates that these seizures 
could represent 379 million potentially 
deadly overdoses of fentanyl. That is 
enough fentanyl to kill every single 
American. And these are just the drugs 
that they found. 

With the Border Patrol stretched 
unfathomably thin, there is no telling 
the amount of drugs that are getting 
through undetected. We know that 
these drugs are entering our country 
through the southern border, making 
their way into each and every State 
and wreaking havoc. 

If President Biden would get a little 
more serious about stopping this, I 
think he has to get serious about bor-
der security. In a crisis this urgent, it 
is time to act. 

I have spoken with the DEA adminis-
trator about the support they need and 
the challenges that they are facing. I 
have introduced legislation, led letters, 
and pushed for initiatives that in-
formed the public of the dangers of 
fentanyl getting in the hands of our 
youth, that strengthen our investiga-
tions on fentanyl trafficking, and that 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:07 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19AP6.021 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1230 April 19, 2023 
prevent fentanyl and synthetic drug 
shipments from being smuggled into 
the United States through the mail. 

Currently, we are working on efforts 
to crack down on and schedule the il-
licit drug xylazine, which I understand 
is also known as ‘‘tranq.’’ If you didn’t 
know by now, xylazine is an easily ac-
cessible veterinarian tranquilizer that 
is being mixed with opioids, including 
fentanyl, increasing the number of 
fatal overdoses nationwide. 

This crisis is ever-changing, which 
means our approach needs to be multi-
faceted as well. 

I encourage the President, his admin-
istration, and all of our colleagues 
right here in the Congress to stay on 
this effort and stop the latest modifica-
tions before it is too late. 

Even in the midst of devastating 
losses in our State, I have always been 
inspired, encouraged, and moved by the 
efforts of people in West Virginia to 
end the drug crisis and help those in 
our State during the times when they 
need it the most. West Virginians con-
tinue to be responsible for the most in-
novative recovery solutions and pre-
vention efforts that we have seen. 

The opioid crisis has made a personal 
targeted impact on communities all 
across our State, and in turn we have 
seen success through these community- 
based solutions. 

I have seen in Martinsburg, WV, with 
a program that is a police-school-com-
munity-health-and-education partner-
ship working to prevent substance use 
disorders from ever happening to our 
youth. By building strong families and 
empowering the community, we build 
resiliency in children and families to 
help them overcome this horrible ad-
diction. 

I have seen this in Kearneysville, 
WV, where they are building a recovery 
village so that individuals who are 
struggling with addiction receive ac-
cess to family and community they 
definitely need. 

The detailed focus is on housing and 
workforce development, aspects of re-
covery that are absolutely critical. 

I have seen drug court programs all 
across our State, where West Vir-
ginians are building each other up, 
holding each other accountable, and 
giving those who struggle with addic-
tion the chance for a life of recovery. 

You know, West Virginians take care 
of West Virginians, and there is no 
other issue that requires each and 
every one of us to work together quite 
like this one. 

So, President Biden, the drug crisis 
has created a dire situation in commu-
nities not just across my State but 
across the country. We have no time to 
waste. Every day of inaction results in 
turmoil and devastation for so many 
families and loved ones. 

We need to secure the southern bor-
der; we need to crack down on illicit 
drug trafficking and new tactics that 
criminals are implementing; and we 
need to deliver the tools our commu-
nities need to implement Federal pro-

grams and develop those community- 
based solutions that we know work 
best. We must do this together. We 
must do it now. Countless lives depend 
on us. 

With that, I yield the floor to my col-
league from Arkansas, my fellow recy-
cler, Senator BOOZMAN. 

RECYCLING 
Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, it is 

great to be here with Senator CARPER 
and Senator CAPITO—two dear friends 
but also two leaders in the recycling ef-
fort, not only recycling in general but 
the Recycling Caucus—to raise the vis-
ibility of the importance of recycling 
from an environmental standpoint as 
well as the important role the industry 
has in our economy. 

Of the many caucuses that I am a 
member of, the Senate Recycling Cau-
cus is one of the most active. 

The attention to recycling in Con-
gress is night and day compared to 
what it was a couple of years ago, in 
large part because of Chairman CAR-
PER’s leadership. So I want to thank 
him so much for his commitment not 
only in word but in deed. 

When China implemented its ‘‘Na-
tional Sword’’ policy in 2018, that halt-
ed the import of plastics and other ma-
terials destined for its recycling proc-
essors. As a result, we really began to 
see how crippled our domestic recy-
cling abilities were. But through a lot 
of hard work, we are beginning to help 
the policymakers and the public and 
private sectors understand how recy-
cling is common sense. 

This is not a red or a blue State 
issue. Recycling is good for the econ-
omy, it creates jobs, and helps the en-
vironment. Everyone should be able to 
get on board with those incentives. 

Recycling is a critical part of the 
United States, with it being a $200 bil-
lion industry that has created over 
680,000 jobs. However, with the recy-
cling rate in the United States cur-
rently sitting at around 32 percent, 
there is certainly room for improve-
ment. 

It will take a team effort to get 
where we want to be. Corporations, 
manufacturers, and leaders from across 
the spectrum all have a role to play in 
developing the best ways our country 
can be a global leader in this important 
industry. 

One of the bills we are introducing 
today is the Recycling and Composting 
Accountability Act. This is a data col-
lection bill at its core. 

As it stands, there is no standardized 
data for our national recycling system, 
since there are upward of 10,000 indi-
vidual recycling systems in the United 
States at local and State levels. It is 
hard to fix a recycling problem—it is 
hard to fix any problem—if you don’t 
have a baseline data point to work 
with. That is what this bill is all about. 

The other bill that we are cham-
pioning is the Recycling Infrastructure 
and Accessibility Act. This pilot pro-
gram will award grants, on a competi-
tive basis, to eligible entities to im-

prove recycling accessibility in a com-
munity or communities within the 
same geographic area. 

While these bills will not completely 
fix our Nation’s recycling system, we 
know it is progress. If we keep building 
on commonsense wins, I am confident 
the United States can become the lead-
er globally in recycling, as it should be. 

I look forward to further working 
with Senator CARPER and Senator CAP-
ITO and, again, thank them for their 
leadership and their efforts as we 
champion sustainable and economi-
cally beneficial policies that recycling 
is all about. We must continue to de-
velop meaningful, long-term solutions 
that address the challenges facing the 
recycling industry today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

ROSEN). The Senator from North Caro-
lina. 

SOUTHERN BORDER 
Mr. BUDD. Madam President, our 

country is in the midst of the worst 
border crisis in our history. Since 
President Biden took office, there has 
been more than 5 million illegal cross-
ings at the southern border. 

I have been to the border multiple 
times, and I have seen this crisis first-
hand. In fact, the last time I was there, 
I was touring a heavily trafficked sec-
tor with off-duty Border Patrol offi-
cers. As we were driving along, the offi-
cers spotted a couple of cartel mem-
bers. One of the officers turned to me, 
and he apologized. He said: I am sorry, 
but I am going to have to go on duty 
now. He went over and he apprehended 
and he arrested the cartel members 
there, right on the spot. 

This is just a small taste of what 
they have to face each and every day. 
We have to keep these men and these 
women in our prayers, and we must 
give them all the tools that they need 
to keep our homeland safe. 

Beyond the rampant lawlessness, the 
crime, the human trafficking, one of 
the worst aspects of this crisis is the 
devastating amount of drugs that are 
pouring into our country. 

The last annual numbers showed that 
over 100,000 Americans died just last 
year from drug-related overdose, and 
about 90 percent of those were related 
to fentanyl. 

This crisis has gotten so bad that 
fentanyl-driven overdose deaths are 
now the leading cause of deaths for 
those who are between 18 and 45 years 
old. And this is perhaps the worst sta-
tistic: Children under 14 years old are 
dying of fentanyl poisoning faster than 
any other age group. 

The drugs that come through the bor-
der cause unspeakable harm back in 
communities in North Carolina. To 
many, they are only one or two degrees 
away from a personal tragedy with a 
name having to do with illegal drugs. 

I routinely talk to sheriffs all over 
the State. I recently went to all 100 
counties, and I talked to a lot of those 
sheriffs. Many of them told me that 
every single county in North Carolina 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:07 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19AP6.022 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1231 April 19, 2023 
is now a border county because of 
President Biden’s policies. 

In fact, a recent drug bust in Iredell 
County, just north of Charlotte, uncov-
ered enough fentanyl to kill 250,000 in-
dividuals. That is poison from just one 
traffic stop in North Carolina. 

It begs the questions: How did we get 
here, and what can be done? 

We got here at precisely the moment 
that President Biden stopped enforcing 
the law at the southern border. Presi-
dent Biden stopped building the border 
wall on his first day in office. He has 
reversed policies to quickly deport 
criminal illegal aliens. He refused to 
get tough on sanctuary cities that 
don’t obey Federal law. He ended the 
‘‘Remain in Mexico’’ policy. And next 
month, he will end title 42 with no plan 
on how to manage the impending 
surge. 

The story of President Biden’s border 
crisis is one of preventable tragedies 
compounding day in and day out. And 
if the White House won’t act to stop it, 
then Congress should. 

The very first bill I introduced as a 
U.S. Senator is called the Build the 
Wall Now Act. It requires border wall 
construction to restart immediately, it 
removes all legal roadblocks to con-
struction, and it unlocks $2.1 billion in 
unspent funding. 

I have seen for myself the idle heavy 
equipment just sitting there, the con-
crete and the steel that have sat un-
used since January 20 of 2021. My bill 
simply orders the Biden administration 
to use those supplies and finish the job. 

When I spoke to those border agents, 
they told me that they really need a 
wall and, yeah, they need funding but 
that what they really need is an ad-
ministration that has their back. And 
right now, they don’t have that. 

Securing the border used to be a bi-
partisan issue. So I would call on Presi-
dent Biden to stop ignoring the border 
crisis, suspend any partisanship that is 
stopping him from doing what we know 
would stop this suffering, and for the 
sake of our law enforcement, for our 
parents, for our children, we need this 
administration to change course so 
that we can save lives. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nebraska. 
Mr. RICKETTS. Madam President, I 

rise today to join my colleagues who 
are continuing to sound the alarm 
about the ongoing drug crisis we have 
here in our country. 

I will reiterate what my colleague 
said with regard to the fact that the 
leading cause of death of Americans 
age 18 to 45 today is fentanyl. In 2021, 
106,000 Americans died of a drug over-
dose, 70,000 because of fentanyl. Now, 
let’s think about if a terrorist attacked 
our country and killed 106,000 Ameri-
cans. We would be up in arms. We 
would be mobilizing the country. Yet 
we do not see that response out of the 
Biden administration. 

Fentanyl is a drug that is coming to 
us from across the border. The precur-

sors of it are manufactured in China 
and shipped to Mexico, where the car-
tels then, in illegal labs, create the 
fentanyl that they ship across the bor-
der. When it comes across the border, 
it does not stay there; it goes all across 
our country. 

The last 2 years I was Governor—the 
first 2 years of the Biden administra-
tion—we saw the increase in the drugs 
the Nebraska State Patrol was confis-
cating go up dramatically. We saw 
twice the amount of methamphetamine 
confiscated, 3 times the amount of 
fentanyl, and 10 times the amount of 
cocaine. In 2019, Nebraska law enforce-
ment confiscated 46 pills—46. In the 
first 6 months of 2021, that number had 
grown to 151,000 pills confiscated—un-
believable. 

It is killing people in my State, as it 
is across the country. I have talked on 
this floor before about Taryn Lee Grif-
fith, a 24-year-old mom of two. She was 
out with friends when she took a pill 
she thought was Percocet, but it was 
laced with a lethal dose of fentanyl. 
She died that night. Now, her two little 
girls are going to have to learn about 
their mom through pictures and stories 
from family. 

This is shameful, and it must end. It 
is impacting people all across this 
country. As I have said before on this 
floor, if this is not our job, to fix this, 
I don’t know what is. So what more can 
we do? Well, first of all, we can address 
the southern border. 

I have had the opportunity to go to 
the southern border several times, and 
when I talk to Customs and Border 
Protection officials, they tell us they 
need three things: They need infra-
structure—wall, build a wall; they need 
more technology, like better drones; 
and they need more personnel. This 
Congress needs to provide Customs and 
Border Protection the resources they 
need to be able to stop the flow of 
drugs coming into this country. 

Another thing we can do—unbeliev-
ably, if you distribute fentanyl and it 
kills somebody, that is not a murder 
charge. However, I am proud to cosign 
on Senator MARCO RUBIO’s bill, the Fel-
ony Murder for Deadly Fentanyl Dis-
tribution Act, which would make it a 
Federal felony murder charge to dis-
tribute fentanyl and then have some-
body die from it. This is a very serious 
crime that is going on. It needs serious 
consequences. We need to make this a 
felony murder charge. And let me tell 
you, the families are asking for this. 

One of the other things we periodi-
cally do here is we put fentanyl on the 
schedule I drug list, but it is tem-
porary. We need to make that perma-
nent. We know fentanyl and the ana-
logues are dangerous and need to be 
schedule I drugs that have no medical 
purpose. So let’s do that. And that is 
why I have cosponsored Senator JOHN-
SON’s Stopping Overdoses of Fentanyl 
Analogues Act, otherwise known as 
SOFA. 

This is a drug crisis. It is killing our 
young people in this Nation. I call on 

my colleagues to act, to take these 
steps to combat this crisis. Too many 
Americans are dying because of what is 
going on. We need to act. 

With that, Madam President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

(The remarks of Mr. HAGERTY per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1192 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. HAGERTY. Madam President, I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

FENTANYL 
Mr. LEE. Madam President, I would 

like to talk about fentanyl. It is cheap, 
it is highly addictive, and it is deadly. 
It is responsible for more overdose 
deaths in America than any other drug. 
Last year alone, 110,000 Americans died 
from fentanyl poisoning in America. 

I recently joined a U.S. delegation to 
Mexico focused on stopping illicit drug 
trafficking, curbing illegal immigra-
tion at the U.S.-Mexico border, and ad-
dressing China’s role in providing pre-
cursor chemicals for fentanyl produc-
tion and laundering money for the car-
tels. 

I can say that the drug crisis spilling 
into our country is apparent to anyone 
willing to travel to the border and wit-
ness it for themselves. It is becoming 
more and more apparent every day. In 
fact, it is becoming more apparent 
even within Mexico. 

During my recent visit with Presi-
dent Lopez Obrador in Mexico, I heard 
him talk about the fact that, although 
in many instances, with many other 
drugs, drug production in Mexico has 
often been sending drugs just to the 
United States, at least far more than it 
has to Mexico, but with fentanyl, we 
are seeing something different. We are 
seeing that fentanyl is now spilling 
into the Mexican market, and many 
Mexican citizens are starting to die 
from fentanyl poisoning. 

So he, too, is concerned about it and 
is looking for ways he can make sure 
that China keeps closer track of the 
precursor chemicals and that the Gov-
ernment of Mexico is notified when 
those shipments of large-scale con-
tainers of these precursor chemicals ar-
rive in Mexico, presumably for the pro-
duction of fentanyl inside of Mexico. 

Yet, notwithstanding all these devel-
opments and 110,000 Americans dying 
in the last year alone from fentanyl, 
the Biden administration has utterly 
failed to stop this massive influx of 
fentanyl flowing across our southern 
border. In fact, fentanyl is one of the 
only commodities to see a price de-
crease since Biden took office. We have 
seen rampant inflation everywhere else 
but not with fentanyl. So despite this 
historic inflation that we have been ex-
periencing ever since January 21, 2021, 
street prices for this deadly drug have 
fallen, indicating supply is meeting de-
mand without significant impediment, 
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bringing down the price. For example, 
in Arizona, users were paying $20 per 
pill in early 2021, but by early 2022, the 
price had plummeted to $5. In Ohio, the 
cost of fentanyl went from $75,000 per 
kilogram in 2017 to $50,000 in 2019 and 
then to $36,000 in 2021. 

This is the last of the places where 
we want to see the opposite of infla-
tion. We wish that our consumer prod-
ucts at grocery stores and everywhere 
else were going down, not the price of 
illegal, deadly fentanyl. 

To put these numbers in perspective, 
we have been talking about the price 
per kilo—$75,000 per kilo a few years 
ago; and then 50,000 in 2019; and then 
36,000 in 2021. To put it in perspective, 
each of those kilos—just 1 kilo of 
fentanyl contains half a million lethal 
doses. That is to say, 1 kilogram could 
wipe out the entire city of Atlanta, 
GA; and 1 kilo could essentially wipe 
out the entire population of the State 
of Wyoming. And 2 kilos could kill the 
entire State of Delaware. 

The DEA recently announced the sei-
zure of more than 50 million fentanyl- 
laced pills and more than 10,000 pounds 
of fentanyl powder, just in 2022 alone. 
These seizures—that no doubt just rep-
resent a fraction of all fentanyl that 
made its way into the United States 
without detection and seizure—rep-
resented a staggering 379 million lethal 
doses, far more than enough to kill 
every man, every woman, and every 
child in the United States. 

Fentanyl is a killer. It is more pow-
erful than morphine and has a potency 
that is measured in micrograms. Even 
a tiny amount can be lethal. Just 2 
milligrams can kill an adult. That is 
why, when you measure this out, 2 mil-
ligrams—or 2,000 micrograms—going 
into a kilogram is going to get you to 
half a million lethal doses in 1 kilo. 

It is just unconscionable for this ad-
ministration to turn a blind eye to the 
problem of fentanyl trafficking across 
the border. In the face of such a lethal 
threat, we need to have bold and deci-
sive action, not empty rhetoric, be-
cause the drug cartels really don’t care 
about party politics. They only care 
about making money. And that money 
is coming from the pockets of our fel-
low Americans suffering from addic-
tion. 

This isn’t just a problem for border 
States like Texas and Arizona. It is a 
threat to every community in America. 
It is sold on street corners in small 
towns and in big cities. It is killing our 
friends, our neighbors, and our loved 
ones. 

We must secure our borders to dis-
rupt the drug cartels. We cannot tac-
itly allow fentanyl and other deadly 
drugs to continue flowing into our 
communities and destroying the lives 
of our everyday citizens. 

Now, yes, it is true, they are working 
to seize the stuff; and our law enforce-
ment agents have seized a lot of it. But 
with millions of people crossing into 
our border—our southern border—over 
the last slightly more than 2 years— 

millions of people pouring in—it is 
making it worse, especially when you 
consider those same people are being 
trafficked into the United States, earn-
ing billions of dollars—the extortionate 
rates that they charge—to smuggle 
human traffic into the United States. 
It would be folly to assume, as the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security recently 
suggested at a hearing before the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee, that that 
doesn’t play a very significant role in 
fentanyl making its way into the 
United States. He insisted that nearly 
all of the fentanyl comes in by way of 
vehicles—trucks and passenger vehi-
cles—at points of entry. I don’t know 
how he can possibly know that. In fact, 
it is impossible he could know that, be-
cause when you have 5 million people 
coming into the United States illegally 
through our southern border in slightly 
more than 2 years, it would be folly to 
assume that those people being traf-
ficked by the drug traffickers wouldn’t 
also be used to carry fentanyl. 

In short, every pill of fentanyl is a 
potential killer. Every shipment of 
fentanyl is a ticking time bomb, if not 
a weapon of mass destruction. And 
every life lost to fentanyl is a tragedy. 

We owe it to ourselves, our families, 
and our communities to tackle this 
problem and to do everything in our 
power to stamp out the scourge of this 
drug in American communities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana. 

Mr. DAINES. Madam President, when 
most people talk about the fentanyl 
crisis crippling our communities today, 
they talk the numbers. And the num-
bers are very powerful. 

In 2022, synthetic opioids like deadly 
fentanyl claimed over 75,000 lives in 
our country. In fact, it is estimated 
that over 150 people die every day from 
overdoses related to the synthetic 
opioids, the most common one being 
fentanyl. 

But today, what I really want to tell 
you about is one person. I want to tell 
you about Reilly Schrapps from Butte, 
MT. Reilly was born November 6, 1997. 
We have four children. Our youngest of 
four was born in 1996. This all hits way 
too close to home. 

You see, Reilly loved his mother and 
his father, Tom. Incidentally, Tom was 
my guest at the State of the Union Ad-
dress earlier this year. His stepmother, 
his brother, his stepsiblings, their fam-
ily’s two dogs, were all loved by Tom. 
In fact, according to those who knew 
him best, Reilly was an avid fisherman, 
he was a sportsman—so much like 
most Montanans—and he spent his free 
time enjoying the great outdoors in 
Montana with family and friends, float-
ing the Big Hole, skiing Discovery, and 
camping Canyon Ferry. 

Reilly was also an artist. He enjoyed 
all these things and more until July 30 
of 2022, the day Reilly died taking a pill 
laced with fentanyl. Reilly was in Mon-
tana when this happened. He was just 
24 years old. 

Reilly lives on in the stories that 
families and friends tell about him. But 

that shouldn’t be the case. Reilly 
should be alive today. 

Fentanyl overdoses quickly became 
the leading cause of death for 18- to 45- 
year-olds in our country. It is a fast- 
acting poison—50 times more powerful 
than heroin, 100 times more potent 
than morphine. And it is taking chil-
dren away from their parents and 
spouses away from their partners. We 
lost over 75,000 people just last year. 

And I commend law enforcement in 
Montana and across our country for 
doing everything in their power, many 
times risking their own lives, to get 
fentanyl off our streets, but they can’t 
do it alone. We must stop fentanyl 
from flooding our streets to begin with 
by securing our wide-open southern 
border. 

Since President Biden took office, 
there have been over 5 million illegal 
border crossings. Montana has just 
over 1 million total residents. We have 
had over 5 million illegal border cross-
ings since the President took office. 
This includes gang members, drug deal-
ers, suspected terrorists, as well as 
thousands of pounds of deadly, illegal 
fentanyl. This is the most in our Na-
tion’s history. 

You see, Mexican cartels are using 
chemicals that come from China sent 
to Mexico; and there in Mexico, they 
manufacture illicit fentanyl, which is 
pressed then into counterfeit pills, 
smuggled across the southern border, 
and sold as pills in powder form in our 
communities. 

These cartels are terrorist organiza-
tions. We need to call and treat them 
as such. The cartels are taking advan-
tage of the wide-open and lawless 
southern border. So many of us have 
spent nights on the southern border, 
including myself, shoulder to shoulder 
with those brave men and women, with 
Border Patrol, trying to protect our 
country but vastly outnumbered, be-
cause they are not only flooding the 
southern border with illegals but also 
flooding the southern border with poi-
son, including our Montana commu-
nities. 

Montana is a northern border State. 
But we have a southern border crisis. 
And the consequences of this crisis are 
most tragic. These are not just num-
bers and statistics. They are human 
lives—lives like Reilly’s. Every single 
one is someone’s child, somebody’s par-
ent, somebody’s friend. And they are 
people that should still be here today. 

When Tom Schrapps joined me at the 
State of the Union Address earlier this 
year, he said that even though talking 
about what happened to Reilly is so 
painful, that if he could just save one 
person, one family, from the pain that 
he has gone through, the pain would be 
worth it. 

So I am here talking about this, urg-
ing—urging—the administration and 
my colleagues to secure the southern 
border, change the policies that once 
were working that this President re-
scinded. We need to do everything to 
prevent more families from feeling this 
pain. 
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The scourge of fentanyl on our com-

munities is the single greatest threat 
to public safety today. When you look 
at the violent crime that we are seeing 
increasing across the State of Mon-
tana—you spend a little time; it 
doesn’t take a lot of time—a little time 
with any law enforcement across the 
State of Montana, they will tell you it 
is the drugs that are causing the 
crime—every one of them. Fentanyl 
will continue to fuel the worst drug 
crisis in American history until we 
take serious action to address the open 
border crisis at our southern border. 
And there are solutions right here at 
our fingertips. 

If this administration and my col-
leagues across the aisle would join us, 
we can crack down on these Mexican 
drug cartels and those who supply 
them with the chemicals to produce il-
licit fentanyl. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. YOUNG. Madam President, we 
are entering graduation season; 17- and 
18-year-olds should be attending their 
senior prom, preparing to finish high 
school, and looking forward to their fu-
tures, as my oldest daughter is right 
now. They should not be in the obitu-
aries of our local newspaper. Their high 
school lockers should not be makeshift 
memorials covered in flowers. And yet 
all over America, they are. 

Fentanyl is the leading cause of 
death for Americans aged 18 to 45—the 
leading cause of death. A rapidly in-
creasing number of the dead are teen-
agers. And the rate of teen overdoses 
since the pandemic have more than 
doubled compared to the decade before. 

Between 2019 and 2021, the number of 
deaths caused by fentanyl among 10- to 
19-year-olds increased by 182 percent. 
And this is due almost entirely to the 
fentanyl found in counterfeit pills, 
many of which are sold via social 
media—platforms like TikTok and 
Snapchat. 

The drug is incredibly lethal. Two 
milligrams, the equivalent of 10 grains 
of salt, can kill. It is inexpensive to 
produce and exponentially more dan-
gerous than heroin or morphine. Even 
the overdose rate of children 5 and 
under is growing. Hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans are dying, so many 
of our kids among them. 

How can we be so powerless to pre-
vent this? 

To all the families who have lost 
loved ones to fentanyl, we grieve with 
you. We share your anger, and we 
vow—we vow—not to let your loved 
one’s death be in vain. It is past time 
we took the fight to the monsters who 
traffic in this poison, who profit from 
our loss. 

I know the Presiding Officer feels the 
way I do about this issue. 

First, we know that the majority of 
fentanyl is making its way into our 
communities through Mexico. To 
President Biden and his administra-
tion: Secure the border now. 

Second, let’s give the frontline sol-
diers in this fight the tools that they 

need to keep fentanyl off our streets. 
The HALT Act, which my colleagues 
and I recently introduced, would do 
this. It would permanently classify 
fentanyl-related drugs as schedule I, 
meaning they would be deemed dan-
gerously addictive with no medical 
value, and holds those who deal in this 
poison liable to civil and criminal pun-
ishment. This legislation would enable 
our law enforcement officials to better 
fight the impact of this deadly drug. 

Lastly, we need to cut off the dealers’ 
back channels to our children. We 
know that pushers prey on teenagers 
across social media platforms, embed-
ding advertisements with emojis or 
codes. Social media companies must 
work with the Federal Government to 
shut down these one-stop digital drug 
shops—shut them down. 

Another recently introduced bill, the 
Cooper Davis Act, would require social 
media companies to play their part in 
this fight and duly report drug traf-
ficking across their platforms. To ac-
complish this, our bill would create a 
standardized reporting system with the 
Federal Government, modeled after the 
existing reporting system for child sex-
ual abuse material on social media 
platforms. It has worked there. It will 
work here as well. 

The Cooper Davis Act is a bipartisan 
proposal reflecting the scale of devas-
tation caused by the drug crisis across 
all of the 50 States. In fact, this crisis 
knows no region, no class, no party. No 
American family is immune from it. 

By securing the border, by passing 
the HALT Act, and by passing the Coo-
per Davis Act, we can start—we can 
start—to rally a true national response 
to this crisis. We cannot let the deaths 
of so many young Americans be for 
naught. Enough is enough. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BENNET. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ABORTION 
Mr. BENNET. Madam President, I 

feel like, in fact, I have been here on a 
weekly basis to talk about this issue. 
And the reason I feel that way is that 
I have been here on a weekly basis to 
talk about what is happening in the 
wake of the Dobbs decision, which 
stripped the American people of the 
first fundamental freedom, the first 
fundamental right, that we have lost 
since reconstruction. 

This was a 50-year effort on the part 
of certain people in this country, with 
an ideological commitment to overturn 
Roe v. Wade, who used every single 
mechanism that they could of our de-
mocracy and, now, ultimately, our ju-
diciary, to enforce a legal outcome 
that the vast majority of the American 
people have never supported and, 
today, don’t support. 

We find ourselves on the floor today, 
I dare say, facing a resolution by the 
Senator from Alabama, whom I have 
been out here arguing with for the last 
6 weeks—a resolution that would be de-
cried by, I would bet, 9 out of 10 Ameri-
cans. I will be fair: 8 out of 10 Ameri-
cans. This is an effort in the wake of 
the Dobbs decision, which stripped the 
American people of this fundamental 
freedom, this fundamental right that 
families have relied on for 50 years. 

Millions of veterans now live in 
States where abortion is banned. I will 
come to that in a second. 

In an attempt to deal with the catas-
trophe in the wake of Dobbs, the VA 
has promulgated some rules to make it 
allowable in the Veterans’ Administra-
tion. When a veteran or their family 
member has been raped, is the victim 
of incest, or when the life of the moth-
er is at stake, what the VA has said— 
because we are dealing with the over-
turning of Roe v. Wade—in those cases, 
those three limited cases, we are going 
to allow people to get access to care at 
the Veterans’ Administration. 

That has set off the Senator from 
Alabama, who is now trying to get the 
Senate to pass a resolution to ban that 
so that veterans and their families who 
are the victims of rape, who are the 
victims of incest, or where the life of 
the mother is at stake, cannot get 
medical care at the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration. In a State like his, which has 
banned abortion, that is what is at 
stake this week. 

A month ago, we were on this floor 
because the same Senator from Ala-
bama was putting a blanket hold on 
every single flag officer’s promotion in 
the U.S. military. Think about that. 
That sounds impossible. That sounds 
like an exaggeration. 

Madam President, the reason it 
sounds that way to you is because, first 
of all, you are a reasonable person, but, 
second of all, it has never happened in 
the history of this Senate before—that 
somebody has held up the promotion of 
every single flag officer, put a blanket 
hold on. 

Now, that is not because of what the 
VA is doing. That is because of what 
the Department of Defense is doing, be-
cause the Department of Defense, 
again, in the wake of Dobbs—the Dobbs 
decision overturning Roe v. Wade—in 
the wake of that, DOD has said: If you 
are serving in a State where abortion is 
banned, we will pay for your travel 
from that State to another State. We 
will say that you don’t need to use un-
paid leave to get to that other State. 

And we have said—DOD, not me, has 
said: If you want to take a little longer 
to talk to your commanding officer 
about one of the most personal deci-
sions anybody could make, any family 
could make, any woman could make, 
we are going to give you a little bit of 
extra time to do that. 

Those are the three things. I bet 80 
percent of the American people support 
those things, and I guarantee you more 
than 80 percent of the American people 
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do not support the idea that we are 
going to hold up every single flag offi-
cer who is coming here for a pro-
motion, at a moment when Putin has 
invaded Ukraine and China is rattling 
their saber over their idiosyncratic 
view of how the world ought to work. 

I heard that somebody today said: 
Well, this veterans rule violates the 
Hyde amendment. 

First of all, the Hyde amendment, as 
is well known, doesn’t even apply to 
the VA. And, if it did—guess what— 
there are three exceptions to the Hyde 
amendment: rape, incest, and the 
health of the mother. 

So they are even trying to turn back 
Hyde. That is what they are trying to 
do on the floor of this Senate, and they 
are messing with the readiness of the 
American Armed Forces to do it. 

What brought us here? 
What brought us here was the Dobbs 

decision. What brought us here was a 
Court packed—packed—with a wish list 
of people who, for 50 years, have been 
fighting for an originalist—so-called 
originalist; made up, made up—but an 
originalist conception of constitutional 
law, and they finally found a guy in the 
form of President Donald Trump who 
was willing to put these people on the 
Court. 

And they gave the Court the major-
ity they needed to eviscerate Roe v. 
Wade, to strip this fundamental right, 
to strip this fundamental freedom, and 
to do it with contempt; to not wrestle 
with the question of what is going to 
happen to people serving in the Armed 
Forces of the United States if they are 
unlucky enough to need an abortion 
and they live in a State like Alabama, 
for example, where, if you are a doctor 
and you perform an abortion, you can 
go to jail for 99 years—although, ad-
mittedly, admittedly, there is an ex-
ception in Alabama for the life of the 
mother. 

This end point—I hope it is an end 
point. This end point of that 50-year 
war on freedom, war on Roe v. Wade, 
war on a set of expectations that 
women, in particular, have in this 
country, but that families have in this 
country—that war was brought to a 
conclusion, in some sense, by a major-
ity opinion written by Justice Scalia 
that, essentially—read it, read it—es-
sentially came down to this: If it 
wasn’t a right in 1868, it is not a right 
in 2023. If it wasn’t a freedom in 1868, it 
is not a freedom today. 

Forget that, at that time of the 14th 
Amendment to the Constitution, Black 
people and women didn’t even have the 
right to vote. They didn’t even have 
the right to vote. But in the 21st cen-
tury, when we are meant to compete in 
a global economy, in a society that, by 
any measure, is still profoundly un-
equal but far more equal than it was in 
those days, where women do have the 
right to vote, where Black people do 
have the right—thank God—in this 
country to vote, we are reading the 
language in 1868 and saying: Well, was 
it a right or a freedom then? That is 

how we are going to decide whether it 
is one today. 

In the early 1990s, when I was in law 
school and when we knew that it was 
at the dawn of originalism—I mean, 
that was happening right then. It was 
part of the Reagan revolution. It was 
part of law and economics. It was part 
of making the shareholder the supreme 
being in the United States of Amer-
ica—part of that whole measure, that 
whole time period in the country’s his-
tory. That is when some genius—and 
they were a genius—came up with the 
word ‘‘originalism’’ to describe a legal 
ideology that says: We are only going 
to look in the rearview mirror to figure 
out what our rights are today—as if 
they could divine the intent of the 
Founding Fathers on a question like 
abortion, who, by the way, had massive 
disagreements among themselves. 

Anybody who has ever read even a 
signpost or a tourist—you know, some 
sort of signpost on the side of Inde-
pendence Hall in Pennsylvania, in 
Philadelphia—knows how many dis-
agreements the Founders had with 
themselves. The idea that somehow 
you are going to divine their one view 
about what the Constitution should say 
is preposterous. But here we are. Here 
we are. 

And we were told when this hap-
pened: Don’t worry about it. You know, 
this is just a matter of the Supreme 
Court sending this right, sending this 
fundamental freedom—this funda-
mental freedom—back to the States. 
That is all. It is just an exercise in fed-
eralism. 

Well, since this happened, since 
Dobbs was passed, 18 States have 
banned abortion. I have one kid who is 
about the age of the pages now. Two 
others are older than the pages now. I 
am telling you, I was with my daughter 
Caroline the other day, riding through 
Colorado, looking at the billboards as 
we went by, and I said to her: Man, 
Caroline—she is now 23—if you had told 
me 20 years ago that in 2023 we would 
be living in a country that was legal-
izing marijuana and banning abortion, 
I would not have believed you. I would 
not have believed you. 

She doesn’t believe it either. 
As my friend JON TESTER, my friend 

the farmer from Montana, says, his 
daughter is having to fight for rights 
that her mother never had to fight for 
because her grandmother won these 
rights. And now we are rolling it all 
back because the Supreme Court ma-
jority that Donald Trump made pos-
sible after all these years, after all this 
effort to strip the American people of 
this freedom, has decided, if it is not a 
right in 1868, it is not a right today. 

So 18 States have banned abortion. 
Nine have no exceptions for rape or in-
cest. There have been now restrictions 
on freedom to travel. Texas famously 
has put $10,000 bounties. It is like the 
Wild West, all of a sudden, where if you 
are a friend or a neighbor who is driv-
ing somebody to access abortion serv-
ices and somebody catches you, says 

you shouldn’t have been doing it, you 
can get a $10,000 bounty. 

In Florida, in the Sunshine State—I 
think Florida is the third largest State 
in the country—one of them, the third 
largest State in the country—in broad 
daylight—actually, to be honest with 
you, it was at 11 o’clock at night—the 
Governor has now signed a 6-week ban 
on abortion. 

One in three women don’t even know 
that they are pregnant. A third of 
women don’t even know that they are 
pregnant at 6 weeks. 

I don’t know whether the Governor of 
Florida knows that or doesn’t know 
that, but it is an interesting question: 
Which would be worse, him knowing it 
or not knowing it? 

And, now, all of a sudden, 9 million 
veterans and their families, including 2 
million female veterans, live in States 
that have banned abortion or restricted 
it in ways that would have been un-
imaginable to my daughter Caroline, to 
families all over the country. 

And, as I said, in some limited way of 
dealing with it, the VA announced 
these rules. But these narrow rules 
that have to do with rape and incest 
and the life of the mother, they are not 
enough for the Senator from Alabama, 
and, this afternoon, he is forcing a vote 
to strip away the VA policy and impose 
a position on every veteran in America 
that is more extreme than his own 
State. 

Hyde doesn’t apply to the VA, and, 
even if it did, there are exceptions for 
rape, for incest, for the life of the 
mother. That is not extreme enough 
for them. His resolution would ensure 
that veterans who have been raped, 
who are victims of incest, whose life is 
at risk, can’t seek an abortion at the 
VA, along with their spouses and their 
dependents. 

Even in Alabama there is an excep-
tion for the life of the mother, and 
they have one of the most restrictive 
abortion laws in the country. 

I am going to come to an end because 
my colleague is here from Nevada. I 
have two colleagues here from Nevada. 
So I am confused. I said I am going to 
finish, but I will take a couple of min-
utes and then finish, but by saying that 
it is tragic that we have to have this 
vote in 2023. It is. 

This is a tragedy. It is a tragedy. It 
is a spectacle. It is an embarrassment. 
But at least people will have the oppor-
tunity to know where every Member of 
the Senate stands, and they are going 
to understand what a 50-year political 
effort to strip America of this freedom 
looks like. 

You know, there was a survey in a 
poll last month in Florida, and my col-
league won’t be surprised to know this: 
75 percent of Florida opposes a 6-week 
ban; 61 percent of the GOP in Florida 
opposes a 6-week ban. Let that sink in. 

I don’t know. I am not a great politi-
cian, unlike some people. But, maybe, 
that is why he was signing it at 11 
o’clock at night. Maybe that is why, 
when the Governor of Florida signed it, 
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he sent out a tweet that didn’t say he 
had signed a 6-week ban on abortion in 
Florida, because 75 percent of the peo-
ple there oppose it, just like the major-
ity of Americans. 

And so I think we should defeat this 
resolution. I think the American peo-
ple should take note of every single 
vote that is cast here by these Sen-
ators. 

But, really, as important as that, we 
need to understand what has happened 
to our politics, what has happened to 
our Supreme Court through this 50- 
year war on American freedom and this 
50-year war on a woman’s right to 
choose. 

And we need to come together as a 
country and codify a woman’s right to 
choose so the next generation of Amer-
icans has the benefit that the last 50 
years of Americans have had. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). The senior Senator from Ne-
vada. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
following Senators be permitted to 
complete their remarks prior to the 
scheduled recess: Senator ROSEN, my-
self, Senator KLOBUCHAR, and Senator 
SMITH. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The junior Senator from Nevada. 
S.J. RES. 10 

Ms. ROSEN. Madam President, since 
the Supreme Court overturned long-
standing protections for the funda-
mental right to access abortion care 
nearly a year ago, we have seen count-
less attacks on women’s reproductive 
rights from anti-choice States across 
our Nation—States that are banning 
abortions without exceptions for rape 
or incest; States that are risking the 
lives of women who have miscarried; 
and I have been doing everything I can 
to stand up and to defend a woman’s 
fundamental right to make healthcare 
choices for her own body without inter-
ference from anti-choice politicians. 

And this includes making sure we 
protect our veterans’ rights, and that 
includes the right for those veterans to 
make decisions over their own bodies. 
Our veterans and their families—you 
know, they have risked so much to pro-
tect our Nation, to protect our rights. 
And we owe it to them to defend their 
fundamental right to access reproduc-
tive care, regardless of where they live. 
They put themselves in harm’s way. 
We must protect them. 

That is why, last year, I urged the 
Department of Veterans Affairs to 
make it clear that they will provide ac-
cess to abortion care to veterans and 
their families, and I am glad they lis-
tened. But today—today—anti-choice 
Republicans in Washington want to 
overturn that decision, and they want 
to restrict our veterans’ access to re-
productive care. 

That is what today’s debate is about. 
If they get their way and they roll 
back this rule, the VA healthcare sys-

tem would no longer be allowed to pro-
vide abortion counseling or any kind of 
care to servicemembers and veterans 
and—listen to this—even in the cases 
of rape, even when the mother’s life is 
at risk. 

I am not going to let that happen. 
My State of Nevada is honored to be 

the home of hundreds of thousands of 
veterans, and we are a proud pro-choice 
State. When Nevadans sent me here to 
the Senate, they sent me here to fight 
for their rights, and that is what I will 
always do. 

So I urge my colleagues to join me in 
fighting back against this ideological 
attempt to restrict reproductive rights 
for veterans by opposing this resolu-
tion. 

For our veterans, for our women in 
Nevada, for women everywhere in the 
United States, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Nevada. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I join my colleagues today to 
continue to speak out against the far- 
right Republicans’ harmful and, frank-
ly, insulting resolution to prevent 
women veterans from accessing essen-
tial healthcare in this country. 

You know, our veterans stepped up to 
serve our country, putting their lives 
on the line to protect our freedoms and 
keep our families safe. We owe them a 
debt of gratitude. That is why I am 
working to ensure that we protect vet-
erans’ rights to essential healthcare. 

We trust these women to make crit-
ical decisions in the line of duty to pro-
tect our national security; so why 
don’t extremists on the right trust 
them to make decisions about their 
own bodies? 

The purpose of the VA is to protect 
veterans’ health and life. Since the Su-
preme Court struck down Roe v. Wade, 
my colleagues and I pushed the admin-
istration, including the VA, to take ac-
tion to protect women veterans’ access 
to abortion care across the country. At 
our urging, the VA created a rule to 
provide abortion counseling to preg-
nant veterans as well as abortion serv-
ices in the limited cases of rape, incest, 
or the life or health of the mother. 
This is critical for women veterans, es-
pecially those who live in States with 
strict abortion bans and no access to 
care in their communities. 

But we knew that after the Supreme 
Court overturned Roe v. Wade, anti- 
choice policymakers wouldn’t stop try-
ing to take away a woman’s right to 
choose. And now they are going after 
the health and well-being of women 
who have fought for our country. There 
are 550,000 women veterans who get 
their healthcare through the VA. And 
300,000 of those women veterans are at 
a point in their lives at which they 
need reproductive care. That is 300,000 
women who have sacrificed for our 
country and who, according to extrem-
ist Republicans, don’t deserve to make 
their own healthcare decisions. Some 
of these women veterans live in States 
where they can access reproductive 

care outside the VA, but over 155,000 of 
them live in States with harsh abor-
tion restrictions on the books. 

Now, I am leading legislation to en-
sure our veterans—and all women— 
maintain their right to travel to pro- 
choice States to get the care they need. 
Unfortunately, for many of these 
women, the VA is their only option for 
accessing abortion care. That is why 
the VA’s new rule is so critical to pro-
tecting veterans’ health and why ex-
tremist Republican attacks on repro-
ductive care is so dangerous. 

Women veterans put their lives on 
the line to fight for our freedom, in-
cluding control of our own bodies, our 
lives, and our futures; and now the far 
right wants to take these freedoms 
away. We cannot let that happen. We 
have to ensure that this resolution 
does not pass, because we should be 
looking out and protecting the rights 
of women across this country, not tak-
ing away their rights and freedoms. 

I yield the floor. 
Ms. SMITH. Madam President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-

ior Senator from Minnesota. 
Ms. SMITH. Madam President, I rise 

today in strong opposition to the reso-
lution before us today. This resolution 
would overturn the VA’s rule pro-
tecting veterans’ access to abortion 
counseling and care in cases of rape, in-
cest, or when the life of a woman or her 
health is in danger; and, unfortunately, 
it is just the latest attack on women’s 
freedom to make their own healthcare 
decisions without interference from 
politicians. 

Today, veterans, their spouses, and 
dependents are protected and have the 
freedom to receive essential healthcare 
in the most devastating of cir-
cumstances. 

By voting yes today, the Senate 
would take that freedom away. So let’s 
be clear about what this means. A 
‘‘yes’’ vote means you would be saying 
to women who are entrusted to protect 
our national security that they can’t 
be trusted to make their own medical 
decisions. You would be saying that 
the person who has been raped or the 
victim of incest should not have the 
freedom to get an abortion. You are 
saying, in effect, sitting in this Cham-
ber that those of you sitting in this 
Chamber should have the power to de-
cide what healthcare a veteran can re-
ceive if she faces a serious or even life- 
threatening health threat if she con-
tinues a pregnancy. 

So if you are considering a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote, I ask you, what makes you think 
that you know better? What makes you 
think that you should have the power 
over another person and their body? 

This is an insult to the dignity of 
people, to veterans, and to their fami-
lies. These are people who have given 
so much; and yet this body would de-
prive them of their right to freedom 
and self-determination, the very rights 
that they sacrificed and fought to de-
fend. 

Colleagues, I understand that people 
have differing views on abortion. And I 
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respect that. But I cannot understand 
why anyone would think that they 
should have the power to impose their 
own views on others in such extreme 
ways, because this resolution is ex-
treme. And everyone who votes for it is 
saying that when it comes to our Na-
tion’s veterans who get their 
healthcare through the VA, that there 
should be no exceptions for abortion, 
even if that veteran has been the vic-
tim of rape or incest, even when con-
tinuing the pregnancy would endanger 
the veteran’s life or health. That is not 
just extreme; that is cruel. 

Here in this Chamber, some are also 
going after current servicemembers. 
There is currently an unprecedented 
and reckless campaign in this Chamber 
to hold up the promotions of career 
military personnel in order to force the 
Department of Defense to deprive serv-
icemembers of their legal right to seek 
abortion care. 

Let that sink in. They are willing to 
compromise our national security and 
leave 187 important military leadership 
posts vacant in order to enact their 
dangerous and unpopular anti-abortion 
agenda. 

And they are not doing this because 
of what Americans want. It is the oppo-
site, in fact. According to a Pew Re-
search Center poll, over 60 percent of 
Americans say abortion should be legal 
in all or most cases. 

Before I was in the Senate, I worked 
at Planned Parenthood, and I saw 
there, firsthand, the capacity of people 
to make good decisions—moral deci-
sions—for themselves and their fami-
lies about how and when or if to start 
a family. So I ask my Republican col-
leagues to reject this extreme proposal. 
Ask yourself: Why do you think that 
you know better than these women, 
these veterans, whose lives and stories, 
whose health and family situations you 
will never know? 

And I can tell you: For women, this 
is personal. They don’t want any of us 
making these decisions about their 
bodies and their health and their fami-
lies for them. They are perfectly capa-
ble of making these decisions for them-
selves. So I urge my colleagues to 
stand with our veterans and vote to 
protect their rights after they fought 
so hard to defend ours. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS UNTIL 4 P.M. TODAY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 4 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 3:12 p.m., 
recessed until 4:01 p.m., and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Presi-
dent pro tempore. 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS RELATING TO 
‘‘REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH SERV-
ICES’’—MOTION TO PROCEED— 
Continued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MUR-

PHY). The Senator from Washington. 
S.J. RES 10 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, ever 
since Republicans succeeded in over-
turning Roe v. Wade and ripping abor-
tion rights away from millions of 
women, they have been trying to hide 
how extreme their positions on abor-
tion are and how devastating the fall-
out has been for families. 

Even as each new day brings another 
horror driven by Republican extrem-
ists, like the dystopian bill put forward 
in South Carolina which proposed the 
death penalty for women who get an 
abortion, one of my colleagues even re-
cently said that as President, he would 
‘‘literally sign the most conservative 
pro-life legislation.’’ 

Let’s not forget the terrifying law-
suit in Texas that is hanging over the 
entire country, where Republican ex-
tremists want to overrule the FDA’s 
experts, undermine its authority to re-
view and approve all manner of drugs, 
from chemotherapy to insulin, and 
take the abortion pill mifepristone 
away from patients all across the coun-
try, even in States like mine where 
abortion is still legal and even though 
we have 20 years of data showing this 
drug is safe and effective. 

Yet, when the district judge issued a 
dangerous ruling that would rip this 
drug off the shelf, 69 congressional Re-
publicans filed a brief calling for that 
ruling to go into effect and deny 
women in every single State access to 
this FDA-approved medication. The 
Supreme Court has stayed the decision 
for the time being, but this threat to 
women’s ability to get this drug is as 
real as ever, and now 147 congressional 
Republicans—many Republicans who 
are in leadership, Republicans with 
oversight authority over the FDA— 
have filed a brief opposing our efforts 
to protect access to mifepristone and 
protect the FDA’s authority. 

And this extreme lawsuit is far from 
the only dangerous anti-abortion pol-
icy some congressional Republicans are 
pushing, as is the bill we are about to 
vote on today. 

It has been incredibly infuriating for 
women to be told by Republicans that 
we are overreacting, fearmongering, 
even as we are being told by patients 
and providers about the nightmares 
they are now living in, about the im-
possible decisions they have had to 
make, and about the decisions—the 
deeply personal decisions—they have 
not been allowed to make that Repub-
lican politicians are, instead, now 
making for them. 

It strains belief that Republicans ac-
tually think victims of rape or incest 

are not being affected by their policies 
and that women whose health—whose 
very lives—are in danger are not facing 
any barriers or are being denied the 
care they need, especially when we see 
news stories reported every day show-
ing that that is not the case—stories 
that show women are being put in hor-
rific, unthinkable situations, forced to 
travel absurd distances for care after 
they are raped, forced to wait and bleed 
and get sicker and sicker before they 
can get the care they desperately need. 

But even if Republicans are ignoring 
the devastation State abortion bans 
are causing and are ignoring women 
who are speaking out every single day, 
what we are talking about today in 
this Senate is a bill congressional Re-
publicans wrote themselves. It really 
puts an end, once and for all, to some 
Republicans’ empty claims that they 
are being moderate in any way here. 
Victims of rape or women with medical 
complications are not being heard, be-
cause this bill, which Republicans 
wrote, which Republicans are coming 
to the floor advocating for, would cut 
veterans and their families off from 
care when their lives are in danger and 
would cut them off from care after rape 
or incest. 

Make no mistake, that is what this 
debate is about today. That is what 
they are voting for. In arguing for this 
bill, they are also showing they know 
full well how extreme State bans actu-
ally are. After all, they cannot pretend 
that, on the one hand, State abortion 
bans have meaningful exemptions for 
women with life-threatening complica-
tions and for people who have been 
raped, including children, while also 
arguing, on the other hand, that this 
proposal defies State laws to allow the 
VA to provide care in those heart-
breaking situations. Those arguments 
contradict each other. More impor-
tantly, those claims contradict the 
real, heartbreaking stories we are al-
ready hearing from women and doctors 
about how these bans are putting lives 
at risk. 

Extreme abortion bans are causing 
healthcare crises all across the coun-
try, along with so many personal crises 
for families in facing incredibly dif-
ficult situations, which is why the VA 
care rule that President Biden put for-
ward is so important and why the 
Democrats are standing so firm to keep 
it intact. Despite the rhetoric from my 
Republican colleagues, this rule that 
they are trying to overturn is a mean-
ingful, modest step to protect our vet-
erans. It simply allows the VA to pro-
vide abortion care to make sure that 
none of our veterans or their eligible 
dependents go without medical treat-
ment when their lives are in danger or 
are forced to stay pregnant after rape 
or incest. 

That is it. That is what Republicans 
are so upset about. They are upset that 
this administration has taken action 
to make sure women who have served 
our country in uniform can get the 
basic reproductive care they need when 
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their health is at risk or in cases of 
rape or incest. Those veterans fought 
to protect our rights, and now Repub-
licans want to roll back theirs. These 
veterans put their lives on the line for 
us, and now Republicans who support 
this resolution want to tell them that 
when their lives are in danger, tough 
luck. Politics comes first. No one—no 
one—deserves that. 

So I urge all of my colleagues to 
stand with our veterans, to stand with 
their families, and vote against this 
unthinkably cruel bill that seeks to 
force women veterans to stay pregnant 
even when their lives are at risk, even 
after rape or incest. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senators Tuberville and 
Schumer be permitted to complete 
their remarks prior to the rollcall vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I 

am proud to have come from a military 
family. Our veterans are some of the 
best people in this country. Because of 
that, I am grateful to serve on the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. Giving back 
to our veterans has been a passion my 
whole life. Our men and women in uni-
form deserve the best medical care 
available. I am grateful for every 
healthcare provider that works for and 
with our veterans. 

The mission of the VA is taken from 
Abraham Lincoln’s second inaugural 
address. Lincoln pledged our country 
to ‘‘care for him who shall have borne 
the battle.’’ That is what the VA is 
supposed to be about. But today, under 
the Biden administration, we see the 
VA increasingly—increasingly—getting 
distracted from that very important 
mission. The Biden administration in-
creasingly has the VA involved in poli-
tics. 

Last year, the VA announced they 
would begin providing taxpayer-funded 
abortions—last year. This is something 
the VA has never, ever done. Let me re-
peat that. The VA has never done abor-
tions. In fact, the VA has been prohib-
ited by this body from performing 
abortions at its facilities for more than 
30 years. 

The 102nd Congress—1991 to 1992— 
made taxpayer-funded abortions at VA 
facilities illegal. Let me repeat that. 
Thirty years ago, this body made tax-
payer-funded abortions illegal. It is a 
law. They did this with the bipartisan 
Veterans Healthcare Act of 1992. The 
last I heard, that is a Federal law, 
passed by this body, which, for some 
reason, we don’t want to do anymore. 
We want the executive branch to be 
able to do it on their own, and that is 
wrong. We need to do our job. 

This, today, is not about abortions. It 
is about taxpayers paying for abortions 
that they don’t have to pay for because 
of a law that was presented and passed 
in this Chamber in 1992. The bill was 
introduced in the House and the Senate 
by whom? None other than the Demo-

crats. The Senate passed it unani-
mously. This includes a Senator by the 
name of Joe Biden. 

Now President Biden is breaking the 
law that he voted for. How do you do 
that? This is a direct violation of Fed-
eral law. The Biden administration 
even wants taxpayers on the hook for 
abortions for veterans’ dependents. 
That has never happened. So we are 
changing the law at 1600 Pennsylvania 
Avenue and not in here, where we are 
supposed to do our job. It has got noth-
ing to do with the VA’s mission. 

The VA won’t even tell Congress if 
they are placing restrictions on abor-
tions. When are they doing it—at 5 
months? 3 months? 2 months? after the 
baby is born? We can’t get any infor-
mation out of them. They just write 
the laws themselves. The VA has re-
fused to cooperate with Congress 
throughout this whole process. And 
that is what this is all about. For all 
we know, a taxpayer-funded abortion 
can be at any time, at their choosing. 

This new policy also includes very 
limited moral protections for VA med-
ical staff. This, too, is unheard of in 
our laws and our traditions. We have 
had moral protections on the books for 
decades. It was James Madison who 
said that a man has a right to his prop-
erty, and ‘‘Conscience is the most sa-
cred property of all.’’ This was the atti-
tude of our Founders. Frankly, the 
Founders would be shocked by what is 
happening in this Chamber today. 

Frankly, the Biden administration is 
violating the consciences of the tax-
payers as we speak by putting pressure 
on the taxpayers to have to defend and 
go after this. Taxpayers shouldn’t be 
forced to pay for abortions, especially 
not when this was done without any-
body’s taking a vote in this building, 
especially when Congress voted to 
make it illegal 30 years ago. It is ille-
gal and it is wrong. 

In just a few moments, the Senate 
has a chance to do something about it. 
We are going to vote on a bipartisan 
basis to overturn this rule. If Demo-
crats want taxpayer-funded abortions 
within the VA healthcare system, let’s 
vote on it. That is what we are elected 
to do, not lean on a President and the 
White House to say this is what we are 
going to do. That ain’t the way we do 
it in this building. If we are going to do 
it that way, let’s lock the door and go 
home and save the taxpayers a lot of 
money. 

Again, this is not about abortion; 
this is about doing it the wrong way. 
Let’s pass the bill. Let’s change the 
law. Let’s don’t break the law in here. 

I would like to thank the dozens of 
Senators supporting my resolution. I 
would also like to thank Senator 
MANCHIN and Senator MARSHALL for 
standing with me earlier today at a 
press conference to explain the facts to 
the taxpayers and the citizens of this 
country. 

It is very simple: Any Senator who 
votes against this resolution is voting 
for taxpayer-funded abortion with no 

guardrails or protection for any med-
ical staff or nurses. 

Voting no on this resolution means 
voting to give away even more power 
from Congress to the executive branch, 
and that is really all we need around 
here. 

Right now, the VA is spending money 
we have never voted to spend. Anyone 
who believes in the appropriations 
process, let’s oppose this rule and sup-
port this resolution. 

Voting no would mean letting the ad-
ministration spend money without the 
consent of the people in this room, and 
that is what we are elected to do. Vot-
ing no means a big stamp of approval 
for a blatantly illegal regulation. Vot-
ing against the resolution also means 
turning the VA into a taxpayer-funded 
abortion clinic. 

The VA should be focused on their 
mission. Lord knows, we have got 20 
veterans a day dying of suicide. Why 
don’t we focus on helping the veterans 
who have been fighting in wars, these 
last 20-year wars that we have been 
funding. Let’s keep politics out of the 
VA. These people have had enough poli-
tics in their lives. Let’s stay focused on 
their mission to ‘‘care for him who 
shall have borne the battle,’’ as spoken 
by President Abraham Lincoln. 

I yield the floor. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr President, I 

rise in opposition to S.J. Res. 10 to roll 
back protections for veterans and their 
family members who are seeking to ac-
cess basic reproductive healthcare. I 
would like to thank Senator MURRAY, 
Senator BALDWIN, and Senator 
DUCKWORTH for their leadership in 
standing against this resolution. 

Almost 10 months ago, the Supreme 
Court issued a ruling overruling nearly 
five decades of precedent protecting a 
woman’s right to make her own 
healthcare decisions. Now, women are 
at the mercy of a patchwork of State 
laws governing their ability to access 
reproductive care, leaving them with 
fewer rights than their moms and 
grandmas. 

S.J. Res. 10 is yet another attempt to 
roll back women’s access to care. It 
would overturn a decision by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to allow 
veterans and their family members to 
access basic healthcare. Currently, the 
rule allows Veterans Affairs doctors to 
provide counseling and care to women 
veterans and beneficiaries covered by 
Veterans Affairs insurance, as well as 
abortion care in the case of rape, in-
cest, or when the life or health of the 
women is at risk. The rule is limited, 
and the Department has said that Vet-
erans Affairs doctors, nurses, or 
healthcare professionals can opt out of 
providing abortion care. 

Women across the country are al-
ready facing so much uncertainty be-
cause of the Supreme Court’s decision 
in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health 
Organization. This resolution threat-
ens the lives and health of women vet-
erans who risked their lives for our 
country. Today, we are standing up for 
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them by making it clear that we will 
not settle for a reality where they can-
not access basic care. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, when 
the health and safety of our country is 
at risk, it is up to veterans to step up 
to protect us. They risk their lives for 
us. They are always there for us. But 
today Senator TUBERVILLE from Ala-
bama is pushing legislation that would 
take away reproductive care for hun-
dreds of thousands of veterans and 
their families. That is right. The hard 
right is telling our veterans they 
should be treated as second-class citi-
zens, our women veterans. 

It is the kind of extreme proposal 
millions of Americans strongly oppose 
and one which, if it is passed, would 
gravely harm women’s health. There 
are over 150,000 women veterans. They 
risk their lives for us. Now we must 
protect them. 

The more Americans reject MAGA 
extremism, the more MAGA Repub-
licans seem to double down, and this 
bill is a perfect example. That is the 
MAGA right in a nutshell: Eliminate 
women’s choice at all costs, even at the 
cost of our national defense. Again, the 
MAGA right says: Eliminate women’s 
choice at all costs, even at the cost of 
national defense. 

Here is the bottom line: Our veterans 
dedicated their lives to our freedom so 
we should protect their freedom of 
choice, plain and simple. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that the vote in relation to the 
Scott of Florida amendment No. 81 
occur following the vote on the motion 
to proceed to S.J. Res. 10; further, I ask 
that the Senate vote at 11:15 a.m. to-
morrow in relation to amendment Nos. 
85 and 83; and the Senate vote on pas-
sage of S. 870, as amended, if amended, 
at 1:45 p.m., with all provisions under 
the previous order remaining in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor, and 

I strongly urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this 
CRA, this awful CRA. 

VOTE ON MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion 
to proceed to S.J. Res. 10. 

Mr. COTTON. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 51, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 90 Leg.] 

YEAS—48 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Manchin 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 

Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—51 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Feinstein 

The motion was rejected. 
(Mr. SCHATZ assumed the Chair.) 

f 

FIRE GRANTS AND SAFETY ACT— 
Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). The Senator from Florida. 

AMENDMENT NO. 81 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. I call up my 
amendment No. 81 and ask that it be 
reported by number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment by 
number. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. SCOTT] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 81. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To use unspent COVID–19 relief 

funds to offset the costs of grants) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. TRANSFER OF UNOBLIGATED COVID 

FUNDS. 
(a) COVERED FUNDS.—The term ‘‘covered 

funds’’ means amounts made available 
under— 

(1) the Coronavirus Relief Fund established 
under section 601 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 801); and 

(2) the Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 
Recovery Fund programs established under 
section 602 or 603 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 802, 803). 

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF FUNDS TO TRANS-
FER.—Not later than 30 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 

Treasury shall identify unobligated covered 
funds, which shall be transferred to the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Fire Ad-
ministration under subsection (c). 

(c) TRANSFER.—Effective on the date that 
is 60 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the unobligated covered funds identified 
by the Secretary of the Treasury under sub-
section (b) shall be transferred to and 
merged with other amounts made available 
to the Administrator of the United States 
Fire Administration to carry out section 
17(g)(1)(N) of the Federal Fire Prevention 
and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 
2216(g)(1)(N)). 

(d) AVAILABILITY AND USE.—Amounts 
transferred under subsection (c) shall remain 
available until expended. 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Madam Presi-
dent, we must do more to support fire-
fighters, which—I support this bill. 
However, as we all know, we are in a 
very tough financial situation. Fami-
lies are struggling. We are over $31 tril-
lion in debt. 

I have a very simple amendment. It 
would transfer all remaining unobli-
gated State and local COVID funds to 
offset a portion of the cost of the Fire 
Grants and Safety Act. 

I urge all my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, the 
funds this amendment targets have al-
ready been obligated to States to help 
communities continue recovering from 
the COVID–19 pandemic. In addition, at 
the end of last year, the Senate unani-
mously passed legislation led by Sen-
ators CORNYN and PADILLA that also al-
lows States and localities to use these 
funds to respond to natural disasters 
and fund infrastructure and commu-
nity development projects. Under this 
amendment, this funding would be re-
directed to the U.S. Fire Administra-
tion—an account that should be con-
sistently funded through the annual 
appropriations process. 

Firefighters deserve steady, dedi-
cated funding for their programs. Re-
distributing this funding could weaken 
our Nation’s ability to continue re-
sponding to and recovering from the 
COVID–19 pandemic and would pull 
funds from a program that is sup-
porting our communities, families, and 
small businesses in important ways. 

Firefighters and the communities 
they protect are counting on us to re-
authorize these programs to help them 
get the safety equipment and the train-
ing they need in order to do their job. 
We should not have to choose between 
supporting our Nation’s recovery and 
investing in our communities and help-
ing our Nation’s firefighters. 

I would urge my colleagues to oppose 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Madam Presi-
dent, I appreciate what my colleague 
has said. Let’s remember that Presi-
dent Biden declared the COVID emer-
gency over. These are unobligated dol-
lars. We do have $31.5 trillion in debt. I 
think the right thing to do is pass this 
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bill with this amendment to support 
our firefighters. 

I urge my colleagues to all vote for 
this amendment. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 81 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

Mr. SCHATZ. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) and the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Alabama (Mrs. BRITT) and 
the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. COT-
TON). 

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 49, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 91 Leg.] 
YEAS—47 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 

Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—49 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Britt 
Cotton 

Feinstein 
Whitehouse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 47, the nays are 49. 

Under the previous order requiring 60 
votes for the adoption of this amend-
ment, the amendment is not agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 81) was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Indiana. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1101 

Mr. BRAUN. Madam President, I 
come here this evening because I have 
got a problem, and the problem is the 
IRS. It has a bad track record. They 
often fail to be good stewards of tax-
payer money and to protect highly sen-
sitive information as well. They don’t 
do a good job at that. 

Despite this, Congress and President 
Biden recently gave the IRS $80 billion 
in new funding—$80 billion—most of 
which we had to borrow, probably. 

Last week, the IRS released a 150- 
page document outlining how it will 
spend $80 billion in new funding. The 
report is very vague about how that 
will be done. ‘‘Enforcement activi-
ties’’—I would love more specifics. 

The IRS has a history of being 
weaponized against conservative orga-
nizations and for hassling hard-work-
ing taxpayers and small business own-
ers with audits. I don’t know that the 
wealthy are going to be held to ac-
count. They have got their lawyers, 
and they fight this stuff off routinely. 
I am worried that it is going to hit 
middle America. With this huge fund-
ing boost, these problems, I think, will 
only grow. 

It is unacceptable to treat American 
taxpayers this way. The IRS does not 
need more power. It needs to be re-
formed to ensure that it serves the best 
interests of all Americans. 

I have got a solution: Simplify, don’t 
amplify, the IRS. And let’s just put 
‘‘act’’ right after that. 

Last Congress, I introduced a bill 
with several IRS reforms to hold the 
Agency accountable and protect tax-
payers. The Simplify, Don’t Amplify 
the IRS Act would stop the Biden ad-
ministration from continuing to grow 
the power of the IRS. 

This bill would stop attempts to tar-
get Americans and small businesses by 
snooping in their bank accounts, credit 
union accounts, Venmo, PayPal, and 
Cash App. 

The bill would also repeal the Demo-
crat ban on cutting State taxes, hold 
IRS employees accountable when they 
release private taxpayer information, 
and ensure that the IRS spends its 
time helping taxpayers rather than on 
unofficial union activity. 

We can debate how much money the 
IRS needs to do its job, but we also 
need commonsense policies like the 
Simplify, Don’t Amplify the IRS Act. 
This bill would immediately add value 
to the American taxpayer and help re-
store faith to a dysfunctional govern-
ment Agency that affects every Amer-
ican. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Finance be discharged from further 
consideration of S. 1101 and that the 
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration. I further ask that the bill 
be considered read a third time and 
passed and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
OSSOFF). Is there objection? 

Mr. WYDEN. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President and col-
leagues, there are ideas in Senator 
BRAUN’s bill that Democrats and Re-
publicans definitely could work to-

gether on, and I have always enjoyed 
working with Senator BRAUN. Unfortu-
nately, there are two ideas in this pro-
posal that are showstoppers. The first, 
in effect, deals with rigging America’s 
tax system, and the second issue deals 
with rigging our political system. 

As far as I am concerned, the tax 
laws on the books already make it too 
easy for the very wealthy, multi-
national corporations, and the politi-
cally powerful to avoid paying taxes al-
ready. To a great extent, those people 
can pretty much pay what they want, 
when they want to. And, unfortu-
nately, the bill that Senator BRAUN has 
brought forward would rig this system 
even more. 

Democrats, in the inflation reduction 
legislation, put a focus on coming down 
hard on tax cheating by the 
ultrawealthy. Republican budget cuts 
in the past have made it far too easy 
for the wealthy and the multinational 
corporations to get away with cheating 
on their taxes. So, in late 2022, Demo-
crats said ‘‘enough already’’ and put 
special protections in place to ensure 
that the IRS would focus on cheating 
at the top, not on people earning under 
$400,000. 

The way this proposal busts open a 
huge new tax loophole is it would, in 
effect, redefine what counts as income 
when it comes to deciding who gets au-
dited, and it would encourage billion-
aires to disguise their wealth. The bill 
would give billionaires like Jeff Bezos, 
who, allegedly, reported less than 
$100,000 of adjusted gross income, a free 
pass. It would be a loophole. 

The tax part of this would encourage 
tax cheating and be a huge gift to these 
scofflaw billionaires who are ripping 
off working Americans who do the 
right thing and follow the law. 

The second aspect of this proposal 
that, regrettably, I have to oppose is 
that this proposal would lock in a 
Trump policy that opens the floodgates 
to more dark money influencing our 
elections and our laws. It codifies, in 
black letter law, rules to make it easi-
er for illegal donations and foreign ac-
tors to intervene in our elections unde-
tected, encouraging illegal campaign 
activity, and inviting Russia and China 
to undermine our democratic process. 

I have just gone through seven open- 
to-all townhall meetings in counties in 
my State, in areas that were pretty 
darn red, and I don’t recall anybody 
ever telling me they wanted to get hit 
with more nasty, shadowy political 
ads. 

So, for those reasons, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-

jection is heard. 
The Senator from Illinois. 
(The remarks of Mr. DURBIN per-

taining to the introduction of S. 1199 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. DURBIN. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 164 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent that the Senate proceed 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:54 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19AP6.048 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1240 April 19, 2023 
to the consideration of S. Res. 164, 
which is at the desk; further, that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
be agreed to, and that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 
discussed the matter which Senator 
LEE brings to the floor for consider-
ation, and I thank him for accommo-
dating me by allowing me to object at 
the beginning rather than at the end of 
his remarks. And I will say that it re-
lates to a commemorative resolution 
which he wanted to offer. I came to 
learn as chairman of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee that we have rules and 
standards by which we allow these 
commemorative resolutions to be con-
sidered. 

I have given Senator LEE a copy of 
that policy—the committee policy— 
and I would like to ask unanimous con-
sent that I be allowed to have it print-
ed in the RECORD at this point. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

COMMITTEE POLICY FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
COMMEMORATIVE MEASURES 

The following conditions shall govern the 
consideration of holiday and commemorative 
legislation by the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

1. The measure must be bipartisan. At 
least one Republican and one Democrat must 
support the measure. 

A. If the measure is specific to a particular 
state, the bipartisan requirement may be 
waived—provided that both home state Sen-
ators support the measure. 

2. No measure may commemorate: 
A. A commercial enterprise, industry, spe-

cific product, or fraternal, political business, 
labor or sectarian organization; 

B. A particular state or any political sub-
division thereof, city, town, county, school 
or institution of higher learning, except for 
the purpose of recognizing a significant anni-
versary or achievement; or 

C. A living person. 
3. Committee policy and committee juris-

diction will not ordinarily be waived. 
4. Committee policy will provide for an an-

nual commemoration, in each of two years, 
provided: 

A. Such proposal is introduced during the 
first session of a congress; 

B. A substantially similar proposal has 
been passed by the Senate with respect to 
each of the four years immediately preceding 
the first year of the proposed commemora-
tion; 

C. The commemorative periods proposed 
would occur during the Congress in which 
the resolution is introduced. 

5. No measure may direct or otherwise re-
quest or encourage the President of the 
United States to take action with respect to 
the holiday or commemoration. 

6. Written committee reports will not be 
filed regarding this type of legislation. 

7. The committee will not consider re-
quests to waive any of the above require-
ments unless two-thirds of the members indi-
cate a desire to do so. 

Mr. DURBIN. Let me say further, he, 
as I understand it, is going to be trying 
to offer, despite my objection, a resolu-
tion commemorating the 50th anniver-
sary of the Heritage Foundation. 

The fact that I am applying the Com-
mittee Rules is no reflection on that 
organization whatsoever. But I do want 
to make it clear that under those rules, 
I have to object at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, for half a 

century, the Heritage Foundation has 
worked to build a United States where 
freedom, opportunity, prosperity, and 
civil society flourish. Their unwavering 
commitment to our Nation’s core prin-
ciples has been a guiding light for gen-
erations, and we owe them our deepest 
gratitude. 

In 1972, the Heritage Foundation was 
conceived by Dr. Edwin J. Feulner and 
Paul Weyrich to deliver timely and 
persuasive research to Congress with 
facts, with data, and sound arguments 
on behalf of principles that promote 
freedom, opportunity, and prosperity 
for all Americans. 

On February 16, 1973, the Heritage 
Foundation opened its doors for the 
first time and quickly grew to become 
one of the most influential and most 
broadly supported think tanks in the 
United States. 

Over the past 50 years, the Heritage 
Foundation has played a critical role 
in many great legislative successes of 
our great country. They published the 
‘‘Mandate for Leadership’’ in 1981, 
which served as a ‘‘policy bible’’ for 
President Ronald Reagan in his admin-
istration. 

In 1982, the Heritage Foundation pub-
lished the first comprehensive study 
outlining a missile defense system to 
defend the United States from nuclear 
missile attacks. Six months later, 
President Reagan made his historic 
speech calling for a strategic defense 
initiative to protect the United States. 

Research by the Heritage Foundation 
formed the basis for welfare reform in 
the 1990s, resulting in more than 5 mil-
lion people in the United States leav-
ing welfare, finding work, and, ulti-
mately, reducing African-American 
child poverty to historic lows. 

The Heritage Foundation under-
stands that the people of the United 
States are best served by a government 
that understands, honors, and respects 
self-governance. They have been a 
voice of reason and an advocate for our 
shared American values, reminding us 
of the power of individual liberty and 
the importance of limited government. 
Their dedication to promoting a soci-
ety based on these ideals has helped 
shape the course of our Nation, and we 
are all better off for it. 

As we look back on the past 50 years, 
we should remember the incredible im-
pact of the Heritage Foundation on our 
Nation. Their legacy is one of service, 
and we are grateful for their unfailing 
commitment to our country. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
resolution recognizing the important 
contributions at the Heritage Founda-
tion to American life over the past 50 
years and acknowledging their central 
role in shaping our Nation’s policies 
and values. 

As we move forward, the challenges 
facing our country continue to grow. 
We need the Heritage Foundation now 
more than ever. Their expertise, re-
search, and dedication to our shared 
values are crucial. They will continue 
to be a force for good in the years to 
come, and I am proud to stand with 
them to support a better, brighter, and 
more prosperous future for all Ameri-
cans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, moments 
ago, when I asked to pass this resolu-
tion honoring the Heritage Foundation 
by unanimous consent, moments before 
I made that motion, I was informed of 
this policy, a policy that I have never 
seen. After more than 12 years in the 
Senate, I haven’t seen this policy. 

It is a policy within the Judiciary 
Committee—not a rule but a policy— 
but a policy that is seldom employed. I 
have never seen it invoked. There are a 
couple of requirements in it. One is 
that a commemorative resolution, in 
order to be approved for clearance for 
passage by unanimous consent on the 
floor with the approval of the com-
mittee, would need to be bipartisan. 

I want to be clear that while this was 
not bipartisan, I invited Democrats to 
join in this. I genuinely think they 
should be willing to join it in the same 
sense that I would be willing to join 
them in something honoring Brookings 
or some other think tank. This group 
has done good work, and there is noth-
ing in the resolution that commits 
them to substantively embracing every 
policy recommendation in the Heritage 
Foundation’s past. 

So that one should be easily satisfi-
able. I hope to get to that point at 
some point. It is unfortunate that we 
can’t get this passed today, but I would 
love to be able to do that. 

The other one is that no measure 
may commemorate any entity that is 
political. Heritage Foundation is a 
501(c)(3), and it is a charitable non-
profit entity. It is not political, and it 
also can’t commemorate a living per-
son. This is there to commemorate an 
institution, a foundation—not an indi-
vidual. 

So even though I wasn’t aware of this 
policy until today, I think there is no 
strong reason why this should stop us 
from doing this. In any event, I hope 
we can get this passed, if not today, 
then on some other day soon. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:54 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19AP6.052 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1241 April 19, 2023 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
ABORTION 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, taxpayers 
should not be forced to fund the taking 
of unborn life. That is why I voted in 
favor of Senator TUBERVILLE’s resolu-
tion to overturn the Biden administra-
tion’s rule that allows the VA to per-
form abortions up until birth. Using 
taxpayer-funded VA facilities to per-
form abortions is a clear violation of 
Federal and State law, and it is a clear 
abuse of Executive power. 

The American people may have dif-
ferent views on abortion, but the ma-
jority of Americans agree: Their hard- 
earned tax dollars should not be used 
to pay for it. 

All told, the VA admitted that this 
rule will allow at least 1,000 taxpayer- 
funded abortions each and every year. 
That is unacceptable, and that is why 
this rule must be overturned. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. HAS-

SAN). The Senator from Texas. 
TRIBUTE TO JASON FULLER 

Mr. CRUZ. Madam President, I rise 
today to give tribute to a great Amer-
ican, a great Texan, a great friend, and 
a 24-year veteran of this institution 
who has dedicated his career to serving 
the needs of his fellow citizens. His 
name is Jason Fuller, and he has 
served as my regional director in the 
southeastern part of Texas, including 
my home city of Houston, for the last 
5 years. He is now retiring and moving 
on to the private sector. 

Jason is a native Texan. Born in Cor-
pus Christi, he graduated from the Uni-
versity of Houston, where he served as 
student body president. He is a proud 
Houston Cougar. 

Jason started working in the Senate 
in late 1994, after working on my prede-
cessor Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison’s 
1994 campaign for a full term in the 
Senate. At the time, Jason said he was 
only going to come to DC for 2 years, 
work for Senator Hutchison, and move 
on. He ended up working in the Senate 
for 19 years. During that time, he 
served as Senator Hutchison’s personal 
aide, until 1997, when he moved back 
home to Texas and worked for her re-
gional office in Houston. He eventually 
became regional director and served in 
that role until Senator Hutchison left 
office in 2013. 

In 2018, Jason heard the call to once 
again serve his fellow Texans, so he 
came on board as my regional director 
of southeastern Texas. His region 
stretches from the Texas-Louisiana 
border down south towards Victoria 
and all the way to the upper Texas gulf 
coast. 

Jason hates to be on the sidelines, 
and he is always eager to help others in 
a crisis. When Hurricane Katrina hap-
pened and everything was chaos, Jason 
had 12 people, 6 dogs, and 3 cats 
squeezed into his downtown residence. 
He helped out in the shelters in the 
aftermath of Hurricane Harvey. When 
the Santa Fe shooting horrifically hap-

pened in May of 2018, Jason was there 
to lend a helping hand to the victims 
and their families, as well as to law en-
forcement. Many of those people be-
came his personal friends. 

When Jason is not helping his fellow 
Texans, he likes to travel to some of 
the most exotic and hard-to-get-to 
places on the planet. When Jason is 
getting ready for a trip, he spins the 
globe and sees where his finger lands. 
He has been to Iraq, China, Russia— 
anywhere that is going to give my 
State director and national security 
advisor heartburn. 

He has often helped people in stress-
ful situations, navigating the leviathan 
of Big Government on behalf of fellow 
Texans in their time of need. He has 
taken the time to connect with them 
personally and to listen as a friend lis-
tens. 

In the coming days, Jason will start 
his new job in the private sector. We 
will miss him greatly, but we wish him 
well. The Senate, the people of Texas, 
and the thousands of people and fami-
lies he has helped over the course of 24 
years of service will miss him too. 

Thank you, Jason, for your hard 
work, your determination, your pas-
sion, and your patriotism. God bless 
you. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I am, 
in a moment, going to ask unanimous 
consent that we proceed to confirm a 
nominee. 

Stephanie Sullivan has been nomi-
nated to be U.S. Ambassador to the Af-
rican Union. She was nominated June 
15, 2022, for a position now vacant since 
January of this year. 

Let me briefly say why this is impor-
tant. 

The African Union is the entity most 
likely to successfully negotiate peace 
in Sudan, a country now roiled by do-
mestic violence, by a war between one 
faction of its military and another, and 
thousands of Americans are at risk. 

I think it is crucially important to 
fill all of our vacant ambassadorial po-
sitions, but this one is particularly 
critical because of the role the AU can 
and should play in resolving this con-
flict. But we lack an ambassador in 
this vital continent-wide organization. 

I will go on at some greater length 
about the qualifications and the back-
ground of this talented career Foreign 
Service officer who has been an ambas-
sador twice before in Africa. But I will 
also say that statements that she has 
made in her role as an ambassador re-
flect the policy of the administration 

at the time, not her personal pref-
erences or values. She is a talented rep-
resentative of the United States, as a 
diplomat, whose actions and state-
ments reflect the administrations she 
has served. 

With that, I ask unanimous consent, 
as if in executive session, that the Sen-
ate consider Calendar No. 68, Stephanie 
Sanders Sullivan, to be Representative 
of the United States to the African 
Union, and that the Senate vote on the 
nomination without any intervening 
action or debate; that, if confirmed, 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. VANCE. Madam President, re-

serving the right to object, I want to 
talk about a few things here and why I 
am objecting to this nomination and 
why I would not vote for it if and when 
it comes before the full Senate. 

First is a question of competence. 
This is an ambassador—Ambassador 
Sullivan—who went to Ghana and said 
on local television that she was proud 
of the fact that she had failed her For-
eign Service exam twice. 

It is hard to imagine a Chinese leader 
going to a country where they were 
trying to develop diplomatic relation-
ships and bragging about failing any 
type of Foreign Service exam. 

I don’t know where this idea that we 
should celebrate failing the Foreign 
Service exam amongst our diplomatic 
corps comes from, but it doesn’t make 
us look good, and it doesn’t help Am-
bassador Sullivan in her duties. 

Now, a second problem, the last time 
we sent Ambassador Sullivan to a sen-
ior job in Africa, her successor spent 
the following couple of months apolo-
gizing for and cleaning up for the job 
that she had done. In particular, she 
did so much to push a very, very divi-
sive set of ideas in an American polit-
ical context on a foreign country that 
had nothing to do with our national in-
terests. 

In particular, she seems particularly 
fond of the most leftwing versions of 
transgender ideology. Now, let me just 
address this particular issue. 

I have my views on the transgender 
ideology question. In particular, I real-
ly worry that we are going too far, too 
fast not in support of the evidence, pre-
scribing treatments and surgeries and 
hormonal therapies that could damage 
children for years. I think we need to 
be patient with this, and we need to 
follow the science. 

This is why, by the way, most of our 
European allies—Sweden, for example, 
a country hailed as a great example of 
good healthcare, 10 years ago, by many 
Democrats in this Chamber, is going in 
the opposite direction of where we are 
going on the transgender ideology 
question. 

Now, that said, I can accept that 
many people disagree with me. But 
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that disagreement in an American po-
litical context has no place for the dip-
lomatic corps of our country. We 
should not be taking something that a 
majority of Americans disagree on and 
try to force it down the throat of an-
other country. And the fact that we en-
gage in this cultural imperialism is one 
of the biggest threats to American na-
tional security in the world today. 

Now, let’s talk about this cultural 
imperialism, the fact that it is unsup-
ported and the fact that it is not good 
for our country. 

We haven’t had a real debate in this 
body. We have not had a sufficient con-
versation about whether we want to 
support certain ideological preferences 
in our diplomatic corps. 

Why, for example, do we have a lib-
eral White woman going to Africa and 
telling them that they are not civilized 
enough when it comes to issues of 
transgender ideology? 

Why do we have a diplomatic corps 
that is taking a hotly contested issue 
in an American political context and 
demanding that African nations follow 
the lead of the far left instead of doing 
what they think that they should do? 

Now, there are going to be people 
who say that there are all manner of 
atrocities that happen in Africa when 
it comes to sexual issues, when it 
comes to gender minorities, and so 
forth, and, of course, we think that is 
terrible, and we don’t want that to hap-
pen. But she has gone so much further 
than that in placing a very particular 
set of ideas at the forefront of our di-
plomacy. 

Let me just leave this body with one 
final thought. Look at the demo-
graphics of the people who have fought 
and died in American wars over the 
last generation. Many Democrats, of 
course, have done so, and we honor 
their service and we honor the sacrifice 
of themselves and their families. But a 
disproportionate share, especially of 
the enlisted troops, who are at the 
forefront of American power—the 
threat of military action and, some-
times, the reality of military action is 
what gives the State Department so 
much power in the first place—the 
knowledge that, if you don’t follow 
America’s lead, you can sometimes 
have military and security con-
sequences because of it. 

Do we think that the thousands of 
Americans who have died in America’s 
wars in the last 20 or so years died so 
that the trans flag would fly over the 
nation of Ghana or any other African 
nation? 

And why is it the policy of this gov-
ernment, again, to take a controversial 
topic in the context of an American po-
litical debate and force it down the 
throats of somebody else? 

This is damaging our national secu-
rity. Larry Summers, an Obama ad-
ministration economist, a guy well re-
spected on the left side of the aisle, 
said, talking to some of his friends who 
work in development in Africa, that 
when the Chinese come, they bring—let 

me get the exact quote here because I 
don’t want to mess it up: 

What we get from China is an airport. 
What we get from the United States is a lec-
ture. 

That is Larry Summers quoting 
somebody who does economic develop-
ment in troubled regions of the world. 
Why—— 

Mr. COONS. Madam President, would 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANCE. Can I finish the point, 
Senator COONS? 

Mr. COONS. Go ahead. 
Mr. VANCE. Here is what I would say 

here. The final point that I will make 
is, we have built a foreign policy of 
hectoring and moralizing and lecturing 
countries that don’t want anything to 
do with this. 

The Chinese have a foreign policy of 
building roads and bridges and feeding 
poor people, and I think that we should 
pursue a foreign policy, a diplomacy, of 
respect and a foreign policy that is not 
rooted in moralizing; it is rooted in the 
national interests of this country. Be-
cause Ambassador Sullivan is at the 
lead of moralizing instead of pursuing 
America’s national interests, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. COONS. At, apparently, another 

time, I look forward to having the op-
portunity to hearing some substan-
tiation of the wild charges just made 
by my colleague from Ohio. 

I did as much research as I could be-
fore appearing in what I had under-
stood, mistakenly, to be the foundation 
of his objection. Now I look forward to 
figuring out how this nominee to serve 
again as an ambassador is an advocate 
of far-left gender therapies of some 
kind. 

Let me make two simple points, if I 
can, in response to the comments I just 
heard on the floor. As someone who 
chairs the Senate Appropriations sub-
committee that funds our development 
efforts around the world, and particu-
larly in Africa, and as someone who 
was just in five different countries 
across the continent, to characterize 
China’s engagement with Africa as one 
that promotes development in a posi-
tive way that is respectful and uplift-
ing, and our engagement as simply 
‘‘hectoring,’’ badly misses decades of 
the United States’ being the No. 1 sup-
porter of public health across the con-
tinent. 

We are just now celebrating the 20th 
anniversary of President Bush’s signa-
ture initiative, PEPFAR, which has 
saved 25 million lives. The Chinese do 
not invest in public health anything 
like the scale and scope the United 
States does. The Chinese, it is true, 
don’t ask questions about the suppres-
sion of minorities, about the mistreat-
ment of journalists, about the closing 
of political space, about domestic re-
pression, and the United States does. 
So, if that is to be characterized as 
hectoring, then I would be glad to 
stand up for hectoring. 

We do challenge autocrats across the 
continent of Africa, and we do stand up 
for democracy. We also invest signifi-
cantly in human development at a time 
when China invests principally in air-
ports and soccer stadiums and high-
ways. 

So I would be happy to have a debate 
at any time that my colleague from 
Ohio chooses to stay long enough to 
have the discussion about the founda-
tions of our engagement in the devel-
oping world. 

I also, frankly, take exception to his 
characterization of a talented, long- 
serving member of the Foreign Service 
who represented us as a confirmed am-
bassador in both Ghana and the Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo. 

Let me make the core point that I in-
tended to make earlier, but in order to 
accommodate my colleague’s need to 
be interviewed on television, I cut my 
comments short. 

In Sudan today, a newly emerged war 
is raging between two militaries. Thou-
sands of people are at risk. In par-
ticular, Americans are at risk. It is the 
African Union—a continent-wide orga-
nization headquartered in Addis, in 
Ethiopia’s capital—that could and 
should be the entity that leads to peace 
in Sudan. To not have a confirmed am-
bassador is to weaken our ability to en-
gage with the AU and to engage with 
the leaders of these two military fac-
tions in Sudan. 

For too much of the 2 years of the 
Biden administration, we have strug-
gled to get confirmations here on the 
floor of the Senate of talented nomi-
nees. We have worked closely together 
to make sure that we have overcome 
some of the holds and some of the 
blocks to nominees in the past. I am 
disappointed and frustrated by the spu-
rious argument by my colleague as to 
why he is standing in the way of this 
particularly capable, seasoned, and ex-
perienced member of our Foreign Serv-
ice. 

I had imagined, based on previous 
statements made by my colleague, that 
he might be objecting to something she 
said on the occasion of George Floyd’s 
murder, and I came to the floor today 
with significant, detailed content from 
the previous administration, making it 
clear that she wasn’t acting simply on 
her own, that she wasn’t acting on 
some leftist agenda, but that she was 
acting in response to the direction 
from both the Africa Bureau and the 
Deputy Secretary of State. 

I had thought he might also be ref-
erencing a posting that was made on 
the occasion of a pride event, of an 
LGBTQ pride event—something that 
happens in Embassies all over the 
world and that reflects a shared com-
mitment by the American people to 
human rights that is understandably 
part of diversity and inclusion. 

My hunch is that I will have to wait 
for another time for my colleague to 
prioritize debate on the floor of the 
Senate over making his way to a cable 
television hit, but I respect my col-
league. He is someone who has written 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:54 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19AP6.058 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1243 April 19, 2023 
a very compelling book, who has been 
elected by the people of Ohio, and 
whom I expect to have the opportunity 
to get to know. We have only served to-
gether now for several months, and 
today was literally the first time we 
had exchanged words. 

So I hope there will be more reason 
and more substance to his opposition 
to this nominee than what I heard on 
the floor tonight, and I look forward to 
engaging with him in that discussion 
and that debate. 

With that, I conclude my remarks on 
this particular topic, and once handed 
the closing remarks, will speak briefly 
and then close the floor. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

TRIBUTE TO THOMAS J. HELLER 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, today 
I recognize the distinguished career, 
public service, and leadership of Thom-
as J. Heller. 

Tom has served as president and CEO 
of Missouri River Energy Services for 
30 years, joining the company in 1992 as 
its fourth CEO since the organization’s 
founding in 1965. After leading the or-
ganization for three decades, Tom an-
nounced his retirement, effective June 
30, 2023. 

Under his leadership, Missouri River 
Energy Services navigated a changing 
energy landscape to provide reliable 
and resilient electricity to 61 member 
communities across South Dakota, 
Iowa, Minnesota, and North Dakota. 
Tom’s hard work has certainly not 
gone unnoticed. In 2014, he was the re-
cipient of the American Public Power 
Association’s Alan H. Richardson 
Statesmanship Award, and, in 2020, he 
received the Mark Crisson Leadership 
and Managerial Excellence Award. 
Tom’s colleagues speak highly of both 
his work and his character, and his de-
parture will certainly leave big shoes 
to fill. 

Before joining Missouri River Energy 
Services, Tom worked for the Moor-
head Public Service Department for 16 
years, including 7 years as general 
manager. Nationally, Tom serves on 
the executive committee of the Trans-
mission Access Policy Study Group, 
the Missouri Basin Power Project Man-
agement Committee of Laramie River 
Station, and the American Public 
Power Association’s CEO Climate 
Change and Generation Policy Task 
Force. 

Following his retirement, Tom plans 
to spend more time with his grandkids 
Graham and Matilda. I am grateful for 
his commitment to public service, his 
hard work on behalf of Missouri River 
Energy Services and its member com-
munities, and, more importantly, I am 
proud to call him a friend. 

I commend Tom for his many great 
contributions throughout his long ca-
reer and wish him all the best in his 
well-earned retirement. 

RECOGNIZING THE IOWA HAWK-
EYES WOMEN’S BASKETBALL 
TEAM 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 

on behalf of the Hawkeye State, I am 
proud to congratulate the Iowa wom-
en’s basketball team for a historic run 
in the NCAA Division I basketball 
tournament. All season long, the 
Hawkeyes played before sellout crowds 
at Carver-Hawkeye Arena in Iowa City. 
Fans from across the State got swept 
up in the adrenaline rush of remark-
able athleticism and a fast-paced of-
fense that delivered high-scoring 
games and thrilling victories through-
out the regular season, from the home 
court buzzer beater against second- 
ranked Indiana on February 26, to 
bringing home the hardware on March 
5 from the Big 10 Championship game 
at ‘‘Carver North’’ at the Target Center 
in Minneapolis. 

Leading the team to its fifth Big 10 
Conference Tournament title, Iowa’s 
homegrown guard Caitlin Clark wowed 
the world all season long, setting the 
bar higher and higher and delivering 
one of many historic firsts yet to come 
in postseason play, namely the first 40- 
point triple-double in NCAA tour-
nament history. Only after, the West 
Des Moines native and stellar student- 
athlete from Dowling Catholic High 
School registered the third triple-dou-
ble in Big 10 tournament history, the 
first time ever in the championship 
game. Clark’s phenomenal ability to 
connect with teammates in transition, 
net 3 pointers from half court, and 
score lay-ups and jumpers while being 
double-teamed captured the attention 
of the entire country. From one game 
to the next, Clark’s trademark ability 
to swish a basket from the logo mes-
merizes spectators, bewilders the de-
fense, and opens up opportunities for 
her teammates to shine. A sensational 
athlete, Clark earned player of the 
year from multiple outlets this season. 

Throughout the thrilling contests 
during Iowa’s deep run in the NCAA 
tournament, Hawkeye fans from 
around the world and across the State 
of Iowa were thrilled with pride to be 
along for the ride. The journey began 
at home on St. Patrick’s Day with a re-
sounding win over Southeastern Lou-
isiana 95–48. In the second round, the 
Hawkeyes beat Georgia 74–66 before a 
sellout crowd in Iowa City before ad-
vancing to the Sweet 16 against Colo-
rado and on to face Louisville in the 
Elite Eight at Climate Pledge Arena in 
Seattle, WA. The spellbinding team-
work the Iowa Hawkeyes brought to 
the court broke attendance records for 
Women’s NCAA tournament regional 
play as they locked in 87–77 and 97–83 
victories, respectively, to punch their 
ticket to the Final Four at the Amer-
ican Airlines Center in Dallas. Next up, 
a contest against the defending cham-
pion South Carolina, who was on a 42- 
game winning streak. In a spectacular 
upset on Friday, March 31, the Iowa 
Hawkeyes secured a spot in the na-
tional championship game with a 77–73 
victory over the Gamecocks. 

The electrifying victories and hard- 
fought contests during the 2022/23 sea-
son made household names of Hawkeye 
starters Caitlin Clark, Monica Czinano, 
Gabbie Marshall, McKenna Warnock, 
and Kate Martin, led by an outstanding 
coaching team captained by head coach 
Lisa Bluder and associate head coach 
Jan Jensen, both homegrown products 
of Iowa women’s basketball. I am proud 
to share an alma mater with Coach 
Bluder, where she earned her way into 
the Panther record books at the Uni-
versity of Northern Iowa. Widely re-
spected as workhorses through their 
high school and collegiate careers, this 
dynamic coaching team has built a pro-
gram for the ages that will inspire and 
attract future basketball players for 
years to come. 

With nearly 10 million viewers for 
the championship game against the 
LSU Tigers, this historic match-up of-
fered both teams their first oppor-
tunity in program history to bring 
home the national title. It was the 
most-watched women’s basketball 
game in history. If what is past is pro-
logue, the sellout crowds and record- 
breaking TV ratings will continue. 

This magical season started at home 
on November 7, continuing with an ex-
hilarating run through March Madness 
all the way to April 2, taking the Iowa 
Hawkeyes to the second Final Four in 
program history and its first appear-
ance in the NCAA title game. The elec-
trifying ride unified our State, even 
coalescing fans with die-hard rivalries 
in their bloodstreams. To be sure, I 
watched every minute and couldn’t 
take my eyes off the game when the 
Hawkeyes were playing. Iowans 
cloaked themselves in Black and Gold 
to cheer for the Hawkeyes and women’s 
basketball on the national stage. 

Although the final score in the cham-
pionship game didn’t deliver the vic-
tory the coaches and players worked 
their tails off to bring home, the State 
of Iowa, the University of Iowa, and fu-
ture generations of players received a 
priceless victory from this extraor-
dinary season. The Iowa Hawkeyes 
women’s basketball team made Iowa 
proud. This team has earned a place in 
our hearts, and we can’t wait to watch 
and cheer for you next season and for 
generations to come. On behalf of the 
Hawkeye State, I congratulate you for 
an outstanding season that made his-
tory, put all eyes on Iowa, and cata-
pulted women’s basketball to soaring 
new heights on the horizon and beyond. 
Go Hawks. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
RELATIONS RULES OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations 
has adopted rules governing its proce-
dures for the 118th Congress. Pursuant 
to rule XXVI, paragraph 2, of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, on behalf 
of myself and Senator RISCH, I ask 
unanimous consent that a copy of the 
committee rules be printed in the 
RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the mate-

rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
RELATIONS 

(Adopted February 27, 2023) 
RULE 1—JURISDICTION 

(a) Substantive.—In accordance with Senate 
Rule XXV.1(j)(1), the jurisdiction of the com-
mittee shall extend to all proposed legisla-
tion, messages, petitions, memorials, and 
other matters relating to the following sub-
jects: 

1. Acquisition of land and buildings for em-
bassies and legations in foreign countries. 

2. Boundaries of the United States. 
3. Diplomatic service. 
4. Foreign economic, military, technical, 

and humanitarian assistance. 
5. Foreign loans. 
6. International activities of the American 

National Red Cross and the International 
Committee of the Red Cross. 

7. International aspects of nuclear energy, 
including nuclear transfer policy. 

8. International conferences and con-
gresses. 

9. International law as it relates to foreign 
policy. 

10. International Monetary Fund and other 
international organizations established pri-
marily for international monetary purposes 
(except that, at the request of the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs, any proposed legislation relating to 
such subjects reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations shall be referred to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs). 

11. Intervention abroad and declarations of 
war. 

12. Measures to foster commercial inter-
course with foreign nations and to safeguard 
American business interests abroad. 

13. National security and international as-
pects of trusteeships of the United States. 

14. Ocean and international environmental 
and scientific affairs as they relate to for-
eign policy. 

15. Protection of United States citizens 
abroad and expatriation. 

16. Relations of the United States with for-
eign nations generally. 

17. Treaties and executive agreements, ex-
cept reciprocal trade agreements. 

18. United Nations and its affiliated organi-
zations. 

19. World Bank group, the regional devel-
opment banks, and other international orga-
nizations established primarily for develop-
ment assistance purposes. 

The committee is also mandated by Senate 
Rule XXV.1(j)(2) to study and review, on a 
comprehensive basis, matters relating to the 
national security policy, foreign policy, and 
international economic policy as it relates 
to foreign policy of the United States, and 
matters relating to food, hunger, and nutri-
tion in foreign countries, and report thereon 
from time to time. 

(b) Oversight.—The committee also has a 
responsibility under Senate Rule 
XXV1.8(a)(2), which provides that ‘‘. . . . 
each standing committee . . . shall review 
and study, on a continuing basis, the appli-
cation, administration, and execution of 
those laws or parts of laws, the subject mat-
ter of which is within the jurisdiction of the 
committee.’’ 

(c) ‘‘Advice and Consent’’ Clauses.—The 
committee has a special responsibility to as-
sist the Senate in its constitutional function 
of providing ‘‘advice and consent’’ to all 
treaties entered into by the United States 
and all nominations to the principal execu-
tive branch positions in the field of foreign 
policy and diplomacy. 

RULE 2—SUBCOMMITTEES 
(a) Creation.—Unless otherwise authorized 

by law or Senate resolution, subcommittees 
shall be created by majority vote of the com-
mittee and shall deal with such legislation 
and oversight of programs and policies as the 
committee directs. Legislative measures or 
other matters may be referred to a sub-
committee for consideration in the discre-
tion of the chairman or by vote of a majority 
of the committee. If the principal subject 
matter of a measure or matter to be referred 
falls within the jurisdiction of more than one 
subcommittee, the chairman or the com-
mittee may refer the matter to two or more 
subcommittees for joint consideration. 

(b) Assignments.—Assignments of members 
to subcommittees shall be made in an equi-
table fashion. No member of the committee 
may receive assignment to a second sub-
committee until, in order of seniority, all 
members of the committee have chosen as-
signments to one subcommittee, and no 
member shall receive assignments to a third 
subcommittee until, in order of seniority, all 
members have chosen assignments to two 
subcommittees. 

No member of the committee may serve on 
more than four subcommittees at any one 
time. 

The chairman and ranking member of the 
committee shall be ex officio members, with-
out vote, of each subcommittee. 

(c) Hearings.—Except when funds have been 
specifically made available by the Senate for 
a subcommittee purpose, no subcommittee of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations shall 
hold hearings involving expenses without 
prior approval of the chairman of the full 
committee or by decision of the full com-
mittee. Hearings of subcommittees shall be 
scheduled after consultation with the chair-
man of the committee with a view toward 
avoiding conflicts with hearings of other 
subcommittees insofar as possible. Hearings 
of subcommittees shall not be scheduled to 
conflict with meetings or hearings of the full 
committee. 

The proceedings of each subcommittee 
shall be governed by the rules of the full 
committee, subject to such authorizations or 
limitations as the committee may from time 
to time prescribe. 

RULE 3—MEETINGS AND HEARINGS 
(a) Regular Meeting Day.—The regular 

meeting day of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for the transaction of committee 
business shall be on Wednesday of each week, 
unless otherwise directed by the chairman. 

(b) Additional Meetings and Hearings.—Addi-
tional meetings and hearings of the com-
mittee may be called by the chairman as he 
may deem necessary. If at least three mem-
bers of the committee desire that a special 
meeting of the committee be called by the 
chairman, those members may file in the of-
fices of the committee their written request 
to the chairman for that special meeting. 
Immediately upon filing of the request, the 
chief clerk of the committee shall notify the 
chairman of the filing of the request. If, 
within three calendar days after the filing of 
the request, the chairman does not call the 
requested special meeting, to be held within 
seven calendar days after the filing of the re-
quest, a majority of the members of the com-
mittee may file in the offices of the com-
mittee their written notice that a special 
meeting of the committee will be held, speci-
fying the date and hour of that special meet-
ing. The committee shall meet on that date 
and hour. Immediately upon the filing of the 
notice, the clerk shall notify all members of 
the committee that such special meeting 
will be held and inform them of its date and 
hour. 

(c) Hearings, Selection of Witnesses.—To en-
sure that the issue which is the subject of 

the hearing is presented as fully and fairly as 
possible, whenever a hearing is conducted by 
the committee or a subcommittee upon any 
measure or matter, the ranking member of 
the committee or subcommittee may select 
and call an equal number of non-govern-
mental witnesses to testify at that hearing. 

(d) Public Announcement.—The committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, shall make 
public announcement of the date, place, 
time, and subject matter of any meeting or 
hearing to be conducted on any measure or 
matter at least seven calendar days in ad-
vance of such meetings or hearings, unless 
the chairman of the committee, or sub-
committee, in consultation with the ranking 
member, determines that there is good cause 
to begin such meeting or hearing at an ear-
lier date. 

(e) Procedure.—Insofar as possible, pro-
ceedings of the committee will be conducted 
without resort to the formalities of par-
liamentary procedure and with due regard 
for the views of all members. Issues of proce-
dure which may arise from time to time 
shall be resolved by decision of the chair-
man, in consultation with the ranking mem-
ber. The chairman, in consultation with the 
ranking member, may also propose special 
procedures to govern the consideration of 
particular matters by the committee. 

(f) Closed Sessions.—Each meeting and hear-
ing of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
or any subcommittee thereof shall be open to 
the public, except that a meeting or hearing 
or series of meetings or hearings by the com-
mittee or a subcommittee on the same sub-
ject for a period of no more than 14 calendar 
days may be closed to the public on a motion 
made and seconded to go into closed session 
to discuss only whether the matters enumer-
ated in paragraphs (1) through (6) would re-
quire the meeting or hearing to be closed fol-
lowed immediately by a record vote in open 
session by a majority of the members of the 
committee or subcommittee when it is deter-
mined that the matters to be discussed or 
the testimony to be taken at such meeting 
or hearing or series of meetings or hear-
ings— 

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be 
kept secret in the interests of national de-
fense or the confidential conduct of the for-
eign relations of the United States; 

(2) will relate solely to matters of com-
mittee staff personnel or internal staff man-
agement or procedure; 

(3) will tend to charge an individual with 
crime or misconduct; to disgrace or injure 
the professional standing of an individual, or 
otherwise to expose an individual to public 
contempt or obloquy, or will represent a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of the privacy 
of an individual; 

(4) will disclose the identity of any in-
former or law enforcement agent or will dis-
close any information relating to the inves-
tigation or prosecution of a criminal offense 
that is required to be kept secret in the in-
terests of effective law enforcement; 

(5) will disclose information relating to the 
trade secrets or financial or commercial in-
formation pertaining specifically to a given 
person if— 

(A) an Act of Congress requires the infor-
mation to be kept confidential by govern-
ment officers and employees; or 

(B) the information has been obtained by 
the government on a confidential basis, 
other than through an application by such 
person for a specific government financial or 
other benefit, and is required to be kept se-
cret in order to prevent undue injury to the 
competitive position of such person, or 

(6) may divulge matters required to be 
kept confidential under other provisions of 
law or government regulations. 

A closed meeting or hearing may be opened 
by a majority vote of the committee. 
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(g) Staff Attendance.—A member of the 

committee may have one member of his or 
her personal staff, for whom that member as-
sumes personal responsibility, accompany 
and be seated nearby at committee meetings 
and hearings. The chairman or ranking 
member may authorize the attendance and 
seating of such a staff member at committee 
meetings and hearings where the member of 
the committee is not present. 

Each member of the committee may des-
ignate members of his or her personal staff 
for whom that member assumes personal re-
sponsibility, who holds, at a minimum, a top 
secret security clearance, for the purpose of 
their eligibility to attend closed sessions of 
the committee, subject to the same condi-
tions set forth for committee staff under 
Rules 12, 13, and 14. 

In addition, the majority leader and the 
minority leader of the Senate, if they are not 
otherwise members of the committee, may 
designate one member of their staff for 
whom that leader assumes personal responsi-
bility and who holds, at a minimum, a top 
secret security clearance, to attend closed 
sessions of the committee, subject to the 
same conditions set forth for committee 
staff under Rules 12, 13, and 14. 

Staff of other Senators who are not mem-
bers of the committee may not attend closed 
sessions of the committee. 

Attendance of committee staff at meetings 
and hearings shall be limited to those des-
ignated by the staff director or the minority 
staff director. 

The committee, by majority vote, or the 
chairman, with the concurrence of the rank-
ing member, may limit staff attendance at 
specified meetings or hearings. 

RULE 4—QUORUMS 
(a) Testimony.—For the purpose of taking 

sworn or unsworn testimony at any duly 
scheduled meeting a quorum of the com-
mittee and each subcommittee thereof shall 
consist of one member of such committee or 
subcommittee. 

(b) Business.—A quorum for the transaction 
of committee or subcommittee business, 
other than for reporting a measure or rec-
ommendation to the Senate or the taking of 
testimony, shall consist of one-third of the 
members of the committee or subcommittee, 
including at least one member from each 
party. 

(c) Reporting.—A majority of the member-
ship of the committee, including at least one 
member from each party, shall constitute a 
quorum for reporting any measure or rec-
ommendation to the Senate. No measure or 
recommendation shall be ordered reported 
from the committee unless a majority of the 
committee members is physically present, 
including at least one member from each 
party, and a majority of those present con-
curs. 

RULE 5—PROXIES 
Proxies must be in writing with the signa-

ture of the absent member. Subject to the re-
quirements of Rule 4 for the physical pres-
ence of a quorum to report a matter, proxy 
voting shall be allowed on all measures and 
matters before the committee. However, 
proxies shall not be voted on a measure or 
matter except when the absent member has 
been informed of the matter on which he is 
being recorded and has affirmatively re-
quested that he or she be so recorded. 

RULE 6—WITNESSES 
(a) General.—The Committee on Foreign 

Relations will consider requests to testify on 
any matter or measure pending before the 
committee. 

(b) Presentation.—If the chairman so deter-
mines, the oral presentation of witnesses 
shall be limited to 10 minutes. However, 

written statements of reasonable length may 
be submitted by witnesses and other inter-
ested persons who are unable to testify in 
person. 

(c) Filing of Statements.—A witness appear-
ing before the committee, or any sub-
committee thereof, shall submit an elec-
tronic copy of the written statement of his 
proposed testimony at least 24 hours prior to 
his appearance, unless this requirement is 
waived by the chairman and the ranking 
member following their determination that 
there is good cause for failure to file such a 
statement. 

(d) Expenses.—Only the chairman may au-
thorize expenditures of funds for the ex-
penses of witnesses appearing before the 
committee or its subcommittees. 

(e) Requests.—Any witness called for a 
hearing may submit a written request to the 
chairman no later than 24 hours in advance 
for his testimony to be in closed or open ses-
sion, or for any other unusual procedure. The 
chairman shall determine whether to grant 
any such request and shall notify the com-
mittee members of the request and of his de-
cision. 

RULE 7—SUBPOENAS 
(a) Authorization.—The chairman or any 

other member of the committee, when au-
thorized by a majority vote of the committee 
at a meeting or by proxies, shall have au-
thority to subpoena the attendance of wit-
nesses or the production of memoranda, doc-
uments, records, or any other materials. At 
the request of any member of the committee, 
the committee shall authorize the issuance 
of a subpoena only at a meeting of the com-
mittee. When the committee authorizes a 
subpoena, it may be issued upon the signa-
ture of the chairman or any other member 
designated by the committee. 

(b) Return.—A subpoena, or a request to an 
agency, for documents may be issued whose 
return shall occur at a time and place other 
than that of a scheduled committee meeting. 
A return on such a subpoena or request 
which is incomplete or accompanied by an 
objection constitutes good cause for a hear-
ing on shortened notice. Upon such a return, 
the chairman or any other member des-
ignated by him may convene a hearing by 
giving 4 hours notice by telephone or elec-
tronic mail to all other members. One mem-
ber shall constitute a quorum for such a 
hearing. The sole purpose of such a hearing 
shall be to elucidate further information 
about the return and to rule on the objec-
tion. 

(c) Depositions.—At the direction of the 
committee, staff is authorized to take depo-
sitions from witnesses. 

RULE 8—REPORTS 
(a) Filing.—When the committee has or-

dered a measure or recommendation re-
ported, the report thereon shall be filed in 
the Senate at the earliest practicable time. 

(b) Supplemental, Minority and Additional 
Views.—A member of the committee who 
gives notice of his intentions to file supple-
mental, minority, or additional views at the 
time of final committee approval of a meas-
ure or matter, shall be entitled to not less 
than 3 calendar days in which to file such 
views, in writing (including by electronic 
mail), with the chief clerk of the committee, 
with the 3 days to begin at 11:00 p.m. on the 
same day that the committee has ordered a 
measure or matter reported. Such views 
shall then be included in the committee re-
port and printed in the same volume, as a 
part thereof, and their inclusion shall be 
noted on the cover of the report. In the ab-
sence of timely notice, the committee report 
may be filed and printed immediately with-
out such views. 

(c) Roll Call Votes.—The results of all roll 
call votes taken in any meeting of the com-

mittee on any measure, or amendment there-
to, shall be announced in the committee re-
port. The announcement shall include a tab-
ulation of the votes cast in favor and votes 
cast in opposition to each such measure and 
amendment by each member of the com-
mittee. 

RULE 9—TREATIES 
(a) General.—The committee is the only 

committee of the Senate with jurisdiction to 
review and report to the Senate on treaties 
submitted by the President for Senate advice 
and consent to ratification. Because the 
House of Representatives has no role in the 
approval of treaties, the committee is there-
fore the only congressional committee with 
responsibility for treaties. 

(b) Committee Proceedings.—Once submitted 
by the President for advice and consent, each 
treaty is referred to the committee and re-
mains on its calendar from Congress to Con-
gress until the committee takes action to re-
port it to the Senate or recommend its re-
turn to the President, or until the com-
mittee is discharged of the treaty by the 
Senate. 

(c) Floor Proceedings.—In accordance with 
Senate Rule XXX.2, treaties which have been 
reported to the Senate but not acted on be-
fore the end of a Congress ‘‘shall be resumed 
at the commencement of the next Congress 
as if no proceedings had previously been had 
thereon.’’ 

(d) Hearings.—Insofar as possible, the com-
mittee should conduct a public hearing on 
each treaty as soon as possible after its sub-
mission by the President. Except in extraor-
dinary circumstances, treaties reported to 
the Senate shall be accompanied by a writ-
ten report. 

RULE 10—NOMINATIONS 
(a) Waiting Requirement.—Unless otherwise 

directed by the chairman and the ranking 
member, the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions shall not consider any nomination 
until 5 business days after it has been for-
mally submitted to the Senate. 

(b) Public Consideration.—Nominees for any 
post who are invited to appear before the 
committee shall be heard in public session, 
unless a majority of the committee decrees 
otherwise, consistent with Rule 3(f). 

(c) Required Data.—No nomination shall be 
reported to the Senate unless (1) the nomi-
nee has been accorded a security clearance 
on the basis of a thorough investigation by 
executive branch agencies; (2) the nominee 
has filed a financial disclosure report and a 
related ethics undertaking with the com-
mittee; (3) the committee has been assured 
that the nominee does not have any interests 
which could conflict with the interests of the 
government in the exercise of the nominee’s 
proposed responsibilities; (4) for persons 
nominated to be chief of mission, ambas-
sador-at-large, or minister, the committee 
has received a complete list of any contribu-
tions made by the nominee or members of 
his immediate family to any Federal elec-
tion campaign during the year of his or her 
nomination and for the 4 preceding years; (5) 
for persons nominated to be chiefs of mis-
sion, the report required by Section 304(a)(4) 
of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 on the 
demonstrated competence of that nominee 
to perform the duties of the position to 
which he or she has been nominated; and (6) 
the nominee has provided the committee 
with a signed and notarized copy of the com-
mittee questionnaire for executive branch 
nominees. 

RULE 11—TRAVEL 
(a) Foreign Travel.—No member of the Com-

mittee on Foreign Relations or its staff shall 
travel abroad on committee business unless 
specifically authorized by the chairman, who 
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is required by law to approve vouchers and 
report expenditures of foreign currencies, 
and the ranking member. Requests for au-
thorization of such travel shall state the 
purpose and, when completed, a full sub-
stantive and financial report shall be filed 
with the committee within 30 days. This re-
port shall be furnished to all members of the 
committee and shall not be otherwise dis-
seminated without authorization of the 
chairman and the ranking member. Except 
in extraordinary circumstances, staff travel 
shall not be approved unless the reporting 
requirements have been fulfilled for all prior 
trips. Except for travel that is strictly per-
sonal, travel funded by non-U.S. Government 
sources is subject to the same approval and 
substantive reporting requirements as U.S. 
Government-funded travel. In addition, 
members and staff are reminded to consult 
the Senate Code of Conduct, and, as appro-
priate, the Senate Select Committee on Eth-
ics, in the case of travel sponsored by non- 
U.S. Government sources. 

Any proposed travel by committee staff for 
a subcommittee purpose must be approved 
by the subcommittee chairman and ranking 
member prior to submission of the request to 
the chairman and ranking member of the full 
committee. 

(b) Domestic Travel.—All official travel in 
the United States by the committee staff 
shall be approved in advance by the staff di-
rector, or in the case of minority staff, by 
the minority staff director. 

(c) Personal Staff Travel.—As a general rule, 
no more than one member of the personal 
staff of a member of the committee may 
travel with that member with the approval 
of the chairman and the ranking member of 
the committee. During such travel, the per-
sonal staff member shall be considered to be 
an employee of the committee. 

(d) PRM Trauel.—For the purposes of this 
rule regarding staff foreign travel, the offi-
cially-designated personal representative of 
the member pursuant to rule 14(b), shall be 
deemed to have the same rights, duties, and 
responsibilities as members of the staff of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

RULE 12—TRANSCRIPTS AND MATERIALS 
PROVIDED TO THE COMMITTEE 

(a) General.—The Committee on Foreign 
Relations shall keep verbatim transcripts of 
all committee and subcommittee meetings 
and hearings and such transcripts shall re-
main in the custody of the committee, unless 
a majority of the committee decides other-
wise. Transcripts of public hearings by the 
committee shall be published unless the 
chairman, with the concurrence of the rank-
ing member, determines otherwise. 

The committee, through the chief clerk, 
shall also maintain at least one copy of all 
materials provided to the committee by the 
Executive Branch; such copy shall remain in 
the custody of the committee and be subject 
to the committee’s rules and procedures, in-
cluding those rules and procedures applica-
ble to the handling of classified materials. 

Such transcripts and materials shall be 
made available to all members of the com-
mittee, committee staff, and designated per-
sonal representatives of members of the 
committee, except as otherwise provided in 
these rules. 

(b) Classified or Restricted Transcripts or Ma-
terials.— 

(1) The chief clerk of the committee shall 
have responsibility for the maintenance and 
security of classified or restricted tran-
scripts or materials, and shall ensure that 
such transcripts or materials are handled in 
a manner consistent with the requirements 
of the United States Senate Security Man-
ual. 

(2) A record shall be maintained of each 
use of classified or restricted transcripts or 

materials as required by the Senate Security 
Manual. 

(3) Classified transcripts or materials may 
not leave the committee offices, or SVC–217 
of the Capitol Visitors Center, except for the 
purpose of declassification or archiving, con-
sistent with these rules. 

(4) Extreme care shall be exercised to avoid 
taking notes or quotes from classified tran-
scripts or materials. Their contents may not 
be divulged to any unauthorized person. 

(5) Subject to any additional restrictions 
imposed by the chairman with the concur-
rence of the ranking member, only the fol-
lowing persons are authorized to have access 
to classified or restricted transcripts or ma-
terials: 

(A) Members and staff of the committee in 
the committee offices or in SVC–217 of the 
Capitol Visitors Center; 

(B) Designated personal representatives of 
members of the committee, and of the ma-
jority and minority leaders, with appropriate 
security clearances, in the committee offices 
or in SVC–217 of the Capitol Visitors Center; 

(C) Senators not members of the com-
mittee, by permission of the chairman, in 
the committee offices or in SVC–217 of the 
Capitol Visitors Center; and 

(D) Officials of the executive departments 
involved in the meeting, hearing, or matter, 
with authorization of the chairman, in the 
committee offices or SVC–217 of the Capitol 
Visitors Center. 

(6) Any restrictions imposed by the com-
mittee upon access to a meeting or hearing 
of the committee shall also apply to the 
transcript of such meeting, except by special 
permission of the chairman and ranking 
member. 

(7) In addition to restrictions resulting 
from the inclusion of any classified informa-
tion in the transcript of a committee meet-
ing or hearing, members and staff shall not 
discuss with anyone the proceedings of the 
committee in closed session or reveal infor-
mation conveyed or discussed in such a ses-
sion unless that person would have been per-
mitted to attend the session itself or is a 
member or staff of a relevant committee or 
executive branch agency and possess an ap-
propriate security clearance, or unless such 
communication is specifically authorized by 
the chairman, the ranking member, or in the 
case of staff, by the staff director or minor-
ity staff director. A record shall be kept of 
all such authorizations. 

(c) Declassification.— 
(1) All noncurrent records of the com-

mittee are governed by Rule XI of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate and by S. Res. 474 
(96th Congress). Any classified transcripts or 
materials transferred to the National Ar-
chives and Records Administration under 
Rule XI may not be made available for pub-
lic use unless they have been subject to de-
classification review in accordance with ap-
plicable laws or Executive orders. 

(2) Any transcript or classified committee 
report, or any portion thereof, may be de-
classified, in accordance with applicable laws 
or Executive orders, sooner than the time pe-
riod provided for under S. Res. 474 if: 

(A) the chairman originates such action, 
with the concurrence of the ranking mem-
ber; 

(B) the other current members of the com-
mittee who participated in such meeting or 
report have been notified of the proposed de-
classification, and have not objected thereto, 
except that the committee by majority vote 
may overrule any objections thereby raised 
to early declassification; and 

(C) the executive departments that partici-
pated in the meeting or originated the classi-
fied information have been consulted regard-
ing the declassification. 

RULE 13—CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 
(a) General.—The handling of classified in-

formation in the Senate is governed by S. 

Res. 243 (100th Congress), which established 
the Office of Senate Security. All handling of 
classified information by the committee 
shall be consistent with the procedures set 
forth in the United States Senate Security 
Manual issued by the Office of Senate Secu-
rity. 

(b) Security Manager.—The chief clerk is 
the security manager for the committee. The 
chief clerk shall be responsible for imple-
menting the provisions of the Senate Secu-
rity Manual and for serv- ing as the com-
mittee liaison to the Office of Senate Secu-
rity. The staff director, in consultation with 
the minority staff director, may appoint an 
alternate security manager as circumstances 
warrant. 

(c) Transportation of Classified Material.— 
Classified material may only be transported 
between Senate offices by appropriately 
cleared staff members who have been specifi-
cally authorized to do so by the security 
manager. 

(d) Access to Classified Material.—In general, 
Senators and staff undertake to confine their 
access to classified information on the basis 
of a ‘‘need to know’’ such information re-
lated to their committee responsibilities. 

(e) Staff Clearances.—The chairman, or, in 
the case of minority staff, the ranking mem-
ber, shall designate the members of the com-
mittee staff whose assignments require ac-
cess to classified and compartmented infor-
mation and shall seek to obtain the requisite 
security clearances pursuant to Office of 
Senate Security procedures. 

(f) PRM Clearances.—For the purposes of 
this rule regarding security clearances and 
access to compartmented information, the 
officially-designated personal representative 
of the member (PRM) pursuant to rule 14(b), 
shall be deemed to have the same rights, du-
ties, and responsibilities as members of the 
staff of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

(g) Regulations.—The staff director is au-
thorized to make such administrative regu-
lations as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this rule. 

RULE 14—STAFF 
(a) Responsibilities.— 
(1) The staff works for the committee as a 

whole, under the general supervision of the 
chairman of the committee, and the imme-
diate direction of the staff director, except 
that such part of the staff as is designated 
minority staff shall be under the general su-
pervision of the ranking member and under 
the immediate direction of the minority 
staff director. 

(2) Any member of the committee should 
feel free to call upon the staff at any time 
for assistance in connection with committee 
business. Members of the Senate not mem-
bers of the committee who call upon the 
staff for assistance from time to time should 
be given assistance subject to the overriding 
responsibility of the staff to the committee. 

(3) The staff’s primary responsibility is 
with respect to bills, resolutions, treaties, 
and nominations and other matters within 
the jurisdiction of the committee. In addi-
tion to carrying out assignments from the 
committee and its individual members, the 
staff has a responsibility to originate sugges-
tions for committee or subcommittee consid-
eration. The staff also has a responsibility to 
make suggestions to individual members re-
garding matters of special interest to such 
members. 

(4) It is part of the staff’s duty to keep 
itself as well informed as possible in regard 
to developments affecting foreign relations 
and national security and in regard to the 
administration of foreign programs of the 
United States. Significant trends or develop-
ments which might otherwise escape notice 
should be called to the attention of the com-
mittee, or of individual Senators with par-
ticular interests. 
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(5) The staff shall pay due regard to the 

constitutional separation of powers between 
the Senate and the executive branch. It 
therefore has a responsibility to help the 
committee bring to bear an independent, ob-
jective judgment of proposals by the execu-
tive branch and when appropriate to origi-
nate sound proposals of its own. At the same 
time, the staff shall avoid impinging upon 
the day-to-day conduct of foreign affairs. 

(6) In those instances when committee ac-
tion requires the expression of minority 
views, the staff shall assist the minority as 
fully as the majority to the end that all 
points of view may be fully considered by 
members of the committee and of the Sen-
ate. The staff shall bear in mind that under 
our constitutional system it is the responsi-
bility of the elected members of the Senate 
to determine legislative issues in the light of 
as full and fair a presentation of the facts as 
the staff may be able to obtain. 

(b) Personal Representatives of the Member 
(PRM).—Each Senator on the committee 
shall be authorized to designate one personal 
staff member as the member’s personal rep-
resentative of the member and designee to 
the committee (PRM) that shall be deemed 
to have the same rights, duties, and respon-
sibilities as members of the staff of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations where specifi-
cally provided for in these rules. 

(c) Restrictions.— 
(1) The staff shall regard its relationship to 

the committee as a privileged one, in the na-
ture of the relationship of a lawyer to a cli-
ent. In order to protect this relationship and 
the mutual confidence which must prevail if 
the committee-staff relationship is to be a 
satisfactory and fruitful one, the following 
criteria shall apply, unless staff has con-
sulted with and obtained, as appropriate, the 
approval of the Senate Ethics Committee 
and advance permission from the staff direc-
tor (or the minority staff director in the case 
of minority staff): 

(A) members of the staff shall not be iden-
tified with any special interest group in the 
field of foreign relations or allow their 
names to be used by any such group; and 

(B) members of the staff shall not accept 
public speaking engagements or write for 
publication in the field of foreign relations. 

(2) The staff shall not discuss their private 
conversations with members of the com-
mittee without specific advance permission 
from the Senator or Senators concerned. 

(3) The staff shall not discuss with anyone 
the proceedings of the committee in closed 
session or reveal information conveyed or 
discussed in such a session unless that per-
son would have been permitted to attend the 
session itself or is a member or staff of a rel-
evant committee or executive branch agency 
and possesses an appropriate security clear-
ance, or unless such communication is spe-
cifically authorized by the staff director or 
minority staff director. Unauthorized disclo-
sure of information from a closed session or 
of classified information shall be cause for 
immediate dismissal and may, in certain 
cases, be grounds for criminal prosecution. 

RULE 15—STATUS AND AMENDMENT OF RULES 
(a) Status.—In addition to the foregoing, 

the Committee on Foreign Relations is gov-
erned by the Standing Rules of the Senate, 
which shall take precedence in the event of 
a clear inconsistency. In addition, the juris-
diction and responsibilities of the committee 
with respect to certain matters, as well as 
the timing and procedure for their consider-
ation in committee, may be governed by 
statute. 

(b) Amendment.—These rules may be modi-
fied, amended, or repealed by a majority of 
the committee, provided that a notice in 
writing (including by electronic mail) of the 

proposed change has been given to each 
member at least 72 hours prior to the meet-
ing at which action thereon is to be taken. 
However, rules of the committee which are 
based upon Senate rules may not be super-
seded by committee vote alone. 

f 

THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, 108 years ago on April 24, 1915, 
Ottoman Turkey began the systematic 
killing and deportation of Armenian 
intellectuals and community leaders in 
Constantinople. Between 1915 and 1923, 
an estimated 1-and-a-half million Ar-
menians fell victim to one of history’s 
most ruthless and notorious genocides. 
Most who survived eventually emi-
grated to different parts of the world, 
forming a widespread diaspora. The 
American people have a proud history 
of recognizing and condemning the Ar-
menian genocide and have provided re-
lief and a new home to many of the Ar-
menians, Greeks, Assyrians, Chaldeans, 
Syriacs, Arameans, Maronites, and 
other Christians who survived this 
campaign of mass extermination. 
Today, Armenian Americans are a vital 
part of the cultural fabric of the United 
States. 

As we commemorate this dark pe-
riod, I would encourage my colleagues 
to remember that atrocities like the 
Armenian genocide are almost never 
spontaneous events. They typically fol-
low a period of human rights viola-
tions, discrimination, and violence 
against specific groups who often share 
a racial, ethnic, religious, or social 
identity. Most recently, we have seen 
this in the Chinese Communist Party’s 
inhumane treatment of ethnic minori-
ties, including the persecution of 
Uyghurs, Tibetans, and Mongolians and 
dissenters in Hong Kong, Macau, Tai-
wan, and further abroad. Our foreign 
policy should recognize this, fight 
denialism of past and current crimes, 
and emphasize the preservation of 
human rights rather than relying on 
eleventh hour action that comes far 
too late for vulnerable populations. 

On behalf of all Tennesseans, I offer 
this solemn recognition of the Arme-
nian genocide and ask my colleagues to 
join me in pledging to fight the forces 
of evil still causing so much pain and 
suffering around the globe. 

f 

FAITH MONTH 

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH. Madam Presi-
dent, Americans across the country, 
led by Concerned Women for America, 
the Nation’s largest public policy orga-
nization for women, and other faith- 
based organizations continue to cele-
brate April as Faith Month. I commend 
this noble effort calling all people of 
faith to join in prayer, thanksgiving, 
and celebration of their faith. 

The United States of America was 
born of the unanimous Declaration 
that we are ‘‘endowed by [our] Creator 
with certain unalienable Rights,’’ 
based on ‘‘the Laws of Nature and of 

Nature’s God,’’ ‘‘appealing to the Su-
preme Judge of the world,’’ and ac-
knowledging our ‘‘reliance on the pro-
tection of divine Providence.’’ We are a 
people of faith, which is why religious 
freedom is known as America’s first 
freedom, as laid out in the Establish-
ment and the Free Exercise Clauses of 
the First Amendment to the U.S. Con-
stitution. The freedom of speech is 
guaranteed by the First Amendment 
and also supports America’s unique 
focus on freedom of expression, includ-
ing in matters of faith. 

America’s Judeo-Christian founding 
promotes religious diversity and toler-
ance. Our motto, ‘‘In God We Trust,’’ 
further emphasizes the importance of 
faith in our Nation’s founding. From 
our first President to the last, we have 
always acknowledged America’s faith. 
President George Washington recog-
nized ‘‘it is the duty of all Nations to 
acknowledge the providence of Al-
mighty God, to obey His will, to be 
grateful for His benefits, and humbly 
to implore His protection and favor.’’ 

Preserving our religious freedom, 
which strengthens our country’s appre-
ciation of all peoples, regardless of 
faith, requires eternal diligence. Sadly, 
attacks on religious liberty and people 
of faith are growing, with some reli-
gious charities forced to betray the te-
nets of their faith in order to partici-
pate in certain government programs. 
We must actively reject all efforts to 
criminalize or cancel religious beliefs 
as somehow incompatible with our de-
mocracy. 

Religious organizations in America 
have a rich history of charitable en-
gagement by helping the sick, poor, 
and afflicted. Their presence in my 
State of Mississippi following dev-
astating and fatal tornadoes in March 
has been a blessing to those trying to 
rebuild their lives. Their service dem-
onstrates why these organizations 
should be celebrated, not maligned, for 
their contributions to improve life. Ac-
cording to the Pew Research Center, 
more than 75 percent of Americans 
practice some type of religious faith. 
This rich, diverse religious heritage is 
to our credit and should be encouraged. 

This Faith Month, I join millions of 
Americans in honoring the right to 
practice our faith freely and openly, 
with public displays and celebrations, 
including prayer and expressions of 
thanksgiving. In this manner, we reaf-
firm our commitment to the religious 
liberty principles of our founding. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ALAN KOHLER 

Mr. WARNER. Madam President, I 
rise today in recognition of the retire-
ment of Alan Kohler. 

Alan leaves the FBI as Assistant Di-
rector of the Counterintelligence Divi-
sion, a challenging post he has held 
since 2020. Over his long and impressive 
career with the FBI, Alan has continu-
ously worked on our most pressing na-
tional security issues. It is a career 
that has truly lived up to the FBI’s 
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motto of ‘‘Fidelity, Bravery, and Integ-
rity.’’ 

As part of its history, the Senate In-
telligence Committee has worked to 
ensure the intelligence community 
works seamlessly across its many 
Agencies and with our allies to protect 
Americans. That is a goal Alan Kohler 
committed his life’s work to, whether 
he was serving overseas as legal atta-
che in the United Kingdom to coordi-
nate efforts with our closest ally or de-
veloping new means of integrating and 
cooperating across Agencies like the 
Counterintelligence Task Force he es-
tablished during his time as Assistant 
Director, his accomplishments have in-
spired junior agents and personnel to 
break through Agency stovepipes in de-
fense of our Nation. 

Alan’s faithful service to the Bureau 
spanned three decades, through some of 
our Nation’s darkest days. He joined 
the FBI in 1996 and was assigned to 
work counterintelligence cases in the 
Washington field office, right in the 
wake of and in the midst of some of the 
most damaging espionage cases the 
U.S. has faced. In the days after the at-
tacks on September 11, Alan bravely 
served on the evidence recovery team 
at the Pentagon in Arlington, VA. 

After transferring to the New York 
field office in 2006, Alan Kohler worked 
cases that led to the arrest of 10 Rus-
sian illegals in 2010, earning the Attor-
ney General Award for Exceptional 
Service and changing the way Ameri-
cans understood the intelligence ac-
tivities of our adversaries. He was also 
fortunate enough to be assigned as as-
sistant special agent in charge of the 
Norfolk field office where he was re-
sponsible for all of the FBI’s counter-
intelligence, counterterrorism, and cri-
sis management programs for that 
community. 

In 2017, after Russia’s unprecedented 
interference in our elections, Alan es-
tablished the FBI’s Foreign Influence 
Task Force, an entity we on the Senate 
Intelligence Committee continue to 
rely on to collect on and report threats 
to the very foundation of our democ-
racy. 

As chairman of the Intelligence Com-
mittee, I have relied on Alan’s integ-
rity to provide the committee with 
honest and timely information, even 
when it was not easy for him to do. He 
consistently demonstrated profes-
sionalism in all our engagements and 
modeled a constructive relationship be-
tween the executive and legislative 
branches. It was a professionalism born 
of his commitment to safeguard our 
Nation. I am certain Alan will find 
ways to continue to serve as he enjoys 
his very well-earned retirement. I 
would also like to recognize his family 
who has supported him throughout his 
tremendous career. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE CASPER AREA 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
rise today to celebrate 120 years of con-

tinued community service by the Cas-
per Area Chamber of Commerce of Wy-
oming. 

For 120 years, our city has grown and 
flourished, due in many ways to the ef-
forts of the Casper Area Chamber. The 
chamber aims to provide organiza-
tional structure to build a better 
Natrona County and to improve oppor-
tunities for all businesses in the com-
munity. The chamber was founded in 
1903 as the Casper Industrial Associa-
tion by Alfred James Mokler, then pub-
lisher of the Natrona County Tribune. 
A small number of businesses banded 
together to create the association. 
Some of their early goals were to pave 
the streets, install a water and sewer 
system, and to construct public parks, 
a courthouse, a city hall, a Federal 
building, and a railway. All of these 
goals were realized. Today, the cham-
ber has over 600 members and con-
tinues to grow each year. The mission 
now is the same as it was 120 years ago, 
to actively create business opportuni-
ties by ‘‘connecting, informing, 
leveraging, and collaborating with 
their members.’’ 

After the first World War, the Casper 
Industrial Association reorganized and 
became the Casper Area Chamber of 
Commerce. At that time, just over 
11,000 people were living in Casper and 
14,000 in Natrona County. During the 
1930s, the chamber was a key player in 
the construction of a north-to-south 
rail line from Montana to Colorado by 
the Wyoming-Montana Railroad Com-
pany. The chamber also ensured that 
freight rates were competitive. This al-
lowed local industry to bring in new 
services and hire competitively. During 
the 1960s, the chamber worked to make 
Casper the convention center of Wyo-
ming. They held over 100 conventions, 
attracting over 20,000 visitors. 

Progress continued into the 1980s 
when the chamber designed the Leader-
ship Casper program, organized legisla-
tive luncheons, and created profes-
sional networking opportunities. Dur-
ing the 2000s, the chamber focused on 
developing the west side of Casper. The 
first ‘‘Shop Local’’ campaign was es-
tablished. In 2020, the chamber was in-
strumental in connecting businesses 
with the Federal funding they needed 
to stay open through the worst of the 
COVID–19 pandemic. 

The Casper Area Chamber of Com-
merce is part of a long and rich local 
history. It was instrumental in moving 
Natrona County forward. Their posi-
tive influence over the past 120 years 
can be seen today in our thriving com-
munity. 

The Casper Area Chamber of Com-
merce is the foundation on which the 
economy of Casper is built. They work 
hard to maintain a prosperous business 
environment. This ensures the lon-
gevity of tourism, industry, and small 
businesses. 

In Wyoming, we value community, 
leadership, and service. The Casper 
Area Chamber of Commerce puts these 
values into practice. As board chair, 

Sabrina Kemper said, ‘‘Without com-
merce, our community cannot thrive.’’ 

Today, the Chamber Staff and Board 
of Directors include: 

Staff 
Tina Hoebelheinrich, Executive Director 
Sabrina Kemper, Board Chairman 
Katie Schultz, Past-Chairman 
Phillip Rael, Board Member 
Gena Jensen, Chairman-Elect 
Amanda Disney, Treasurer 
Jereca Lutz, VP of Development 
Kim Coleman, VP of Marketing and Com-

munication 
Darcie Holscher, VP of Special Events 
Officers 
Ken White 
Nikki Hawley 
Robert Ratliff 
Tom McCarthy 
Bryant Hall 
Michael Morrissey 
Paul Nash 
Sonya Gruner 

It is an honor for me to rise in rec-
ognition of this significant milestone 
for the Casper Area Chamber of Com-
merce of Wyoming. The impact and op-
portunities the chamber has created 
for Casper businesses is incredible. 
Bobbi joins me in extending our con-
gratulations to the Casper Area Cham-
ber of Commerce for 120 years of com-
munity service. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

REMEMBERING PASQUALE ‘‘PAT’’ 
BATTINELLI, JR. 

∑ Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise today with a heavy heart to 
pay tribute to Pasquale ‘‘Pat’’ 
Battinelli, Jr., a lifelong Connecticut 
resident, distinguished veteran, and 
friend to many. Sadly, Mr. Battinelli 
passed away on April 6, 2023, at the age 
of 90. He will be remembered for his 
steadfast dedication to his country and 
community. 

Pat was born in Darien before mov-
ing to Stamford as a young boy. There, 
he met the love of his life, Gloria 
Fabrizio, at the age of 13. After grad-
uating from Stamford High School, Pat 
enlisted in the U.S. Marine Corps. Sta-
tioned in the Philippines during the 
Korean war, Pat served honorably for 4 
years. In 1954, after completing his 
service, he returned to Stamford where 
he married Gloria. The couple were 
married for 68 years and raised four 
children. 

In addition to his military service, 
Pat had a distinguished record of giv-
ing back to Stamford and our State. As 
chief of the Glenbrook Fire Depart-
ment and commander of the Lock City 
Detachment of the Marine Corps 
League, as well as an active member of 
the Knights of Columbus, Pat has dem-
onstrated a lifelong dedication to com-
munity service. I personally saw Pat at 
work in all these positions, but also 
very importantly as leader of 
Stamford’s Patriotic and Special 
Events Commission for over 30 years. 
In this role, he was in charge of every 
parade Stamford held during his ten-
ure, a testament to Pat’s civic minded-
ness and patriotism. 
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Pat was an inspiration to veterans 

and a shining example of good citizen-
ship. I was privileged to know Pat and 
count him as a friend. He was selfless, 
loyal, and unstinting in his commit-
ment to helping others—a true patriot. 
My wife Cynthia and I extend our deep-
est sympathies to Pat’s family during 
this difficult time, particularly to his 
wife Gloria, his four children, and his 
many grandchildren and great-grand-
children. I hope my colleagues will join 
me in honoring Pat’s life and legacy.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GEORGE FENNEL 

∑ Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. 
Madam President, as the junior Sen-
ator from South Carolina, it is my 
pleasure to honor George Fennell, who 
was inducted into the South Carolina 
Business Hall of Fame. George became 
interested in solid waste disposal after 
a 6-year stint with Milliken & Com-
pany in Greenville, SC. In 1972, George 
returned to his hometown of Walter-
boro and began impacting the waste- 
hauling industry. 

Mr. Fennell’s drive for excellence 
pushed him to innovate and gave him a 
vision for the future of his business. 
The Colleton Environmental Services, 
later renamed the Fennell Container 
Company, was initially created by 
George and his wife Sandra, who built 
the modest business from a barn on a 
dirt lot to the largest privately owned 
waste management company in South 
Carolina. His entrepreneurial spirit 
paved the way to his American dream 
and has motivated his family, friends, 
and community. When hurricanes dev-
astated South Carolina, George Fennell 
stepped up to support the American 
Red Cross’ effort to bring the necessary 
aid to those affected by the storms. 
This only scratches the surface of who 
he is and how deeply he cares for his 
neighbors and friends. 

Today, it is my pleasure to recognize 
Mr. George Fennell and his dedication 
to making a difference in his commu-
nity and the lives of those around him. 
Congratulations on this incredible 
honor and a distinguished career.∑ 

f 

HONORING OFFICER GARRETT 
CRUMBY 

∑ Mr. TUBERVILLE. Madam Presi-
dent, today, I want to honor Alabama’s 
own Officer Garrett Crumby who made 
the ultimate sacrifice last month while 
responding to a shooting call in Madi-
son County. A graduate of Hillcrest 
High School in Tuscaloosa, he began 
his law enforcement career as a patrol 
and field training officer at the Tusca-
loosa Police Department in November 
of 2013 before transitioning to the 
Huntsville Police Department in Au-
gust 2020. 

Nicknamed ‘‘Batman’’ by his family 
for his heroic nature, Officer Crumby is 
remembered as someone whose service 
to others extended beyond his job. Offi-
cer Crumby’s sister stated he ‘‘believed 
that being a police officer meant that 

anyone in their darkest moments had 
someone to call, regardless of any race, 
age, creed, gender, tax bracket or polit-
ical affiliation. He would answer that 
call.’’ 

He demonstrated this deep conviction 
by often showing up for additional as-
signment calls that were not required 
of him and volunteering at local events 
in the community. There was never an 
‘‘off-duty’’ moment for him; he ac-
tively looked for ways that he could 
help those around him. His fellow offi-
cers recalled one instance when he gave 
someone a ride who was pushing a 
wheelchair loaded with groceries down 
a busy road before a big storm. 

In 2019, he was named Huntsville Po-
lice Department’s West Precinct Offi-
cer of the Year, a testament to the re-
spect he had already earned from his 
peers, supervisors, and community dur-
ing his time with the Tuscaloosa and 
Huntsville Police Departments. 

He is survived by his wife Taylor 
Campbell Crumby; father William 
‘‘Russ’’ Crumby; mother Janet Sher-
man; grandparents James and Sammi 
Sherman; sisters Jennifer Crumby, 
Courtney Crumby, and Casey Wright 
(David); and 10 nieces and nephews. 

Alabama is grateful for Officer 
Crumby’s contributions to public safe-
ty. We will never be able to repay him 
for his sacrifice, but we will make sure 
that he is never forgotten.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 5:53 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House of Representa-
tives having proceeded to reconsider 
the resolution (H.J. Res. 27) providing 
for congressional disapproval under 
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, 
of the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of the Army, Corps of Engineers, 
Department of Defense and the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency relating 
to ‘‘Revised Definition of ‘Waters of 
the United States’ ’’, returned by the 
President of the United States with his 
objections, to the House of Representa-
tives, in which it originated, it was re-
solved, that the said resolution do not 
pass, two-thirds of the House of Rep-
resentatives not agreeing to pass the 
same. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1024(a), and the 
order of the House of January 9, 2023, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Joint Economic 
Committee: Mr. SCHWEIKERT of Ari-
zona, Mr. ARRINGTON of Texas, Mr. 
ESTES of Kansas, Mr. FERGUSON of 
Georgia, Mr. SMUCKER of Pennsylvania, 
Ms. MALLIOTAKIS of New York, Mr. 
BEYER of Virginia, Mr. TRONE of Mary-
land, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, and Ms. 
PORTER of California. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–965. A communication from the Special 
Counsel, Office of Special Counsel, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Office’s fiscal year 
2022 report relative to the Notification and 
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and 
Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act) re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–966. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Congressional Affairs and Public Rela-
tions, U.S. Trade and Development Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Agency’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–967. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Equal Employment and 
Workplace Inclusion, United States Inter-
national Trade Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Commission’s fiscal 
year 2022 annual report relative to the Noti-
fication and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–968. A communication from the Deputy 
Commissioner, Social Security Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the Ad-
ministration’s fiscal year 2022 annual report 
relative to the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–969. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Scheduling of Annual Leave by 
Employees Determined Necessary to Re-
spond to Certain National Emergencies’’ 
(RIN3206–AO04) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–970. A communication from the Agency 
Director, Court Services and Offender Super-
vision Agency for the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Agency’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act); to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–971. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–53, ‘‘Hotel Enhanced Cleaning 
and Notice of Service Disruption Clarifica-
tion Temporary Amendment Act of 2023’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–972. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–54, ‘‘General Obligation Bonds 
and Bond Anticipation Notes for Fiscal 
Years 2023–2028 Authorization Temporary 
Act of 2023’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–973. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–55, ‘‘Local Business Clarifica-
tion Temporary Amendment Act of 2023’’; to 
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the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–974. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–64, ‘‘Closing of a Portion of 
Half Street, S.W., Adjacent to Square 660 Act 
of 2023’’; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–975. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–62, ‘‘Protecting Consumers 
from Unjust Debt Collection Practices Tech-
nical Clarification Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2023’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–976. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 25–63, ‘‘Medical Cannabis Clari-
fication Temporary Amendment Act of 2023’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–977. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the first of several legislative proposals 
that support the President’s fiscal year 2024 
budget request for the Department of Home-
land Security; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–978. A communication from the Chair 
of the U.S. Nuclear Waste Technical Review 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Board’s Agency Financial Report for fiscal 
year 2022; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–979. A communication from the General 
Counsel, Government Accountability Office, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Office’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–980. A communication from the Equal 
Employment Opportunity and Inclusion Di-
rector, Farm Credit System Insurance Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Farm Credit System Insurance Corporation’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–981. A communication from the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Director, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Farm Credit Administra-
tion’s fiscal year 2022 annual report relative 
to the Notification and Federal Employee 
Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act of 
2002 (No FEAR Act) received in the Office of 
the President pro tempore; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–982. A communication from the Presi-
dent and CEO, Inter-American Foundation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Founda-
tion’s FY22 Annual Performance Report 
(APR) and FY24 Annual Performance Plan 
(APP); to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–983. A communication from the Acting 
Solicitor, Federal Labor Relations Author-
ity, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
relative to a vacancy in the position of Gen-
eral Counsel, Federal Labor Relations Au-
thority, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 29, 2023; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–984. A communication from the Senior 
Official Performing the Duties of the Civil 

Rights and Civil Liberties Officer, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department’s fiscal 
year 2022 annual report relative to the Noti-
fication and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–985. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, the 
President’s Pay Agent, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, an annual report to Congress on 
agencies’ use of student loan repayments as 
a strategic tool for the purposes of recruit-
ment and retention during calendar year 
2020; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–986. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Federal Housing Finance Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Agency’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–987. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Credit Union Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the National 
Credit Union Administration’s fiscal year 
2022 annual report relative to the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–988. A communication from the Presi-
dent and Chair of the Export-Import Bank, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Bank’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–989. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Government Ethics, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Office’s 
fiscal year 2024 Congressional Budget Jus-
tification, the Annual Performance Plan for 
fiscal year 2024, and the Annual Performance 
Report for fiscal year 2022; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–990. A communication from the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Department’s Semiannual Report 
of the Inspector General for the period from 
April 1, 2022 through September 30, 2022; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–991. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘To 
transfer administrative jurisdiction over cer-
tain parcels of federal land in Harpers Ferry, 
West Virginia, and for other purposes’’; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–992. A communication from the Acting 
Chairman of the United States Merit Sys-
tems Protection Board, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report entitled, ‘‘Perceptions 
of Prohibited Personnel Practices: An Up-
date’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–993. A communication from the General 
Counsel, Office of Personnel Management, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a vacancy for the position of Deputy Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–994. A communication from the General 
Counsel, Government Accountability Office, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Office’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act); to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–995. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a notice regarding a legislative pro-
posal, that would provide statutory protec-
tion for the unauthorized use of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s seal; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–996. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a legislative proposal, which would 
among other things, grant the Secretary of 
Homeland Security the authority to accept 
reimbursable or in-kind contributions for the 
use of equipment, facilities, or personnel in 
television or motion picture productions to 
make the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s activities, achievements, and mission 
more visible to the public through media; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–997. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Congressional and Legislative 
Affairs, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting a legislative proposal that, if en-
acted, would create a comprehensive, equi-
table, and modernized compensation struc-
ture for the Federal wildland fire manage-
ment workforce; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–998. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Secretariat Division, 
Office of Acquisition Policy, General Serv-
ices Administration, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘General 
Services Administration Acquisition Regula-
tion (GSAR); Personal Identity Verification 
Requirements Clause Reference’’ (GSAR 
Case 2022–G521) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–999. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a legisla-
tive proposal entitled ‘‘To establish the 
Cyber Safety Review Board, and for other 
purposes’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1000. A communication from the Equal 
Employment Opportunity and Inclusion Di-
rector, Farm Credit System Insurance Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Farm Credit System Insurance Corporation’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act); to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1001. A communication from the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Director, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Farm Credit Administra-
tion’s fiscal year 2022 annual report relative 
to the Notification and Federal Employee 
Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act of 
2002 (No FEAR Act); to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1002. A communication from the Sec-
retary to the Board, Railroad Retirement 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Board’s fiscal year 2022 annual report rel-
ative to the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act); to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 
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EC–1003. A communication from the Senior 

Official Performing the Duties of Chief Fi-
nancial Officer, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Annual Performance Plan for fiscal years 
2022–2024, and the Annual Performance Re-
port for fiscal years 2022–2024; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–1004. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of the Homeland Security, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Department of Homeland Security Oper-
ation Allies Welcome Afghan Parolee and 
Benefits’’; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

EC–1005. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel, Federal Bureau of Pris-
ons, Department of Justice, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Office of the Attorney General; Home Con-
finement Under the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, 
and Economic Security (CARES) Act’’ 
(RIN1120–AB79) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1006. A communication from the Agen-
cy Representative, Patent and Trademark 
Office, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Reducing Patent Fees for Small Enti-
ties and Micro Entities Under the 
Unleashing American Innovators Act of 
2022’’ (RIN0651–AD66) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1007. A communication from the Chief 
of the Regulatory Coordination Division, 
Citizenship and Immigration Services, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Implementation of the 2022 Addi-
tional Protocol to the 2002 U.S.-Canada 
Agreement for Cooperation in the Examina-
tion of Refugee Status Claims from Nation-
als of Third Countries’’ ((RIN1615–AC84) 
(RIN1125–AB29)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1008. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the first of several legislative proposals 
that support the President’s Fiscal Year 2024 
budget request for the Department of Home-
land Security; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

EC–1009. A communication from the Chief 
of the Regulatory Coordination Division, 
Citizenship and Immigration Services, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Asylum Interview Interpreter Re-
quirement Modification Due to COVID–19; 
Extension’’ (RIN1615–AC59) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 29, 2023; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

EC–1010. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Judicial Conference of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Report of the Proceedings of 
the Judicial Conference of the United 
States’’ for the 2022 calendar sessions; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1011. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, two reports entitled, ‘‘2022 Annual Re-
port of the Director of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts’’ and ‘‘Ju-
dicial Business of the United States Courts’’; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1012. A communication from the Agen-
cy Representative, Patent and Trademark 
Office, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-

titled ‘‘Setting and Adjusting Patent fees 
During Fiscal Year 2020’’ (RIN0651–AD31) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

EC–1013. A communication from the Senior 
Advisor, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to a vacancy in the position 
of Commissioner, Administration for Native 
Americans, Department of Health and 
Human Services, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

EC–1014. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of General Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1015. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘Coast 
Guard Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2023’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–1016. A communication from the Chair 
of the National Transportation Safety 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, a draft 
bill to reauthorize the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board for the next 5 years, 
through fiscal year 2028; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

EC–1017. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the first of several legislative proposals 
that support the President’s Fiscal Year 2024 
budget request for the Department of Home-
land Security; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1018. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Maritime Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the 61st Annual 
Report of the activities of the Federal Mari-
time Commission for fiscal year 2022; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1019. A communication from the Vice 
President of Government Affairs and Cor-
porate Communications, National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation, Amtrak, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, other materials re-
quired to accompany Amtrak’s Grant and 
Legislative Report for fiscal year 2024; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1020. A communication from the Senior 
Attorney, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous 
Materials: Editorial Corrections and Clari-
fications; Correction’’ (RIN2137–AF56) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 20, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1021. A communication from the Attor-
ney for Regulatory Affairs Division, Office of 
the General Counsel, Consumer Product 
Safety Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Sub-
stantial Product Hazard List: Window Cov-
ering Cords’’ (Docket No. CPSC–2021–0038) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1022. A communication from the Dep-
uty Associate General Counsel for Regu-
latory Affairs, Office of the Chief Procure-
ment Officer, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Homeland Security 

Acquisition Regulation (HSAR); United 
States Coast Guard Contract Termination 
Policy (HSAR Case 2020–001)’’ (RIN1601–AB08) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1023. A communication from the Biolo-
gist of Protected Resources, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘List of Fisheries for 2023’’ 
(RIN0648–BL30) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1024. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; Roanoke, Virginia’’ 
(MB Docket No. 23–14) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 17, 
2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1025. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; Odessa, Texas’’ (MB 
Docket No. 22–435) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–1026. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; Hampton, Virginia’’ 
(MB Docket No. 22–151) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 17, 
2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1027. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; Lufkin, Texas’’ (MB 
Docket No. 22–436) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–1028. A communication from the Assist-
ant Division Chief, Wireline Competition Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Call Authentication Trust 
Anchor’’ ((FCC 23–18) (WC Docket No. 17–97)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1029. A communication from the Bu-
reau Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Affordable Connectivity Program, 
Fifth Report and Order’’ ((RIN3060–AL16) 
(FCC 23–15) (WC Docket No. 21–450)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1030. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Consumer and Governmental 
Affairs Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Order on Re-
consideration and Declaratory Ruling’’ 
((FCC 23–21) (CG Docket No. 21–402)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1031. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (South Padre 
Island, Texas)’’ (MB Docket No. 22–373) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
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Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1032. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–22364’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1068)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1033. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–22345’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1170)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1034. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–22396’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2023–0440)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1035. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Turbofan Engines; Amendment 39–22358’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1416)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1036. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type 
Certificate Previously Held by Bombardier, 
Inc.) Airplanes; Amendment 39–22392’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–0679)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1037. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Viking Air Limited (Type 
Certificate Previously Held by Bombardier, 
Inc. and de Havilland) Airplanes; Amend-
ment 39–22397’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–0814)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1038. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters Deutsch-
land GmbH (AHD) Helicopters; Amendment 
39–22378’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA– 
2023–0430)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1039. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-

ness Directives; Continental Aerospace Tech-
nologies, Inc. Reciprocating Engines; 
Amendment 39–22385’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2023–0435)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1040. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22371’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2023–1645)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1041. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Alexander Schleicher GmbH 
and Co. Segelflugzeugbau Gliders; Amend-
ment 39–22372’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–1303)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1042. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22365’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–1585)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1043. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; De Havilland Aircraft of 
Canada Limited (Type Certificate Previously 
Held by Bombardier, Inc.) Airplanes; Amend-
ment 39–22370’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–1653)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1044. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22318’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–1300)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1045. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22221’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–1309)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1046. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Embraer S.A. Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22183’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–0873)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1047. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 

Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Turbofan Engines; Amendment 39–22366’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2023–0423)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1048. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type 
Certificate Previously Held by Bombardier, 
Inc.) Airplanes; Amendment 39–22366’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–0521)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1049. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Rolls-Royce Deutschland 
Ltd & Co KG (Type Certificate Previously 
Held by Rolls-Royce plc) Turbofan Engines; 
Amendment 39–22361’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–1244)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1050. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–22340’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1058)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1051. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class D and Class E Airspace; 
Macon, GA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–1614)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1052. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class D and Class E Airspace; Green-
ville, Spartansburg, and Greer, SC’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1161)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1053. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of Class E Airspace, and Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Dallas, GA’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1505)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1054. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of VOR Federal Airways V–268 and V– 
474, Revocation of Jet Route J–518 and VOR 
Federal Airway V–119, and Establishment of 
Area Navigation Route Q–178 in the Vicinity 
of Indian Head, PA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket 
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No. FAA–2022–1424)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–1055. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of VOR Federal Airways V–126, V–156, 
V–233, and V–422, and Revocation of V–340, 
and V–371 in the Vicinity of Knox, IN’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1399)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1056. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of VOR Federal Airways V–50, V–52, V– 
63, and V–586, and Revocation of V–582 in the 
Vicinity of Quincy, IL’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) 
(Docket No. FAA–2022–1436)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1057. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Multiple Air Traffic Service (ATS) 
Routes and Revocation of a VOR Federal 
Airway in the Vicinity of Wolbach, NE’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–1395)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1058. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of Class E Airspace; Municipal, 
Escalante, UT’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–1561)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1059. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Chicago, IL’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–0999)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1060. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘[Final 
Rule Delay in Effective Date] Establishment 
of United States Area Navigation (RNAV) 
Route T–280; Emmonak, AK’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2022–0245)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 17, 2023; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1061. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Hanford Municipal 
Airport, CA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA–2022–1448)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1062. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 

law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of Class E Airspace; Mefford Field Air-
port, CA’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA– 
2022–1453)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1063. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘IFR Alti-
tude; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amdt. No. 
571’’ (RIN2120–AA63) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 17, 2023; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–1064. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4049’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31474)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–1065. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4050’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31475)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 17, 2023; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–1066. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Prohibi-
tion Against Certain Flight in this Territory 
and Airspace of Libya’’ ((RIN2120–AL79) 
(Docket No. FAA–2011–0246)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
17, 2023; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1067. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, the report 
of a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘To repeal 
section 3516(f) (2) of title 31, United States 
Code, and for other purposes’’ ; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–1068. A communication from the Senior 
Congressional Liaison, Bureau of Consumer 
Financial Protection, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Bureau’s fiscal year 2022 an-
nual report relative to the Notification and 
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and 
Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act); to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–12. A resolution adopted by the Leg-
islature of Guam requesting the Secretary of 
the Interior to honor the Department of the 
Interior’s responsibilities to Guam by direct-
ing the Offices of Insular Affairs and Envi-
ronmental Policy and Compliance to review 
and assess the potential environmental im-
pacts of the Marine Corps Base Camp Blaz 

Live-Fire Training Range Complex at North-
west Field, and the Hand Grenade Range at 
Andersen South, on the Northern Guam Lens 
Aquifer, and provide guidance to the Depart-
ment of the Navy prior to range operations 
that ensures the protection of Guam’s water 
resources; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

RESOLUTION NO. 464–36 
Whereas, in August 2015, the U.S. Depart-

ment of the Navy issued its Record of Deci-
sion based on the Guam and CNMI Military 
Relocation Final Supplemental Environ-
mental Impact Study (2012 Roadmap Adjust-
ments) (SEIS), pursuant to which the U.S. 
Department of Defense proposed to relocate 
approximately eight thousand six hundred 
(8,600) U.S. Marines from Okinawa to Guam; 
and as part of that action, to construct and 
operate a series of live-fire training ranges 
on Guam and CNMI. The massive Live-Fire 
Training Range Complex (LFTRC) and Hand 
Grenade Range are currently under construc-
tion and sit on top of the Northern Guam 
Lens Aquifer (NGLA)—a critical resource 
that provides Guam residents with eighty- 
five percent (85%) of the island’s fresh drink-
ing water; and 

Whereas, the U.S. Marine Corps Base Camp 
Blaz LFTRC is located at Northwest Field on 
Andersen Air Force Base, and consists of five 
(5) separate firing ranges, including a Known 
Distance (KD) rifle range, a KD pistol range, 
a Modified Record of Fire Range (MRFR), a 
nonstandard small arms range, a Multipur-
pose Machine Gun (MPMG) range, and a 
stand-alone Hand Grenade Range that is lo-
cated at Andersen South. Approximately one 
hundred eighty-seven (187) acres of pristine 
limestone forest have been cleared in sup-
port of the LFTRC; construction of the KD 
rifle range project is anticipated to be com-
plete in 2022 and operational sometime be-
tween 2023–2024; and construction of the 
Multi-Purpose Machine Gun range is ongoing 
with expected completion in 2024; and 

Whereas, according to the SEIS, up to 6.7 
million lead bullets will be fired and four 
hundred twenty-one (421) hand grenades will 
be thrown over the aquifer each year, poten-
tially threatening the community’s primary 
water source, as well as the surrounding 
ocean areas; and 

Whereas, the SEIS provides that range op-
erations have the potential to leach muni-
tions constituents into groundwater, such as 
lead, antimony, copper, and zinc. Munitions 
constituents are ‘‘any materials originating 
from unexploded ordnance, discarded mili-
tary munitions, or other military munitions, 
including explosive and nonexplosive mate-
rials, and emission, degradation, or break-
down elements of such ordnance or muni-
tions.’’ 10 U.S.C. § 2710(e)(3). The SEIS fur-
ther discloses that munitions constituents 
specific to the explosives used at the Hand 
Grenade Range include trinitrotoluene 
(TNT), cyclotetramethylene tetranitramine 
(High Melting Explosive, HMX), 
hexahydrotrinitrotriazine (Royal Demolition 
Explosive, RDX), and perchlorate; and 

Whereas, in addition to harmful munitions 
constituents, the SEIS states that the firing 
ranges would potentially increase the 
amount of petroleum, oil, and lubricants 
(POLs), hazardous waste, herbicides, pes-
ticides, and fertilizers being stored, trans-
ported, and utilized at the proposed facili-
ties; and 

Whereas, I Liheslaturan Guåhan (the Guam 
Legislature) finds it concerning that the 
SEIS lacks a thorough discussion of range 
munitions constituents and omits available 
data regarding the potential for these chem-
ical agents to remain in soils and leach into 
the groundwater. In January 2012, the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency 
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published the ‘‘EPA Federal Facilities 
Forum Issue Paper: Site Characterization for 
Munitions Constituents’’ (EPA 2012 Paper), 
which compiles studies of military installa-
tions in the U.S and Canada and identifies a 
wide range of chemical agents left on surface 
soils surrounding firing ranges. The EPA 2012 
Paper cites data showing that chemical com-
ponents of explosives and propellants tend to 
be mobilized by heavy rainfall and may 
threaten groundwater supplies. This is of 
particular concern on Guam, as the karst 
limestone topography of the NGLA is espe-
cially porous, rendering the aquifer vulner-
able to contamination; and 

Whereas, I Liheslaturan Guåhan also finds 
that the significance of the NGLA as Guam’s 
sole source aquifer, the increased annual 
withdrawal of groundwater amounting to 1.7 
million gallons each day as a result of the 
Guam and CNMI Military Relocation, and 
threats induced by climate change are crit-
ical factors that must be considered to deter-
mine the true and long-term impacts of the 
training ranges on Guam’s water resources; 
and 

Whereas, I Liheslaturan Guåhan recognizes 
Guam’s obligation to protect and preserve 
the natural and cultural heritage of the 
CHamoru people, and that the island and its 
resources are an inheritance from Guam’s 
ancestors for the island’s present and future 
generations, and must be safeguarded; and 

Whereas, island nations all across the Pa-
cific region are rising to fulfill that obliga-
tion and ensure community resilience and 
survival through climate change; and the 
Guam community joins the voices within the 
Pacific region and with those who have dedi-
cated their lives to protecting this inherit-
ance—Guam’s lands and waters; and 

Whereas, there is insufficient scientific 
data available to Guam residents to fully as-
sess potentially irreversible impacts of the 
construction and operation of the firing 
ranges on the NGLA, and it is critical that 
the community is given reasonable time to 
review relevant and sound information be-
fore the ranges become operational: Now 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That I Mina’trentai Sais Na 
Liheslaturan Guåhan (the 36th Guam Legisla-
ture) does hereby, on behalf of the people of 
Guam, call on U.S. Secretary of the Interior 
Deb Haaland to honor the U.S. Department 
of the Interior’s responsibilities to Guam and 
its residents by directing the Offices of Insu-
lar Affairs and Environmental Policy and 
Compliance to review and assess the poten-
tial environmental impacts of the U.S. Ma-
rine Corps Base Camp Blaz Live-Fire Train-
ing Range Complex at Northwest Field, and 
the Hand Grenade Range at Andersen South, 
on the Northern Guam Lens Aquifer, and 
provide guidance to the U.S. Department of 
the Navy prior to range operations that en-
sures the protection of Guam’s water re-
sources; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Speaker certify, and the 
Legislative Secretary attest to, the adoption 
hereof, and that copies of the same be there-
after transmitted to the Honorable Joseph R. 
Biden, Jr., President of the United States of 
America; to the Honorable Kamala Harris, 
Vice President of the United States of Amer-
ica; to the Honorable Deb Haaland, Sec-
retary of the U.S. Department of the Inte-
rior; to the Honorable Keone Nakoa, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Insular Affairs, U.S. 
Department of Interior; to Stephen G. 
Tryon, Director, Office of Environmental 
Policy and Compliance, U.S. Department of 
the Interior; to the Honorable Jack Reed, 
Chairperson, Committee on Armed Services, 
U.S. Senate; to the Honorable Adam Smith, 
Chairperson, Committee on Armed Services, 
U.S. House of Representatives; and to the 
Honorable Lourdes A. Leon Guerrero, I Maga 
’hågan Guåhan. 

POM–13. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois rescind-
ing its 1863 ratification of the following prop-
osition, known as the Corwin Amendment to 
the United States Constitution: ‘‘Article 
XIII. No amendment shall be made to the 
Constitution which will authorize or give to 
Congress the power to abolish or interfere, 
within any State, with the domestic institu-
tions thereof, including that of persons held 
to labor or service by the laws of said 
State.’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 22 
Whereas, On February 27, 1861, in an at-

tempt to avert the secession of Southern 
states, United States Representative Thomas 
Corwin of Ohio proposed an amendment to 
the United States Constitution that would 
prohibit the United States Constitution from 
being amended in a manner that authorizes 
Congress to abolish or interfere with the 
states’ domestic institutions, including slav-
ery; and 

Whereas, On March 2, 1861, the Corwin 
Amendment was approved by a joint resolu-
tion of the Thirty-Sixth United States Con-
gress (12 Stat. 251) and was submitted to the 
states under Article V of the United States 
Constitution for ratification with no dead-
line given for completion of its ratification; 
and 

Whereas, The Twenty-Third General As-
sembly of the State of Illinois ratified the 
Corwin Amendment in ‘‘An Act ratifying a 
certain amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States’’, in force June 2, 1863 
(Public Laws 1863, p. 41); and 

Whereas, The Corwin Amendment has not 
yet been ratified by three-fourths of the 
states and, therefore, is not part of the 
United States Constitution at this time; and 

Whereas, It is still possible that a suffi-
cient number of states could belatedly ratify 
the Corwin Amendment thereby adding it to 
the United States Constitution, as occurred 
with the 27th Amendment to the United 
States Constitution, which was first pro-
posed in 1789 and was not ratified by a suffi-
cient number of states until 1992; and 

Whereas, With the end of the Civil War and 
the ratification of the actual 13th Amend-
ment to the United States Constitution in 
1865, the purposes of the Corwin Amendment 
have become moot: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Senate of the One Hundred 
Second General Assembly of the State of Illinois, 
the House of Representatives Concurring Here-
in, That the State of Illinois rescinds its 1863 
ratification of the following proposition, 
known as the Corwin Amendment to the 
United States Constitution: 

‘‘ARTICLE XIII. No amendment shall be 
made to the Constitution which will author-
ize or give to Congress the power to abolish 
or interfere, within any State, with the do-
mestic institutions thereof, including that of 
persons held to labor or service by the laws 
of said State.’’; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this reso-
lution be forwarded to the Archivist of the 
United States, the President of the United 
States, the President and Secretary of the 
United States Senate, the Speaker and Clerk 
of the United States House of Representa-
tives, and each member congressional dele-
gation with the request verbatim in the Con-
gressional Record. 

POM–14. A resolution adopted by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of New Jersey re-
spectfully urging the United States Congress 
and the President of the United States to in-
crease funding for the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION NO. 165 
Whereas, The National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration (NASA), established in 

1958 to expand ‘‘human knowledge of phe-
nomena in the atmosphere and space,’’ is a 
federal agency that invests in innovative ac-
tivities that create jobs, jumpstart busi-
nesses, and grow the economy; and 

Whereas, As part of its overall mission, 
NASA seeks to improve aeronautical and 
space vehicles capable of carrying living or-
ganisms, equipment, supplies, and instru-
ments by studying and recognizing the inter-
connectedness of varied sciences; and 

Whereas, The onset of the Space Race un-
derscored the significance of NASA, as the 
agency’s initial space and lunar expeditions 
captivated the psyche of the nation and cata-
pulted the United States to the forefront of 
the scientific-technological revolution; and 

Whereas, Another NASA innovation, 
known as the James Webb Space Telescope, 
has enabled humanity to see deep into the 
outer limits of space, reigniting the nation’s 
hunger for exploration; and 

Whereas, Today, NASA research and devel-
opment projects tend to result in spinoff 
technologies in common use, including solar 
panels, medical imaging and dental x-ray de-
vices, cell phone cameras, cordless vacuums, 
memory foam, and stronger tire material; 
and 

Whereas, It is clear that there is an in-
creased interest and demand in space craft, 
space flight, and satellite technology from 
the private sector, and increased funding for 
public-private partnerships could lead to fur-
ther innovations that bring economic growth 
to New Jersey and the country as a whole; 
and 

Whereas, New Jersey seeks to foster the 
next generation’s expertise in science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathematics 
(STEM) by capitalizing on awe-inspiring 
NASA missions to demonstrate real-life ap-
plications of what is taught in the class-
room; and 

Whereas, The COVID–19 pandemic height-
ened the urgency for funding STEM edu-
cation and career training as an investment 
in future health and prosperity, both short- 
term and long-term; and 

Whereas, Climate uncertainty and extreme 
weather events heighten the necessity for in-
vesting in endeavors that lead to pioneering 
solutions to help humanity adapt with the 
planet we live on; and 

Whereas, Despite the value that NASA 
continues to present to the American people 
and the economy, NASA’s annual funding ad-
justed for inflation peaked in 1966 at $49 bil-
lion, in 2021 dollars, and has stagnated since 
2000 at roughly $22 billion, in 2021 dollars; 
and 

Whereas, President Biden’s proposed fed-
eral fiscal year (FY) 2023 funding for NASA 
will raise the agency’s budget to $26 billion, 
an eight percent increase over FY2022’s $24 
billion budget; and 

Whereas, Increasing the administration’s 
budget will lead to scientific and techno-
logical innovations that will create jobs, 
jumpstart businesses, grow the economy, and 
expand human understanding of our planet 
and universe; now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the 
State of New Jersey: 

1. This House respectfully urges the Con-
gress and the President to increase funding 
for the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration in the federal budget. 

2. Copies of this resolution, as filed with 
the Secretary of State, shall be transmitted 
by the Clerk of the General Assembly to the 
President and Vice President of the United 
States, the Majority and Minority Leaders of 
the United States Senate, the Speaker and 
Minority Leader of the United States House 
of Representatives, each member of the 
United States Congress elected from this 
State, and the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration. 
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POM–15. A resolution adopted by the Board 

of Supervisors of the City and County of San 
Francisco, California, condemning Azer-
baijan’s Blockade of the Armenians of 
Nagorno-Karabakh (Artsakh) and ongoing 
human rights violations; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. DURBIN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Report on the Ac-
tivities of the Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate During the One Hun-
dred Seventeenth Congress’’ (Rept. No. 118– 
11). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 264. A bill to amend the Lobbying Dis-
closure Act of 1995 to require certain disclo-
sures by registrants regarding exemptions 
under the Foreign Agents Registration Act 
of 1938, as amended (Rept. No. 118–12). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself, Mr. CAR-
PER, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 1189. A bill to establish a pilot grant pro-
gram to improve recycling accessibility, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
CASEY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mr. BENNET, Mr. LUJAN, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. HEINRICH, 
Ms. WARREN, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. SMITH, 
and Mr. MARKEY): 

S. 1190. A bill to repeal the debt ceiling, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. WARNER): 

S. 1191. A bill to direct the Director of the 
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security 
Agency to establish a K–12 Cybersecurity 
Technology Improvement Program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGERTY (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. LEE, Ms. LUMMIS, Mrs. 
HYDE-SMITH, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. DAINES, Mr. BUDD, 
Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 1192. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services with the author-
ity to suspend the right to introduce certain 
persons or property into the United States in 
the interest of the public health; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. REED, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. WARREN, 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. CAR-
PER, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN): 

S. 1193. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
against individuals with disabilities who 
need long-term services and supports, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mrs. CAP-
ITO, and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 1194. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
carry out certain activities to improve recy-
cling and composting programs in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. LEE, and Mr. BARRASSO): 

S. 1195. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise taxes 
on taxable chemicals and taxable substances; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
SANDERS, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. 1196. A bill to amend the Revised Stat-
utes to remove the defense of qualified im-
munity in the case of any action under sec-
tion 1979, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. KING, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 1197. A bill to amend the Telecommuni-
cations Act of 1996 to preserve and protect 
the ability of State and local governments, 
public-private partnerships, and cooperatives 
to provide broadband services; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 1198. A bill to reauthorize funding for 
programs to prevent and investigate elder 
abuse, neglect, and exploitation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 1199. A bill to combat the sexual exploi-

tation of children by supporting victims and 
promoting accountability and transparency 
by the tech industry; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, and Mrs. HYDE-SMITH): 

S. 1200. A bill to establish a Federal grant 
program to combat the smuggling and traf-
ficking of children and young women; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Ms. LUMMIS, Mr. BRAUN, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. THUNE, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, 
Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. BUDD, Mr. 
TUBERVILLE, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. LEE, Mr. BARRASSO, and Mr. COR-
NYN): 

S. 1201. A bill to reform the labor laws of 
the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr. 
PADILLA, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. LUJÁN, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
REED, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. WARREN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Ms. SMITH, Mr. SANDERS, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. 
BENNET): 

S. 1202. A bill to require full funding of 
part A of title I of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 and the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, and Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 1203. A bill to amend the Peace Corps 
Act by reauthorizing the Peace Corps, pro-
viding better support for current, returning, 
and former volunteers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. KELLY, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. 

ROSEN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. PADILLA, 
Mr. KAINE, and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1204. A bill to allow veterans to use, pos-
sess, or transport medical marijuana and to 
discuss the use of medical marijuana with a 
physician of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs as authorized by a State or Indian 
Tribe, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Ms. 
SMITH, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. 
FETTERMAN): 

S. 1205. A bill to modify market develop-
ment programs under the Department of Ag-
riculture, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. REED, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
PADILLA, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
HEINRICH, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. CARPER, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. LUJÁN): 

S. 1206. A bill to amend the Religious Free-
dom Restoration Act of 1993 to protect civil 
rights and otherwise prevent meaningful 
harm to third parties, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. HAWLEY, Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO, Mr. TILLIS, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. WARNER, Ms. MURKOWSKI, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN): 

S. 1207. A bill to establish a National Com-
mission on Online Child Sexual Exploitation 
Prevention, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. WELCH, and Ms. 
DUCKWORTH): 

S. 1208. A bill to provide standards for fa-
cilities at which aliens in the custody of the 
Department of Homeland Security are de-
tained, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOOKER: 
S. 1209. A bill to regulate tax return pre-

parers and refund anticipation payment ar-
rangements; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN): 

S. 1210. A bill to designate a laboratory as 
the National Biodefense Analysis and Coun-
termeasures Center, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, and Ms. SMITH): 

S. 1211. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to credit individuals serv-
ing as caregivers of dependent relatives with 
deemed wages for up to five years of such 
service; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CRAMER (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER): 

S. 1212. A bill to authorize notaries public 
to perform, and to establish minimum stand-
ards for, electronic notarizations and remote 
notarizations that occur in or affect inter-
state commerce, to require any Federal 
court to recognize notarizations performed 
by a notarial officer of any State, to require 
any State to recognize notarizations per-
formed by a notarial officer of any other 
State when the notarization was performed 
under or relates to a public Act, record, or 
judicial proceeding of notarial officer’s State 
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or when the notarization occurs in or affects 
interstate commerce, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
BRAUN, Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, 
and Mr. TUBERVILLE): 

S. 1213. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Labor to implement the industry-recognized 
apprenticeship program process, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. BALDWIN: 
S. 1214. A bill to set forth limitations on 

exclusive approval or licensure of drugs des-
ignated for rare diseases or conditions; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 
S. 1215. A bill to require assessments of op-

portunities to install and maintain floating 
photovoltaic solar panels at Bureau of Rec-
lamation and Corps of Engineers projects, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. ROUNDS, and 
Mr. KING): 

S. 1216. A bill to amend Public Law 91–378 
to authorize activities relating to Civilian 
Conservation Centers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: 
S. 1217. A bill to prohibit the distribution 

and receipt of rebates for prescription drugs; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: 
S. 1218. A bill to require that the retail list 

price for certain prescription drugs and bio-
logical products may not exceed the average 
retail list price for the drug or biological 
product among certain nations; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. WELCH, Mr. KAINE, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Ms. 
DUCKWORTH): 

S. 1219. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide health equity for peo-
ple with disabilities; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. KAINE, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 1220. A bill to establish the position of 
Special Envoy to the Pacific Islands Forum; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. Res. 164. A resolution honoring the Her-

itage Foundation on the occasion of its 50th 
anniversary; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 113 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 113, a bill to require the Fed-
eral Trade Commission to study the 
role of intermediaries in the pharma-
ceutical supply chain and provide Con-

gress with appropriate policy rec-
ommendations, and for other purposes. 

S. 141 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 141, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to improve cer-
tain programs of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs for home and commu-
nity based services for veterans, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 302 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 302, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide colorectal 
cancer screening for members of the 
uniformed services who served in loca-
tions associated with toxic exposure, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 443 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BUDD) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 443, a bill to 
treat certain liquidations of new motor 
vehicle inventory as qualified liquida-
tions of LIFO inventory for purposes of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

S. 576 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 576, a bill to enhance safe-
ty requirements for trains transporting 
hazardous materials, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 596 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 596, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to make em-
ployers of spouses of military per-
sonnel eligible for the work oppor-
tunity credit. 

S. 637 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 637, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to 
apply child labor laws to independent 
contractors, increase penalties for 
child labor law violations, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 785 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VANCE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
785, a bill to amend the Clean Air Act 
with respect to the ethanol waiver for 
Reid Vapor Pressure under that Act, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 791 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BUDD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 791, a bill to increase access to 
agency guidance documents. 

S. 881 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 

(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 881, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide a credit for the purchase of certain 
new electric bicycles. 

S. 886 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 886, a bill to authorize the 
location of a monument on the Na-
tional Mall to commemorate and honor 
the women’s suffrage movement and 
the passage of the 19th Amendment to 
the Constitution, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 887 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
887, a bill to amend the Federal Re-
serve Act to prohibit the Federal re-
serve banks from offering certain prod-
ucts or services directly to an indi-
vidual, and for other purposes. 

S. 966 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
966, a bill to provide for operations of 
the Federal Columbia River Power Sys-
tem pursuant to a certain operation 
plan for a specified period of time, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 985 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mrs. BRITT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 985, a bill to amend the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 to ensure campus 
access at public institutions of higher 
education for religious groups. 

S. 1041 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1041, a bill to amend the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to es-
tablish a minimum salary threshold for 
bona fide executive, administrative, 
and professional employees exempt 
from Federal overtime compensation 
requirements, and automatically up-
date such threshold each year, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1049 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1049, a bill to ensure that 
older adults and individuals with dis-
abilities are prepared for disasters, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1061 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1061, a bill to prospectively repeal 
the 2001 Authorization for Use of Mili-
tary Force. 

S. 1064 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) and the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KELLY) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1064, a bill to direct the Secretary 
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of Health and Human Services to carry 
out a national project to prevent and 
cure Parkinson’s, to be known as the 
National Parkinson’s Project, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1068 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 
of the Senator from Alabama (Mrs. 
BRITT) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1068, a bill to ensure that State and 
local law enforcement officers are per-
mitted to cooperate with Federal offi-
cials to protect our communities from 
violent criminals and suspected terror-
ists who are illegally present in the 
United States. 

S. 1125 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1125, a bill to authorize an electronic 
health record modernization program 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
and increase oversight and account-
ability of the program to better serve 
veterans, medical professionals of the 
Department, and taxpayers, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1152 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1152, a bill to focus limited 
Federal resources on the most serious 
offenders. 

S. 1184 

At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
the names of the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. DAINES) and the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. SCOTT) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1184, a bill to direct 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States to conduct a study to evaluate 
the activities of sister city partner-
ships operating within the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 7 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from Il-
linois (Mr. DURBIN) and the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 7, a con-
current resolution condemning Rus-
sia’s unjust and arbitrary detention of 
Russian opposition leader Vladimir 
Kara-Murza who has stood up in de-
fense of democracy, the rule of law, and 
free and fair elections in Russia. 

S. RES. 128 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. LANKFORD) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 128, a 
resolution condemning the Russian 
Federation’s kidnapping of Ukrainian 
children. 

S. RES. 133 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 133, a resolution hon-
oring the 30th anniversary of the Na-
tional Guard Youth Challenge Pro-
gram. 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. HAGERTY (for himself, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. LEE, Ms. LUM-
MIS, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. BUDD, Mr. CRAPO, 
and Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 1192. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services 
with the authority to suspend the right 
to introduce certain persons or prop-
erty into the United States in the in-
terest of the public health; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. HAGERTY. Madam President, in 
February, the Biden administration ar-
gued to the U.S. Supreme Court that 
title 42 will terminate in May of 2023 
with the expiration of the COVID–19 
public health emergency. 

Removing one of the last tools avail-
able to Border Patrol agents during a 
record-shattering border crisis is intol-
erable. Congress should not stand by 
and refuse to address this obvious prob-
lem. 

Title 42 authority was initially based 
on the pandemic, and while I agree 
that the pandemic is over, the border 
crisis and the deadly drug overdose cri-
sis that it fuels are worse than ever. 

Whether to maintain border security 
policy should not depend on whether 
there is a pandemic. That is why I am 
reintroducing the Stop Fentanyl Bor-
der Crossings Act today. This legisla-
tion would preserve continued use of 
title 42 authority to combat drug traf-
ficking at the border. 

Clearly, the deadly epidemic has not 
ended. Deadly fentanyl is flooding 
American communities—deadly 
fentanyl, produced with the help of the 
Chinese Communist Party and smug-
gled by drug cartels across our south-
ern border. 

More than 100,000 Americans died of 
drug overdoses in the last 12 months, 
most of them from synthetic opioids 
like fentanyl. It is the No. 1 cause of 
death for Americans between the ages 
of 18 and 45. 

The rise in fentanyl overdoses and 
deaths affects every State and congres-
sional district. It kills the young and 
the old, the rich and the poor, in cities 
and in small towns alike. It is not a 
partisan issue, and finding a solution 
shouldn’t be partisan either. 

When I talk to Tennessee sheriffs, 
they tell me that fentanyl is becoming 
more and more lethal, how a so-called 
‘‘bad batch’’ can kill dozens of people. 
Once this deadly substance arrives in 
American communities, it is too late. 
We have to stop it before it crosses our 
borders. That is why I have reintro-
duced this legislation to combat drug 
smuggling. 

When I travel to the border, Border 
Patrol agents tell me that the cartels 
use human waves of illegal border 
crossers as cover to transport fentanyl 
and other deadly narcotics. While Bor-
der Patrol agents are diverted to man-

age caravans of border crossers, the 
gap in coverage is then exploited by 
the smugglers. In many cases, these 
are well-planned and carefully coordi-
nated occurrences. 

The agents told me that ‘‘the people 
don’t stay at the border, and the drugs 
don’t either.’’ They also told me that 
title 42 is the last tool the Border Pa-
trol has left to partially slow this on-
going tidal wave of illegal crossings. 
We can’t afford to take away this tool 
in the midst of a crisis. 

Letting title 42 end without creating 
a permanent, new authority to replace 
it empowers drug cartels. It enables 
them to send migrants across the bor-
der at strategic points, bogging down 
Border Patrol agents with paperwork 
and processing that takes five times 
longer without title 42. This dramatic 
increase in processing times absent 
title 42 will significantly decrease the 
scarce resources available to actually 
patrol our southern border. Cartels will 
then use the longer and more frequent 
enforcement gaps to move more 
fentanyl across the southern border. 
We cannot allow this to happen. 

My legislation simply adds drug 
smuggling as an additional basis for 
using title 42 authority. It would help 
Border Patrol stop drug traffickers. 

This should not be controversial. 
Yet, last Congress, Democrats blocked 
its passage three times on the Senate 
floor. Now that we are staring down at 
the end of title 42, it is time to pass 
this bill. I hope my colleagues across 
the aisle will not let title 42 expire 
without action. We must protect the 
border security tools we have to stop 
the fentanyl flowing across our south-
ern border before more lives are lost. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 
S. 1199. A bill to combat the sexual 

exploitation of children by supporting 
victims and promoting accountability 
and transparency by the tech industry; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
there is a grave threat to America’s fu-
ture lurking online. Big Tech giants 
and other online platforms are working 
every day to capture the minds of our 
children in order to pad their profits. 

Toddlers, before they can walk or 
barely talk, have learned to reach out 
and touch that bright little screen. 
Mothers and fathers on car rides and 
plane trips trust that little screen will 
buy them quiet time. Captivated, mes-
merized, even hypnotized, the screen 
experience continues. And unless par-
ents are very careful, it can go from 
bad to worse. It starts with music and 
games, which many of the parents find 
harmless. As the child grows up and 
graduates to a cell phone, there is an 
opportunity to move to a new level of 
information and communication. 

Let’s face it, even the most caring, 
conscientious parent struggles to keep 
up with all the apps and options. And 
the producers of these online experi-
ences are determined to work on the 
brains of these children, capture their 
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little customers in the process, and pad 
their profits. 

So who is protecting our kids from 
internet profiteers and predators? I am 
sorry to say, almost no one. In fact, 
our laws are written to protect the 
predators, not the kids. 

Clearly, every child can benefit from 
a safe online experience. They can 
make friends, expand their knowledge, 
learn skills. But social media, we all 
know, has a dangerous dark side. Inno-
cent children are lured into online en-
vironments and powerful algorithms 
working to keep them there. 
Unsuspecting kids can be sexually ex-
ploited and their childhood images cap-
tured forever by predators and profit- 
taking abusers. 

Drug pushers no longer search for 
playgrounds to sell deadly narcotics. 
Two clicks on the internet bring them 
their new young customers. Many chil-
dren are bullied and harassed online or 
pressured into dangerous, deadly be-
havior. 

Rose Bronstein is a mother from Chi-
cago. She knows how cruel and dan-
gerous the online world can be. Rose’s 
son Nate was a 10th grader at a private 
school when he started being taunted 
by classmates using texts and 
Snapchat. The bullying of her son was 
vicious, and it included messages urg-
ing Nate to kill himself. Nate died by 
suicide at the age of 15. 

We have known for years about the 
online dangers to children’s privacy 
and safety. We have talked a lot about 
them. We have even held hearings in 
Congress about them. Journalists have 
written so many articles about the 
dangers, but the problem has only 
grown worse. 

Research into exactly how social 
media use affects children is still in its 
early stage, largely because of Big 
Tech’s failure to adequately monitor, 
report, and prevent violation of chil-
dren’s online privacy and safety. But a 
picture is emerging, and it is alarming. 

This chart tells a story. The gold line 
you see here shows the amount of time 
teenagers spend scrolling through so-
cial media and watching online videos. 
According to Common Sense, a group 
that tracks media use by young kids 
and teens, kids spend an average of 
nearly 3 hours a day on sites like 
Instagram, Snapchat, TikTok, and 
YouTube. That is a nearly 60-percent 
increase in the last 6 years. 

This white line shows that an in-
crease in teens’ use of social media has 
been accompanied by a sharp spike in 
teen depression. According to the CDC, 
between 2013 and 2021, the percentage 
of teens who reported persistent feel-
ings of sadness or hopelessness shot up 
42 percent—between 2013 and 2021. 

The blue line shows what happens 
with girls’ mental health. Today, near-
ly one in three girls in America say 
they have seriously considered suicide. 
That is a 34-percent spike in the past 
decade. 

We have given tech companies nearly 
three decades to police themselves. 

They have failed miserably, and our 
children are paying the price. Our teen-
agers are in a mental health crisis. 

Congress must impose stronger, en-
forceable online protections for kids. 
Our children are not commodities, and 
we can’t continue to expect parents 
and victims alone to stand up to Big 
Tech with few ways to hold tech com-
panies accountable. 

Two months ago, the Senate Judici-
ary Committee, which I chair, held a 
hearing on online threats to children’s 
safety. We heard powerful testimony 
from those working to increase chil-
dren’s privacy and safety online. They 
included law enforcement, the National 
Center for Missing & Exploited Chil-
dren, the American Psychological As-
sociation, and the child internet safety 
advocacy organization known as Fair-
play. 

We also heard from victims. The sto-
ries were frightening, frightening to 
every parent and every grandparent, 
and heartbreaking. 

Charlotte—and I am using a pseu-
donym here—didn’t attend the hearing, 
but she has allowed me to tell her 
story in the hope that it may help oth-
ers who have been victimized online, as 
she has been, by sexual predators. 

Charlotte was 16 years old when she 
first visited a social media site that a 
friend told her about. It sounded so ex-
citing, she said, a place where she 
could meet people from all over the 
world. I won’t use the name of the site, 
but you would recognize it imme-
diately. It is used by tens of millions of 
people every single day. 

Among the people Charlotte met on-
line was a man who showered her with 
attention and compliments, gained her 
trust, and eventually enticed Charlotte 
into performing sex acts for him over 
the webcam and sending explicit videos 
to him. 

Maybe that sounds shocking to you, 
but be prepared. Research shows that 
over one-third of teenagers today be-
lieve that it is normal to share the 
same sorts of images and videos that 
Charlotte shared online—one-third. 

She was still in high school when the 
online harassment began. First came 
anonymous emails, then a phone call 
to her parents’ house calling her vile 
names. Eventually, the images she 
shared with that man she thought was 
a friend would be posted on more than 
100 websites across the world, often 
with her name and identifiable infor-
mation included. 

Charlotte filed her first of six police 
reports about the images when she 
reached the age of 18. Eventually, she, 
her mother, her boyfriend, and child 
safety groups would file hundreds of re-
ports with social media providers 
around the world trying to get these 
horrible images taken down, often to 
no avail. 

While she was in college studying to 
be a teacher—her lifelong dream—the 
images were posted again, along with 
her name and the name of her college. 
When the university found out about 

it, it canceled her student teaching 
placement and threatened to withhold 
her degree. 

She was a teacher of special edu-
cation at a middle school when one of 
her students saw the images again on-
line. Charlotte told her principal. She 
was fired a few days later. 

Again and again, it was Charlotte 
who was blamed, not the abusers who 
tormented her online. Over the years, 
Charlotte tried three times to take her 
own life. It has now been 14 years since 
she met that predator online, but the 
images continue to circulate again and 
again. The abuse never stops, and Char-
lotte says she doubts she will ever feel 
safe again. 

This Senate can help Charlotte and 
countless other young people who are 
sexually abused online each year by 
passing a bill that I am introducing 
today. It is called the Stop CSAM Act. 
CSAM, C-S-A-M, stands for ‘‘child sex-
ual abuse material.’’ Federal law still 
uses the old term—‘‘pornography,’’ 
‘‘child pornography’’—but that is mis-
leading because pornography implies 
consent, and children under the age of 
18 cannot legally consent to the cre-
ation or sharing of sexually explicit 
images of themselves. 

So these images are, by definition, 
evidence of a crime. Yet, under current 
law, it is extremely difficult to bring 
lawsuits against tech companies that 
allow child sexual abuse materials to 
be posted on their websites. 

How can this be, you ask? Here is 
how. The Communications Decency 
Act of 1996—remember that year—con-
tains a section, section 230, that offers 
near-total immunity to Big Tech. As a 
result, victims like Charlotte have no 
way to force tech companies to remove 
content posted on their sites—not even 
these child sexual abuse horrible im-
ages. 

My bill, the Stop CSAM Act, is going 
to change that. It would protect vic-
tims and promote accountability with-
in the tech industry. Companies that 
fail to remove CSAM and related im-
agery after being notified about them 
would face significant fines. They 
would also be required to produce an-
nual reports detailing their efforts to 
keep children safe from online sex 
predators, and any company that pro-
motes or facilitates online child exploi-
tation could face new criminal and 
civil penalties. 

When section 230 was created in 1996, 
Mark Zuckerberg was in the sixth 
grade. Facebook and social media sites 
didn’t even exist. It is time that we re-
write the law to reflect the reality of 
today’s world. 

A bipartisan bill sponsored by Sen-
ators Graham and Blumenthal would 
also help to do that. It is called the 
EARN IT Act, and it would let CSAM 
victims—these child sexual abuse vic-
tims—have their day in court by 
amending section 230 to eliminate Big 
Tech’s near-total immunity from li-
ability and responsibility. 

When we learned two decades ago 
that Big Tobacco was lying about their 
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efforts to hook kids on smoking, Con-
gress took action to establish reason-
able guardrails to protect public 
health, and the courts held Big To-
bacco accountable for the damage and 
death it had caused. 

Now, Big Tech is using the same 
playbook in order to profit by hooking 
America’s kids on its dangerous prod-
ucts. It is time to hold them account-
able just as we did with Big Tobacco. 

I will close with one more story from 
our committee hearing. Kristin Bride 
is a mother from Oregon. After being 
bullied relentlessly by supposed friends 
using Snapchat and anonymous mes-
saging apps, Kristin’s 16-year-old son 
Carson hanged himself in his family’s 
garage. After his death, Kristin discov-
ered the online taunts they had been 
throwing at her son. She sued the 
anonymous messaging apps in Cali-
fornia State court for failing to enforce 
even their own safety standard. 

The court dismissed the lawsuit, and 
what did they cite? Section 230, our law 
from 1996. 

As Kristin told our committee, ‘‘It 
shouldn’t take grieving parents filing 
lawsuits to hold the industry account-
able for their dangerous and addictive 
product design.’’ 

We have the bipartisan support in the 
Senate to protect our children and 
grandchildren online. It is time that we 
use it. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the text of the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1199 
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 ‘‘Strength-
ening Transparency and Obligations to Pro-
tect Children Suffering from Abuse and Mis-
treatment Act of 2023’’ or the ‘‘STOP CSAM 
Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. MANDATORY REPORTING OF CHILD 

ABUSE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 226 of the Victims 

of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (34 U.S.C. 20341) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘A covered individual’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A covered individual’’; 

and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) GEOGRAPHIC APPLICABILITY.—Subpara-

graph (A) shall apply with respect to an inci-
dent of child abuse that— 

‘‘(i) occurred within the United States; or 
‘‘(ii)(I) occurred outside the United States; 

and 
‘‘(II) was committed by a United States 

citizen or an alien lawfully admitted for per-
manent residence.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(8), by inserting ‘‘and 
computer repair technicians’’ after ‘‘photo 
processors’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘physical 

or mental injury’’ and inserting ‘‘physical 
injury, psychological abuse’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) the term ‘psychological abuse’ in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) a pattern of acts, threats of acts, or 
coercive tactics intended to degrade, humili-
ate, intimidate, or terrorize, a child; and 

‘‘(B) the infliction of trauma on a child 
through— 

‘‘(i) isolation; 
‘‘(ii) the withholding of food or other ne-

cessities in order to control behavior; 
‘‘(iii) physical restraint; or 
‘‘(iv) confinement of the child without the 

child’s consent and in degrading condi-
tions;’’; 

(C) in paragraph (5)(D)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘genitals’’ and inserting 

‘‘anus, genitals,’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘or animal’’; 
(D) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘child 

prostitution’’ and inserting ‘‘child sex traf-
ficking’’; 

(E) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘the term 
‘child abuse’ ’’ and inserting ‘‘the terms 
‘physical injury’ and ‘psychological abuse’ ’’; 

(F) in paragraph (9)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘minor’’ and inserting 

‘‘child’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end; 
(ii) in subparagraph (B), by adding ‘‘or’’ at 

the end; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) is authorized to interact with a child 

by a covered program that is providing any 
care, treatment, education, training, in-
struction, religious guidance, supervision, or 
recreational opportunities to that child;’’; 

(G) in paragraph (11), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(H) in paragraph (12), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting a semicolon; and 

(I) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(13) the term ‘child’ means a person who 

is under the age of 18; 
‘‘(14) the term ‘computer’ has the meaning 

given the term in section 1030 of title 18, 
United States Code; 

‘‘(15) the term ‘covered program’ means 
any program that receives, in any 1-year pe-
riod, benefits in excess of $10,000 under a Fed-
eral program involving a grant (not includ-
ing a formula grant to a State, territory, or 
Tribe), contract, subsidy, loan, guarantee, 
insurance, or other form of Federal assist-
ance to provide any care, treatment, edu-
cation, training, instruction, religious guid-
ance, supervision, or recreational opportuni-
ties to a child; and 

‘‘(16) the term ‘privileged communication’ 
means any communication between 2 parties 
that, under any applicable law where the 
communication takes place— 

‘‘(A) is recognized as privileged; 
‘‘(B) is not subject to any exception; and 
‘‘(C) is not subject to a reporting require-

ment regardless of any applicable privi-
lege.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘an 

agency’’ and inserting ‘‘one or more agen-
cies’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘and law enforcement per-
sonnel’’ and inserting ‘‘, law enforcement 
personnel, and children’s advocacy center 
personnel in a multidisciplinary team set-
ting’’; 

(5) in subsection (i)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘RULE’’ and 

inserting ‘‘RULES’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘Nothing’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) APPLICABILITY TO VICTIMS.—Nothing’’; 

and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY TO ATTORNEYS.—Noth-

ing in this section shall be construed to re-
quire a licensed attorney to take any action 
that would violate any applicable rule of 
professional conduct. 

‘‘(3) PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATIONS.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed to require 
a covered individual described in subsection 
(c)(9)(C) who engages in privileged commu-
nication through the covered individual’s 
work for the covered program, whether or 
not for compensation, to report any informa-
tion exclusively received in the context of a 
privileged communication.’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(j) OUTREACH TO COVERED PROGRAMS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal agency 

that has provided Federal assistance to a 
program that may cause the program to 
qualify as a covered program shall make rea-
sonable efforts to promote awareness of the 
reporting requirements under subsection (a) 
among such programs. 

‘‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not be construed to require individual 
notice to each program to which a Federal 
agency has provided Federal assistance as 
described in that paragraph.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TITLE 18, 
UNITED STATES CODE.—Section 2258 of title 
18, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 2258. Failure to report child abuse 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘child abuse’ and ‘covered individual’ 
have the meanings given those terms in sec-
tion 226 of the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 
1990 (34 U.S.C. 20341). 

‘‘(b) OFFENSES.— 
‘‘(1) COVERED PROFESSIONALS.—It shall be 

unlawful for a person who, while engaged in 
a professional capacity or activity described 
in subsection (b) of section 226 of the Victims 
of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (34 U.S.C. 20341) on 
Federal land or in a federally operated (or 
contracted) facility, learns of facts that give 
reason to suspect that a child has suffered an 
incident of child abuse, to knowingly fail to 
make a timely report as required by sub-
section (a)(1) of that section. 

‘‘(2) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—It shall be un-
lawful for a covered individual who learns of 
facts that give reason to suspect that a child 
has suffered an incident of child abuse de-
scribed in subsection (c) to knowingly fail to 
make a timely report as required by sub-
section (a)(2) of section 226 of the Victims of 
Child Abuse Act of 1990 (34 U.S.C. 20341). 

‘‘(c) INCIDENTS OF CHILD ABUSE THAT COV-
ERED INDIVIDUALS MUST REPORT.—An inci-
dent of child abuse referred to in subsection 
(b)(2) is an incident of child abuse that— 

‘‘(1) occurred within the United States; or 
‘‘(2)(A) occurred outside the United States; 

and 
‘‘(B) was committed by a United States cit-

izen or an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence. 

‘‘(d) PENALTY.—A person or individual who 
violates subsection (b) shall be fined under 
this title or imprisoned not more than 1 year 
or both.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by sub-
sections (a) and (b) shall take effect on the 
date that is 120 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(2) OUTREACH.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a)(5) shall take effect on the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(d) ICAC TASK FORCE SUPPLEMENTAL 
GRANT PROGRAM.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) CHILD.—The term ‘‘child’’ means an in-

dividual who has not attained 18 years of 
age. 

(B) CHILD ABUSE.—The term ‘‘child 
abuse’’— 

(i) has the meaning given the term under 
any applicable State law requiring reporting 
of child abuse or neglect by individuals; or 
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(ii) in the case of a State in which a law de-

scribed in clause (i) that defines ‘‘child 
abuse’’ is not in effect, has the meaning 
given the term in section 226(c) of the Vic-
tims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (34 U.S.C. 
20341(c)). 

(C) COVERED ENTITY.—The term ‘‘covered 
entity’’ means any institution, program, or 
organization that provides any care, treat-
ment, education, training, instruction, reli-
gious guidance, supervision, or recreational 
opportunities to a child. 

(D) ICAC GRANT PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘ICAC Grant Program’’ means the grant pro-
gram under section 106 of the PROTECT Our 
Children Act of 2008 (34 U.S.C. 21116). 

(E) ICAC TASK FORCE.—The term ‘‘ICAC 
Task Force’’ means a task force that is part 
of the National Internet Crimes Against 
Children Task Force Program established 
under section 102 of the PROTECT Our Chil-
dren Act of 2008 (34 U.S.C. 21112). 

(F) ELIGIBLE ICAC TASK FORCE.—The term 
‘‘Eligible ICAC Task Force’’ means an ICAC 
Task Force that— 

(i) was established on or before the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(ii) is located in a State that, as of the last 
day of the preceding fiscal year, had in effect 
a law that, at a minimum— 

(I) with respect to a mandatory reporter 
who learns of facts that give reason to sus-
pect that a child has suffered an incident of 
child abuse, requires the mandatory reporter 
to report the suspected child abuse to a law 
enforcement agency, a child protective serv-
ices agency, or both; 

(II) requires the report described in sub-
clause (I) to be made as soon as possible, and 
in any event not later than 48 hours after the 
mandatory reporter learns of the facts that 
give reason to suspect that a child has suf-
fered an incident of child abuse; 

(III) prohibits a covered entity from— 
(aa) taking any action to prevent or dis-

courage reporting of child abuse; or 
(bb) retaliating against a mandatory re-

porter for making a report described in sub-
clause (I); and 

(IV) provides a criminal, civil, or adminis-
trative penalty for the knowing failure by a 
mandatory reporter to submit a report in ac-
cordance with the requirement described in 
subclause (I). 

(G) MANDATORY REPORTER.—The term 
‘‘mandatory reporter’’ means an individual 
who— 

(i) has attained the age of 18 years; and 
(ii) is authorized to interact with a child 

by a covered entity that is providing any 
care, treatment, education, training, in-
struction, religious guidance, supervision, or 
recreational opportunities to that child. 

(H) PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION.—The term 
‘‘privileged communication’’ means any 
communication between 2 parties that, 
under any applicable law where the commu-
nication takes place— 

(i) is recognized as privileged; 
(ii) is not subject to any exception; and 
(iii) is not subject to a reporting require-

ment regardless of any applicable privilege. 
(2) WAIVER OF MATCH FOR ELIGIBLE ICAC 

TASK FORCES.—The Attorney General shall 
waive the matching requirement for an Eli-
gible ICAC Task Force under section 
106(a)(3)(B) of the PROTECT Our Children 
Act of 2008 (34 U.S.C. 21116(a)(3)(B)) for not 
more than 4 fiscal years in accordance with 
this subsection. 

(3) ESTABLISHMENT OF ICAC TASK FORCE SUP-
PLEMENTAL GRANT PROGRAM.— 

(A) SUPPLEMENTAL GRANT PROGRAM ESTAB-
LISHED.—There is established an ICAC Task 
Force Supplemental Grant Program within 
the Department of Justice, under which the 
Attorney General shall award grants (re-
ferred to in this subsection as ‘‘supplemental 

grants’’) to an Eligible ICAC Task Force in 
addition to any grants distributed to the Eli-
gible ICAC Task Force under the ICAC Grant 
Program. 

(B) GRANT AMOUNT.—The amount of a sup-
plemental grant awarded to an Eligible ICAC 
Task Force shall be not less than 10 percent 
of the average amount of the 3 most recent 
awards to the Eligible ICAC Task Force 
under the ICAC Grant Program. 

(C) REMAINING FUNDS.—Any amounts ap-
propriated to carry out this subsection that 
are not used for supplemental grants shall be 
distributed to any Eligible ICAC Task Force 
in accordance with section 106(a)(3)(A) of the 
PROTECT Our Children Act of 2008 (34 U.S.C. 
21116(a)(3)(A)). 

(D) NUMBER OF SUPPLEMENTAL GRANTS.— 
The Attorney General may provide a supple-
mental grant to an Eligible ICAC Task Force 
for not more than 4 fiscal years. 

(4) APPLICATION.—An Eligible ICAC Task 
Force seeking the waiver described in para-
graph (2) or a supplemental grant shall sub-
mit an application to the Attorney General 
at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Attorney 
General may reasonably require, including 
information about the law described in para-
graph (1)(F)(ii). 

(5) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
paragraph (1)(F)(ii) shall be construed to re-
quire a State to have in effect a law that re-
quires an individual who engages in privi-
leged communication through the individ-
ual’s work for a covered entity, whether or 
not for compensation, to report any informa-
tion exclusively received in the context of a 
privileged communication. 

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $25,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2024 through 2029. 
SEC. 3. PROTECTING CHILD VICTIMS AND WIT-

NESSES IN FEDERAL COURT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3509 of title 18, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘or ex-

ploitation’’ and inserting ‘‘exploitation, or 
kidnapping, including international parental 
kidnapping’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘physical 
or mental injury’’ and inserting ‘‘physical 
injury, psychological abuse’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(5) the term ‘psychological abuse’ in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) a pattern of acts, threats of acts, or 
coercive tactics intended to degrade, humili-
ate, intimidate, or terrorize a child; and 

‘‘(B) the infliction of trauma on a child 
through— 

‘‘(i) isolation; 
‘‘(ii) the withholding of food or other ne-

cessities in order to control behavior; 
‘‘(iii) physical restraint; or 
‘‘(iv) the confinement of the child without 

the child’s consent and in degrading condi-
tions;’’; 

(D) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘child 
prostitution’’ and inserting ‘‘child sex traf-
ficking’’; 

(E) by striking paragraph (7) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(7) the term ‘multidisciplinary child 
abuse team’ means a professional unit of in-
dividuals working together to investigate 
child abuse and provide assistance and sup-
port to a victim of child abuse, composed of 
representatives from— 

‘‘(A) health, social service, and legal serv-
ice agencies that represent the child; 

‘‘(B) law enforcement agencies and pros-
ecutorial offices; and 

‘‘(C) children’s advocacy centers;’’; 
(F) in paragraph (9)(D)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘genitals’’ and inserting 
‘‘anus, genitals,’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘or animal’’; 
(G) in paragraph (11), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(H) in paragraph (12)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘the term ‘child abuse’ does 

not’’ and inserting ‘‘the terms ‘physical in-
jury’ and ‘psychological abuse’ do not’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period and inserting a 
semicolon; and 

(I) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(13) the term ‘covered person’ means a 

person of any age who— 
‘‘(A) is or is alleged to be— 
‘‘(i) a victim of a crime of physical abuse, 

sexual abuse, exploitation, or kidnapping, in-
cluding international parental kidnapping; 
or 

‘‘(ii) a witness to a crime committed 
against another person; and 

‘‘(B) was under the age of 18 when the 
crime described in subparagraph (A) was 
committed; and 

‘‘(14) the term ‘protected information’, 
with respect to a covered person, includes— 

‘‘(A) personally identifiable information of 
the covered person, including— 

‘‘(i) the name of the covered person; 
‘‘(ii) an address; 
‘‘(iii) a phone number; 
‘‘(iv) a user name or identifying informa-

tion for an online, social media, or email ac-
count; and 

‘‘(v) any information that can be used to 
distinguish or trace the identity of the cov-
ered person, either alone or when combined 
with other information that is linked or 
linkable to the covered person; 

‘‘(B) medical, dental, behavioral, psy-
chiatric, or psychological information of the 
covered person; 

‘‘(C) educational or juvenile justice records 
of the covered person; and 

‘‘(D) any other information concerning the 
covered person that is deemed ‘protected in-
formation’ by order of the court under sub-
section (d)(5).’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking 

‘‘minor’’ and inserting ‘‘child’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking 

‘‘VIDEOTAPED’’ and inserting ‘‘RECORDED’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘that 

the deposition be recorded and preserved on 
videotape’’ and inserting ‘‘that a video re-
cording of the deposition be made and pre-
served’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘that the 

child’s deposition be taken and preserved by 
videotape’’ and inserting ‘‘that a video re-
cording of the child’s deposition be made and 
preserved’’; 

(II) in clause (iii)— 
(aa) in the matter preceding subclause (I), 

by striking ‘‘videotape’’ and inserting ‘‘re-
corded’’; and 

(bb) in subclause (IV), by striking ‘‘video-
tape’’ and inserting ‘‘recording’’; and 

(III) in clause (v)— 
(aa) in the heading, by striking ‘‘VIDEO-

TAPE’’ and inserting ‘‘VIDEO RECORDING’’; 
(bb) in the first sentence, by striking 

‘‘made and preserved on video tape’’ and in-
serting ‘‘recorded and preserved’’; and 

(cc) in the second sentence, by striking 
‘‘videotape’’ and inserting ‘‘video recording’’; 

(iv) in subparagraph (C), by striking 
‘‘child’s videotaped’’ and inserting ‘‘video re-
cording of the child’s’’; 

(v) in subparagraph (D)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘videotaping’’ and inserting 

‘‘deposition’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘videotaped’’ and inserting 

‘‘recorded’’; 
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(vi) in subparagraph (E), by striking 

‘‘videotaped’’ and inserting ‘‘recorded’’; and 
(vii) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘vid-

eotape’’ each place the term appears and in-
serting ‘‘video recording’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘the name of or 

any other information concerning a child’’ 
and inserting ‘‘a covered person’s protected 
information’’; and 

(ii) in clause (ii)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘documents described in 

clause (i) or the information in them that 
concerns a child’’ and inserting ‘‘a covered 
person’s protected information’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘, have reason to know 
such information’’ and inserting ‘‘(including 
witnesses or potential witnesses), have rea-
son to know each item of protected informa-
tion to be disclosed’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘the name of or any other 

information concerning a child’’ each place 
the term appears and inserting ‘‘a covered 
person’s protected information’’; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
adjusting the margins accordingly; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘All papers’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All papers’’; and 
(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) ENFORCEMENT OF VIOLATIONS.—The 

court may address a violation of subpara-
graph (A) in the same manner as disobe-
dience or resistance to a lawful court order 
under section 401(3).’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘a child from public disclo-

sure of the name of or any other information 
concerning the child’’ and inserting ‘‘a cov-
ered person’s protected information from 
public disclosure’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘, if the court determines 
that there is a significant possibility that 
such disclosure would be detrimental to the 
child’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i)— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘a child witness, and the 

testimony of any other witness’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘any witness’’; 

(bb) by striking ‘‘the name of or any other 
information concerning a child’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the covered person’s protected informa-
tion’’; and 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘child’’ and 
inserting ‘‘covered person’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C)(i) For purposes of this paragraph, 

there shall be a presumption that public dis-
closure of a covered person’s protected infor-
mation would be detrimental to the covered 
person. 

‘‘(ii) The court shall deny a motion for a 
protective order under subparagraph (A) only 
if the court finds that the party opposing the 
motion has rebutted the presumption under 
clause (i) of this subparagraph.’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘This subsection’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(A) DISCLOSURE TO CERTAIN PARTIES.— 

This subsection’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (A), as so designated— 
(I) by striking ‘‘the name of or other infor-

mation concerning a child’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
covered person’s protected information’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘or an adult attendant, or 
to’’ and inserting ‘‘an adult attendant, a law 
enforcement agency for any intelligence or 
investigative purpose, or’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) REQUEST FOR PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—If 

any party requests public disclosure of a cov-
ered person’s protected information to fur-

ther a public interest, the court shall deny 
the request unless the court finds that— 

‘‘(i) the party seeking disclosure has estab-
lished that there is a compelling public in-
terest in publicly disclosing the covered per-
son’s protected information; 

‘‘(ii) there is a substantial probability that 
the public interest would be harmed if the 
covered person’s protected information is 
not disclosed; 

‘‘(iii) the substantial probability of harm 
to the public interest outweighs the harm to 
the covered person from public disclosure of 
the covered person’s protected information; 
and 

‘‘(iv) there is no alternative to public dis-
closure of the covered person’s protected in-
formation that would adequately protect the 
public interest.’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) OTHER PROTECTED INFORMATION.—The 

court may order that information shall be 
considered to be ‘protected information’ for 
purposes of this subsection if the court finds 
that the information is sufficiently personal, 
sensitive, or identifying that it should be 
subject to the protections and presumptions 
under this subsection.’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(f) VICTIM IMPACT STATEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) PROBATION OFFICER.—In preparing the 

presentence report pursuant to rule 32(c) of 
the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, the 
probation officer shall request information 
from the multidisciplinary child abuse team, 
if applicable, or other appropriate sources to 
determine the impact of the offense on a 
child victim and any other children who may 
have been affected by the offense. 

‘‘(2) GUARDIAN AD LITEM.—A guardian ad 
litem appointed under subsection (h) shall— 

‘‘(A) make every effort to obtain and re-
port information that accurately expresses 
the views of a child victim, and the views of 
family members as appropriate, concerning 
the impact of the offense; and 

‘‘(B) use forms that permit a child victim 
to express the child’s views concerning the 
personal consequences of the offense, at a 
level and in a form of communication com-
mensurate with the child’s age and ability.’’; 

(5) in subsection (h), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 

be appropriated to the United States courts 
to carry out this subsection $25,000,000 for 
each fiscal year. 

‘‘(B) SUPERVISION OF PAYMENTS.—Payments 
from appropriations authorized under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be made under the super-
vision of the Director of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts.’’; 

(6) in subsection (i)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘A child testifying at or at-

tending a judicial proceeding’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A child testifying at a 
judicial proceeding, including in a manner 
described in subsection (b),’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), as so designated— 
(i) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘pro-

ceeding’’ and inserting ‘‘testimony’’; and 
(ii) by striking the fifth sentence; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) RECORDING.—If the adult attendant is 

in close physical proximity to or in contact 
with the child while the child testifies— 

‘‘(A) at a judicial proceeding, a video re-
cording of the adult attendant shall be made 
and shall become part of the court record; or 

‘‘(B) in a manner described in subsection 
(b), the adult attendant shall be visible on 
the closed-circuit television or in the re-
corded deposition. 

‘‘(3) COVERED PERSONS ATTENDING PRO-
CEEDING.—A covered person shall have the 

right to be accompanied by an adult attend-
ant when attending any judicial pro-
ceeding.’’; 

(7) in subsection (j)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘child’’ each place the term 

appears and inserting ‘‘covered person’’; and 
(B) in the fourth sentence— 
(i) by striking ‘‘and the potential’’ and in-

serting ‘‘the potential’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘child’s’’ and inserting 

‘‘covered person’s’’; and 
(iii) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ‘‘, and the necessity of the 
continuance to protect the defendant’s 
rights’’; 

(8) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘child’’ 
each place the term appears and inserting 
‘‘covered person’’; and 

(9) in subsection (l), by striking ‘‘child’’ 
each place the term appears and inserting 
‘‘covered person’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to conduct 
that occurred before, on, or after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 4. FACILITATING PAYMENT OF RESTITU-

TION; TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO 
RESTITUTION STATUTES. 

Title 18, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in section 1593(c)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(c)’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘chapter, including, in’’ 

and inserting the following: ‘‘chapter. 
‘‘(2) In’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (2), as so designated, by 

inserting ‘‘may assume the rights of the 
crime victim under this section’’ after ‘‘suit-
able by the court’’; 

(2) in section 2248(c)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘For purposes’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘chapter, including, in’’ 

and inserting the following: ‘‘chapter. 
‘‘(2) ASSUMPTION OF CRIME VICTIM’S 

RIGHTS.—In’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (2), as so designated, by 

inserting ‘‘may assume the rights of the 
crime victim under this section’’ after ‘‘suit-
able by the court’’; 

(3) in section 2259— 
(A) in subsection (b)— 
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘DIREC-

TIONS.—Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
the’’ and inserting ‘‘RESTITUTION FOR CHILD 
PORNOGRAPHY PRODUCTION.—If the defendant 
was convicted of child pornography produc-
tion, the’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking 
‘‘$3,000.’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘— 

‘‘(i) $3,000; or 
‘‘(ii) 10 percent of the full amount of the 

victim’s losses, if the full amount of the vic-
tim’s losses is less than $3,000.’’; and 

(B) in subsection (c)— 
(i) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) CHILD PORNOGRAPHY PRODUCTION.—For 

purposes of this section and section 2259A, 
the term ‘child pornography production’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a violation of subsection (a), (b), or (c) 
of section 2251, or an attempt or conspiracy 
to violate any of those subsections under 
subsection (e) of that section; 

‘‘(B) a violation of section 2251A; 
‘‘(C) a violation of section 2252(a)(4) or 

2252A(a)(5), or an attempt or conspiracy to 
violate either of those sections under section 
2252(b)(2) or 2252A(b)(2), to the extent such 
conduct involves child pornography— 

‘‘(i) produced by the defendant; or 
‘‘(ii) that the defendant attempted or con-

spired to produce; 
‘‘(D) a violation of section 2252A(g) if the 

series of felony violations involves not fewer 
than 1 violation— 
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‘‘(i) described in subparagraph (A), (B), (E), 

or (F) of this paragraph; 
‘‘(ii) of section 1591; or 
‘‘(iii) of section 1201, chapter 109A, or chap-

ter 117, if the victim is a minor; 
‘‘(E) a violation of subsection (a) of section 

2260, or an attempt or conspiracy to violate 
that subsection under subsection (c)(1) of 
that section; 

‘‘(F)(i) a violation of section 2260B(a)(2) for 
promoting or facilitating an offense— 

‘‘(I) described in subparagraph (A), (B), (D), 
or (E) of this paragraph; or 

‘‘(II) under section 2422(b); or 
‘‘(ii) attempting or conspiring to promote 

or facilitate an offense described in clause (i) 
of this subparagraph under section 2260B(b); 
and 

‘‘(G) a violation of chapter 109A or chapter 
117, if the offense involves the production or 
attempted production of, or conspiracy to 
produce, child pornography.’’; and 

(ii) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) TRAFFICKING IN CHILD PORNOGRAPHY.— 
For purposes of this section and section 
2259A, the term ‘trafficking in child pornog-
raphy’ means— 

‘‘(A) a violation of subsection (d) of section 
2251 or an attempt or conspiracy to violate 
that subsection under subsection (e) of that 
section; 

‘‘(B) a violation of paragraph (1), (2), or (3) 
of subsection (a) of section 2252, or an at-
tempt or conspiracy to violate any of those 
paragraphs under subsection (b)(1) of that 
section; 

‘‘(C) a violation of section 2252(a)(4) or 
2252A(a)(5), or an attempt or conspiracy to 
violate either of those sections under section 
2252(b)(2) or 2252A(b)(2), to the extent such 
conduct involves child pornography— 

‘‘(i) not produced by the defendant; or 
‘‘(ii) that the defendant did not attempt or 

conspire to produce; 
‘‘(D) a violation of paragraph (1), (2), (3), 

(4), or (6) of subsection (a) of section 2252A, 
or an attempt or conspiracy to violate any of 
those paragraphs under subsection (b)(1) of 
that section; 

‘‘(E) a violation of subsection (a)(7) of sec-
tion 2252A, or an attempt or conspiracy to 
violate that subsection under subsection 
(b)(3) of that section; 

‘‘(F) a violation of section 2252A(g) if the 
series of felony violations exclusively in-
volves violations described in this para-
graph; 

‘‘(G) a violation of subsection (b) of section 
2260, or an attempt or conspiracy to violate 
that subsection under subsection (c)(2) of 
that section; 

‘‘(H)(i) a violation of subsection (a)(1) of 
section 2260B, or a violation of subsection 
(a)(2) of that section for promoting or facili-
tating an offense described in this paragraph; 
or 

‘‘(ii) an attempt or conspiracy to commit 
the conduct described in clause (i) of this 
subparagraph under section 2260B(b).’’; 

(4) in section 2259A(a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘under 

section 2252(a)(4) or 2252A(a)(5)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘described in section 2259(c)(3)(C)’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘any other 
offense for trafficking in child pornography’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any offense for trafficking in 
child pornography other than an offense de-
scribed in section 2259(c)(3)(C)’’; 

(5) in section 2429— 
(A) in subsection (b)(3), by striking 

‘‘2259(b)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘2259(c)(2)’’; and 
(B) in subsection (d)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(d)’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘chapter, including, in’’ 

and inserting the following: ‘‘chapter. 

‘‘(2) In’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (2), as so designated, by 
inserting ‘‘may assume the rights of the 
crime victim under this section’’ after ‘‘suit-
able by the court’’; and 

(6) in section 3664, by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(q) TRUSTEE OR OTHER FIDUCIARY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE OR OTHER FI-

DUCIARY.—When the court issues an order of 
restitution under section 1593, 2248, 2259, 2429, 
or 3663, or subparagraphs (A)(i) and (B) of 
section 3663A(c)(1), for a victim described in 
subparagraph (B) of this paragraph, the 
court, at its own discretion or upon motion 
by the Government, may appoint a trustee 
or other fiduciary to hold any amount paid 
for restitution in a trust or other official ac-
count for the benefit of the victim. 

‘‘(B) COVERED VICTIMS.—A victim referred 
to in subparagraph (A) is a victim who is— 

‘‘(i) under the age of 18 at the time of the 
proceeding; 

‘‘(ii) incompetent or incapacitated; or 
‘‘(iii) subject to paragraph (3), a foreign 

citizen or stateless person residing outside 
the United States. 

‘‘(2) ORDER.—When the court appoints a 
trustee or other fiduciary under paragraph 
(1), the court shall issue an order speci-
fying— 

‘‘(A) the duties of the trustee or other fidu-
ciary, which shall require— 

‘‘(i) the administration of the trust or 
maintaining an official account in the best 
interests of the victim; and 

‘‘(ii) disbursing payments from the trust or 
account— 

‘‘(I) to the victim; or 
‘‘(II) to any individual or entity on behalf 

of the victim; 
‘‘(B) that the trustee or other fiduciary— 
‘‘(i) shall avoid any conflict of interest; 
‘‘(ii) may not profit from the administra-

tion of the trust or maintaining an official 
account for the benefit of the victim other 
than as specified in the order; and 

‘‘(iii) may not delegate administration of 
the trust or maintaining the official account 
to any other person; 

‘‘(C) if and when the trust or the duties of 
the other fiduciary will expire; and 

‘‘(D) the fees payable to the trustee or 
other fiduciary to cover expenses of admin-
istering the trust or maintaining the official 
account for the benefit of the victim, and the 
schedule for payment of those fees. 

‘‘(3) FACT-FINDING REGARDING FOREIGN CITI-
ZENS AND STATELESS PERSON.—In the case of 
a victim who is a foreign citizen or stateless 
person residing outside the United States 
and is not under the age of 18 at the time of 
the proceeding or incompetent or incapaci-
tated, the court may appoint a trustee or 
other fiduciary under paragraph (1) only if 
the court finds it necessary to— 

‘‘(A) protect the safety or security of the 
victim; or 

‘‘(B) provide a reliable means for the vic-
tim to access or benefit from the restitution 
payments. 

‘‘(4) PAYMENT OF FEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The court may, with re-

spect to the fees of the trustee or other fidu-
ciary— 

‘‘(i) pay the fees in whole or in part; or 
‘‘(ii) order the defendant to pay the fees in 

whole or in part. 
‘‘(B) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER PROVISIONS.— 

With respect to a court order under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) requiring a defendant to pay 
fees— 

‘‘(i) subsection (f)(3) shall apply to the 
court order in the same manner as that sub-
section applies to a restitution order; 

‘‘(ii) subchapter C of chapter 227 (other 
than section 3571) shall apply to the court 

order in the same manner as that subchapter 
applies to a sentence of a fine; and 

‘‘(iii) subchapter B of chapter 229 shall 
apply to the court order in the same manner 
as that subchapter applies to the implemen-
tation of a sentence of a fine. 

‘‘(C) EFFECT ON OTHER PENALTIES.—Imposi-
tion of payment under subparagraph (A)(ii) 
shall not relieve a defendant of, or entitle a 
defendant to a reduction in the amount of, 
any special assessment, restitution, other 
fines, penalties, or costs, or other payments 
required under the defendant’s sentence. 

‘‘(D) SCHEDULE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, if the court orders the 
defendant to make any payment under sub-
paragraph (A)(ii), the court may provide a 
payment schedule that is concurrent with 
the payment of any other financial obliga-
tion described in subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 

be appropriated to the United States courts 
to carry out this subsection $15,000,000 for 
each fiscal year. 

‘‘(B) SUPERVISION OF PAYMENTS.—Payments 
from appropriations authorized under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be made under the super-
vision of the Director of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts.’’. 
SEC. 5. CYBERTIPLINE IMPROVEMENTS, AND AC-

COUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY 
BY THE TECH INDUSTRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 110 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in section 2258A— 
(A) by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(a) DUTY TO REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) DUTY.—In order to reduce the pro-

liferation of online child exploitation and to 
prevent the online sexual exploitation of 
children, as soon as reasonably possible after 
obtaining actual knowledge of any facts or 
circumstances described in paragraph (2) or 
any apparent child pornography on the pro-
vider’s service, network, or platform, and in 
any event not later than 60 days after ob-
taining such knowledge, a provider shall— 

‘‘(A) submit to the CyberTipline of 
NCMEC, or any successor to the 
CyberTipline operated by NCMEC, a report 
containing— 

‘‘(i) the mailing address, telephone num-
ber, facsimile number, electronic mailing ad-
dress of, and individual point of contact for, 
such provider; and 

‘‘(ii) information described in subsection 
(b) concerning such facts or circumstances or 
apparent child pornography; and 

‘‘(B) if applicable, remove the apparent 
child pornography that is the subject of the 
report described in subparagraph (A), if such 
child pornography is publicly available. 

‘‘(2) FACTS OR CIRCUMSTANCES.—The facts 
or circumstances described in this paragraph 
are any facts or circumstances indicating an 
apparent, planned, or imminent violation of 
section 2251, 2251A, 2252, 2252A, 2252B, or 2260. 

‘‘(3) PERMITTED ACTIONS BASED ON REASON-
ABLE BELIEF.—In order to reduce the pro-
liferation of online child exploitation and to 
prevent the online sexual exploitation of 
children, if a provider has a reasonable belief 
that any facts or circumstances described in 
paragraph (2) exist, the provider may submit 
to the CyberTipline of NCMEC, or any suc-
cessor to the CyberTipline operated by 
NCMEC, a report described in paragraph 
(1)(A). 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In an effort to prevent 

the future sexual victimization of children, 
and to the extent the information is within 
the custody or control of a provider, each re-
port provided under subsection (a)(1)(A)— 

‘‘(A) shall include, to the extent that it is 
applicable and reasonably available— 
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‘‘(i) identifying information regarding any 

individual who is the subject of the report, 
including name, address, electronic mail ad-
dress, user or account identification, Inter-
net Protocol address, and uniform resource 
locator; 

‘‘(ii) the terms of service in effect at the 
time of— 

‘‘(I) the apparent violation; or 
‘‘(II) the detection of apparent child por-

nography or a planned or imminent viola-
tion; 

‘‘(iii) a copy of any apparent child pornog-
raphy that is the subject of the report that 
was identified in a publicly available loca-
tion; 

‘‘(iv) for each item of apparent child por-
nography included in the report under clause 
(iii) or paragraph (2)(C), information indi-
cating whether— 

‘‘(I) the reported child pornography was 
publicly available; or 

‘‘(II) the provider, in its sole discretion, 
viewed the reported child pornography, or 
any copy thereof, at any point concurrent 
with or prior to the submission of the report; 
and 

‘‘(v) for each item of apparent child por-
nography that is the subject of the report, an 
indication as to whether the child pornog-
raphy— 

‘‘(I) has previously been the subject of a re-
port under paragraph (1)(A) or (3) of sub-
section (a); or 

‘‘(II) is the subject of multiple contempora-
neous reports due to rapid and widespread 
distribution; and 

‘‘(B) may, at the sole discretion of the pro-
vider, include the information described in 
paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

‘‘(2) OTHER INFORMATION.—The information 
referred to in paragraph (1)(B) is the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) HISTORICAL REFERENCE.—Information 
relating to when and how a customer or sub-
scriber of a provider uploaded, transmitted, 
or received content relating to the report or 
when and how content relating to the report 
was reported to, or discovered by the pro-
vider, including a date and time stamp and 
time zone. 

‘‘(B) GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION INFORMATION.— 
Information relating to the geographic loca-
tion of the involved individual or website, 
which may include the Internet Protocol ad-
dress or verified address, or, if not reason-
ably available, at least one form of geo-
graphic identifying information, including 
area code or zip code, provided by the cus-
tomer or subscriber, or stored or obtained by 
the provider. 

‘‘(C) APPARENT CHILD PORNOGRAPHY.—Any 
apparent child pornography not described in 
paragraph (1)(A)(iii), or other content re-
lated to the subject of the report. 

‘‘(D) COMPLETE COMMUNICATION.—The com-
plete communication containing any appar-
ent child pornography or other content, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(i) any data or information regarding the 
transmission of the communication; and 

‘‘(ii) any visual depictions, data, or other 
digital files contained in, or attached to, the 
communication. 

‘‘(E) TECHNICAL IDENTIFIER.—An industry- 
standard hash value or other similar indus-
try-standard technical identifier for any re-
ported visual depiction as it existed on the 
provider’s service, network, or platform. 

‘‘(F) DESCRIPTION.—For any item of appar-
ent child pornography that is the subject of 
the report, an indication of whether— 

‘‘(i) the depicted sexually explicit conduct 
involves— 

‘‘(I) genital, oral, or anal sexual inter-
course; 

‘‘(II) bestiality; 
‘‘(III) masturbation; 

‘‘(IV) sadistic or masochistic abuse; or 
‘‘(V) lascivious exhibition of the anus, 

genitals, or pubic area of any person; and 
‘‘(ii) the depicted minor is— 
‘‘(I) an infant or toddler; 
‘‘(II) prepubescent; 
‘‘(III) pubescent; 
‘‘(IV) post-pubescent; or 
‘‘(V) of an indeterminate age or develop-

mental stage.’’; 
‘‘(c) FORWARDING OF REPORT AND OTHER IN-

FORMATION TO LAW ENFORCEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to its clearing-

house role as a private, nonprofit organiza-
tion, and at the conclusion of its review in 
furtherance of its nonprofit mission, NCMEC 
shall make available each report submitted 
under paragraph (1)(A) or (3) of subsection (a) 
to one or more of the following law enforce-
ment agencies: 

‘‘(A) Any Federal law enforcement agency 
that is involved in the investigation of child 
sexual exploitation, kidnapping, or entice-
ment crimes. 

‘‘(B) Any State or local law enforcement 
agency that is involved in the investigation 
of child sexual exploitation. 

‘‘(C) A foreign law enforcement agency des-
ignated by the Attorney General under sub-
section (d)(3) or a foreign law enforcement 
agency that has an established relationship 
with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement, or 
INTERPOL, and is involved in the investiga-
tion of child sexual exploitation, kidnapping, 
or enticement crimes. 

‘‘(2) TECHNICAL IDENTIFIERS.—If a report 
submitted under paragraph (1)(A) or (3) of 
subsection (a) contains an industry-standard 
hash value or other similar industry-stand-
ard technical identifier— 

‘‘(A) NCMEC may compare that hash value 
or identifier with any database or repository 
of visual depictions owned or operated by 
NCMEC; and 

‘‘(B) if the comparison under subparagraph 
(A) results in a match, NCMEC may include 
the matching visual depiction from its data-
base or repository when forwarding the re-
port to an agency described in subparagraph 
(A) or (B) of paragraph (1).’’; 

(B) in subsection (d)— 
(i) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (c)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(c)(1)(A)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3)— 
(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (c)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(c)(1)(C)’’; and 

(II) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (c)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(c)(1)(C)’’; 

(C) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIRE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) CRIMINAL PENALTY.— 
‘‘(A) OFFENSE.—It shall be unlawful for a 

provider to knowingly— 
‘‘(i) fail to submit a report under sub-

section (a)(1)(A) within the time period re-
quired by that subsection; or 

‘‘(ii) fail to preserve material as required 
under subsection (h). 

‘‘(B) PENALTY.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A provider that violates 

subparagraph (A) shall be fined— 
‘‘(I) in the case of an initial violation, not 

more than $150,000; and 
‘‘(II) in the case of any second or subse-

quent violation, not more than $300,000. 
‘‘(ii) HARM TO INDIVIDUALS.—The maximum 

fine under clause (i) shall be tripled if an in-
dividual is harmed as a direct and proximate 
result of the applicable violation. 

‘‘(2) CIVIL PENALTY.— 
‘‘(A) VIOLATIONS RELATING TO CYBERTIPLINE 

REPORTS, CONTENT REMOVAL, AND MATERIAL 

PRESERVATION.—A provider shall be liable to 
the United States Government for a civil 
penalty in an amount of not less than $50,000 
and not more than $100,000 if the provider 
knowingly— 

‘‘(i) fails to submit a report under sub-
section (a)(1)(A) within the time period re-
quired by that subsection; 

‘‘(ii) fails to remove apparent child pornog-
raphy as required under subsection (a)(1)(B); 

‘‘(iii) fails to preserve material as required 
under subsection (h); or 

‘‘(iv) submits a report under subsection 
(a)(1)(A) that— 

‘‘(I) contains materially false or fraudulent 
information; or 

‘‘(II) omits information described in sub-
section (b)(1)(A) that is reasonably available. 

‘‘(B) ANNUAL REPORT VIOLATIONS.—A pro-
vider shall be liable to the United States 
Government for a civil penalty in an amount 
of not less than $100,000 and not more than 
$1,000,000 if the provider knowingly— 

‘‘(i) fails to submit an annual report as re-
quired under subsection (i); or 

‘‘(ii) submits an annual report under sub-
section (i) that— 

‘‘(I) contains a materially false, fraudu-
lent, or misleading statement; or 

‘‘(II) omits information described in sub-
section (i)(1) that is reasonably available. 

‘‘(C) HARM TO INDIVIDUALS.—The amount of 
a civil penalty under subparagraph (A) or (B) 
shall be tripled if an individual is harmed as 
a direct and proximate result of the applica-
ble violation. 

‘‘(D) COSTS OF CIVIL ACTIONS.—A provider 
that commits a violation described in sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) shall be liable to the 
United States Government for the costs of a 
civil action brought to recover a civil pen-
alty under that subparagraph. 

‘‘(E) ENFORCEMENT.—This paragraph shall 
be enforced in accordance with sections 3731, 
3732, and 3733 of title 31, except that a civil 
action to recover a civil penalty under sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) of this paragraph may 
only be brought by the United States Gov-
ernment. 

‘‘(3) DEPOSIT OF FINES AND PENALTIES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
any criminal fine or civil penalty collected 
under this subsection shall be deposited into 
the Child Pornography Victims Reserve as 
provided in section 2259B.’’; 

(D) in subsection (f), by striking paragraph 
(3) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) affirmatively search, screen, or scan 
for— 

‘‘(A) facts or circumstances described in 
subsection (a)(2); 

‘‘(B) information described in subsection 
(b)(2); or 

‘‘(C) any apparent child pornography, in-
cluding any copy of apparent child pornog-
raphy removed pursuant to subsection 
(a)(1)(B).’’; 

(E) in subsection (g)— 
(i) in paragraph (2)(A)— 
(I) in clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘or per-

sonnel at a children’s advocacy center’’ after 
‘‘State)’’; and 

(II) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘State or 
subdivision of a State’’ and inserting ‘‘State, 
subdivision of a State, or children’s advocacy 
center’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (3), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘para-
graph (1)(A) or (3) of’’ before ‘‘subsection 
(a)’’; and 

(iii) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(1)(A) or (3) of subsection (a)’’; 

(F) in subsection (h)— 
(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(1)(A) or (3) of subsection (a)’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘(5) RELATION TO REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENT.—Submission of a report as required 
under paragraph (1)(A) or (3) of subsection (a) 
does not satisfy the obligations under this 
subsection.’’; and 

(G) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(i) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 31 

of the second year beginning after the date 
of enactment of the STOP CSAM Act of 2023, 
and of each year thereafter, a provider that 
had more than 1,000,000 unique monthly visi-
tors or users during each month of the pre-
ceding year and accrued revenue of more 
than $50,000,000 during the preceding year 
shall submit to the Attorney General and the 
Chair of the Federal Trade Commission a re-
port, disaggregated by subsidiary, that pro-
vides the following information for the pre-
ceding year to the extent such information is 
applicable and reasonably available: 

‘‘(A) CYBERTIPLINE DATA.— 
‘‘(i) The total number of reports that the 

provider submitted under paragraph (1)(A) or 
(3) of subsection (a). 

‘‘(ii) The total number of publicly avail-
able items of apparent child pornography 
that the provider removed under subsection 
(a)(1)(B). 

‘‘(iii) Which items of information described 
in subsection (b)(2) are routinely included in 
the reports submitted by the provider under 
paragraph (1)(A) or (3) of subsection (a). 

‘‘(B) REPORT AND REMOVE DATA.—With re-
spect to section 7 of the STOP CSAM Act of 
2023— 

‘‘(i) a description of the provider’s des-
ignated reporting system; 

‘‘(ii) the number of notifications received; 
‘‘(iii) the number of proscribed visual de-

pictions involving a minor that were re-
moved; and 

‘‘(iv) the total amount of any fine ordered 
and paid. 

‘‘(C) OTHER REPORTING TO THE PROVIDER.— 
‘‘(i) The measures the provider has in place 

to receive other reports concerning child 
sexual exploitation and abuse using the pro-
vider’s product or on the provider’s service, 
platform, or network. 

‘‘(ii) The average time for responding to re-
ports described in clause (i). 

‘‘(iii) The number of reports described in 
clause (i) that the provider received. 

‘‘(iv) A summary description of the actions 
taken upon receipt of the reports described 
in clause (i). 

‘‘(D) POLICIES.— 
‘‘(i) A description of the policies of the pro-

vider with respect to the commission of child 
sexual exploitation and abuse using the pro-
vider’s product or on the provider’s service, 
platform, or network, including how child 
sexual exploitation and abuse is defined. 

‘‘(ii) A description of possible consequences 
for violations of the policies described in 
clause (i). 

‘‘(iii) The methods of informing users of 
the policies described in clause (i). 

‘‘(iv) The process for adjudicating poten-
tial violations of the policies described in 
clause (i). 

‘‘(E) CULTURE OF SAFETY.— 
‘‘(i) The measures and technologies that 

the provider deploys to protect the safety of 
children using the provider’s product, serv-
ice, platform, or network. 

‘‘(ii) The measures and technologies that 
the provider deploys to prevent the use of 
the provider’s product, service, platform, or 
network by individuals seeking to commit 
child sexual exploitation and abuse. 

‘‘(iii) Factors that interfere with the pro-
vider’s ability to detect or evaluate in-
stances of child sexual exploitation and 
abuse. 

‘‘(iv) An assessment of the efficacy of the 
measures and technologies described in 

clauses (i) and (ii) and the impact of the fac-
tors described in clause (iii). 

‘‘(F) SAFETY BY DESIGN.—The measures 
that the provider takes before launching a 
new product, service, platform, or network 
to assess— 

‘‘(i) the safety risks for children; and 
‘‘(ii) whether and how individuals could use 

the new product, service, platform, or net-
work to commit child sexual exploitation 
and abuse. 

‘‘(G) TRENDS AND PATTERNS.—Any informa-
tion concerning emerging trends and chang-
ing patterns with respect to online child 
safety and the commission of child sexual 
exploitation and abuse. 

‘‘(2) AVOIDING DUPLICATION.—For purposes 
of subparagraphs (D) through (G) of para-
graph (1), in the case of any report submitted 
under that paragraph after the initial report, 
a provider shall only be required to submit 
new or updated information described in 
those subparagraphs. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—Nothing in paragraph (1) 
shall require the disclosure of trade secrets 
or other proprietary information. 

‘‘(4) PUBLICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 

and the Chair of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shall publish the reports received under 
this subsection. 

‘‘(B) REDACTION.—A provider may request 
the redaction of any information that is law 
enforcement sensitive or otherwise not suit-
able for public distribution, and the Attor-
ney General and Chair of the Federal Trade 
Commission may, in their discretion, redact 
any such information, whether or not re-
quested.’’; 

(2) in section 2258B— 
(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘may not be brought in any 

Federal or State court’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘Except as provided in sub-

section (b), a civil claim or criminal charge’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) LIMITED LIABILITY.—Except as pro-
vided in subsection (b), a civil claim or 
criminal charge described in paragraph (2) 
may not be brought in any Federal or State 
court. 

‘‘(2) COVERED CLAIMS AND CHARGES.—A civil 
claim or criminal charge referred to in para-
graph (1) is a civil claim or criminal charge’’; 
and 

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘or 
knowingly failed to comply with a require-
ment under section 2258A’’ after ‘‘mis-
conduct’’; 

(3) in section 2258C— 
(A) in subsection (a)(1), by inserting ‘‘use 

of the provider’s products, services, plat-
forms, or networks to commit’’ after ‘‘stop 
the’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Any provider’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any provider’’; 
(ii) in paragraph (1), as so designated, by 

striking ‘‘receives’’ and inserting ‘‘, in its 
sole discretion, obtains’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) LIMITATION ON SHARING WITH OTHER EN-

TITIES.—A provider that obtains elements 
under subsection (a)(1) may not distribute 
those elements, or make those elements 
available, to any other entity, except for the 
sole and exclusive purpose of stopping the 
online sexual exploitation of children.’’; and 

(C) in subsection (c)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘subsections’’ and inserting 

‘‘subsection’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘providers receiving’’ and 

inserting ‘‘a provider to obtain’’; 
(iii) by inserting ‘‘, or’’ after ‘‘NCMEC’’; 

and 

(iv) by inserting ‘‘use of the provider’s 
products, services, platforms, or networks to 
commit’’ after ‘‘stop the’’; 

(4) in section 2258E(6), by striking ‘‘elec-
tronic communication service provider’’ and 
inserting ‘‘electronic communication serv-
ice’’; 

(5) in section 2259B(a), by inserting ‘‘, any 
fine or penalty collected under section 
2258A(e) or subparagraph (A) of section 
7(g)(24) of the STOP CSAM Act of 2023 (ex-
cept as provided in clauses (i) and (ii)(I) of 
subparagraph (B) of such section 7(g)(24)),’’ 
after ‘‘2259A’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 2260B. Liability for certain child exploi-

tation offenses 
‘‘(a) OFFENSE.—It shall be unlawful for a 

provider of an interactive computer service, 
as that term is defined in section 230 of the 
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 230), 
that operates through the use of any facility 
or means of interstate or foreign commerce 
or in or affecting interstate or foreign com-
merce, through such service to knowingly— 

‘‘(1) host or store child pornography or 
make child pornography available to any 
person; or 

‘‘(2) otherwise knowingly promote or fa-
cilitate a violation of section 2251, 2251A, 
2252, 2252A, or 2422(b). 

‘‘(b) PENALTY.—A provider of an inter-
active computer service that violates sub-
section (a)— 

‘‘(1) subject to paragraph (2), shall be fined 
not more than $1,000,000; and 

‘‘(2) if the offense involves a conscious or 
reckless risk of serious personal injury or an 
individual is harmed as a direct and proxi-
mate result of the violation, shall be fined 
not more than $5,000,000. 

‘‘(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to apply to 
any action by a provider of an interactive 
computer service that is necessary to comply 
with a valid court order, subpoena, search 
warrant, statutory obligation, or preserva-
tion request from law enforcement.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 110 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘2260B. Liability for certain child exploi-

tation offenses.’’. 
SEC. 6. EXPANDING CIVIL REMEDIES FOR VIC-

TIMS OF ONLINE CHILD SEXUAL EX-
PLOITATION. 

Section 2255 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘a violation of section 1589, 

1590, 1591, 2241(c), 2242, 2243, 2251, 2251A, 2252, 
2252A, 2260, 2421, 2422, or 2423 of this title’’ 
and inserting ‘‘a child exploitation violation 
or conduct relating to child exploitation’’; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or conduct’’ after ‘‘as a 
result of such violation’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘sue in any’’ and inserting 
‘‘bring a civil action in the’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘child exploitation violation’ 

means a violation of section 1589, 1590, 1591, 
1594(a) (involving a violation of section 1589, 
1590, or 1591), 1594(b) (involving a violation of 
section 1589 or 1590), 1594(c), 2241, 2242, 2243, 
2251, 2251A, 2252, 2252A, 2260, 2421, 2422, or 2423 
of this title; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘conduct relating to child ex-
ploitation’ means— 

‘‘(A) with respect to a provider of an inter-
active computer service or a software dis-
tribution service operating through the use 
of any means or facility of interstate or for-
eign commerce, or in or affecting interstate 
or foreign commerce, the intentional, know-
ing, reckless, or negligent promotion or fa-
cilitation of conduct that violates section 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:27 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A19AP6.010 S19APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1265 April 19, 2023 
1591, 1594(c), 2251, 2251A, 2252, 2252A, or 2422(b) 
of this title; and 

‘‘(B) with respect to a provider of an inter-
active computer service operating through 
the use of any means or facility of interstate 
or foreign commerce, or in or affecting inter-
state or foreign commerce, the intentional, 
knowing, reckless, or negligent hosting or 
storing of child pornography or making child 
pornography available to any person; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘interactive computer serv-
ice’ has the meaning given that term in sec-
tion 230(f) of the Communications Act of 1934 
(47 U.S.C. 230(f)); and 

‘‘(4) the term ‘software distribution serv-
ice’ means an online service, whether or not 
operated for pecuniary gain, from which in-
dividuals can purchase, obtain, or download 
software that— 

‘‘(A) can be used by an individual to com-
municate with another individual, by any 
means, to store, access, distribute, or receive 
any visual depiction, or to transmit any live 
visual depiction; and 

‘‘(B) was not developed by the software dis-
tribution service. 

‘‘(e) RELATION TO SECTION 230 OF THE COM-
MUNICATIONS ACT OF 1934.—Nothing in sec-
tion 230 of the Communications Act of 1934 
(47 U.S.C. 230) shall be construed to impair or 
limit any claim brought under this section 
for conduct relating to child exploitation. 

‘‘(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to apply to 
any action by a provider of an interactive 
computer service that is necessary to comply 
with a valid court order, subpoena, search 
warrant, statutory obligation, or preserva-
tion request from law enforcement.’’. 
SEC. 7. REPORTING AND REMOVAL OF PRO-

SCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTIONS RE-
LATING TO CHILDREN; ESTABLISH-
MENT OF CHILD ONLINE PROTEC-
TION BOARD. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Over 40 years ago, the Supreme Court of 
the United States ruled in New York v. Fer-
ber, 458 U.S. 747 (1982), that child sexual 
abuse material (referred to in this subsection 
as ‘‘CSAM’’) is a ‘‘category of material out-
side the protections of the First Amend-
ment.’’ The Court emphasized that children 
depicted in CSAM are harmed twice: first 
through the abuse and exploitation inherent 
in the creation of the materials, and then 
through the continued circulation of the im-
agery, which inflicts its own emotional and 
psychological injury. 

(2) The Supreme Court reiterated this 
point 9 years ago in Paroline v. United 
States, 572 U.S. 434 (2014), when it explained 
that CSAM victims suffer ‘‘continuing and 
grievous harm as a result of [their] knowl-
edge that a large, indeterminate number of 
individuals have viewed and will in the fu-
ture view images of the sexual abuse [they] 
endured.’’ 

(3) In these decisions, the Supreme Court 
noted that the distribution of child sexual 
abuse material invades the privacy interests 
of the victims. 

(4) The co-mingling online of CSAM with 
other, non-explicit depictions of the victims 
links the victim’s identity with the images 
of their abuse. This further invades a vic-
tim’s privacy and disrupts their sense of se-
curity, thwarting what the Supreme Court 
has described as ‘‘the individual interest in 
avoiding disclosure of personal matters.’’ 

(5) The internet is awash with child sexual 
abuse material. In 2021, the CyberTipline, op-
erated by the National Center for Missing & 
Exploited Children to combat online child 
sexual exploitation, received reports about 
39,900,000 images and 44,800,000 videos depict-
ing child sexual abuse. 

(6) Since 2017, Project Arachnid, operated 
by the Canadian Centre for Child Protection, 

has sent over 26,000,000 notices to online pro-
viders about CSAM and other exploitive ma-
terial found on their platforms. According to 
the Canadian Centre, some providers are 
slow to remove the material, or take it down 
only for it to be reposted again a short time 
later. 

(7) This legislation is needed to create an 
easy-to-use and effective procedure to get 
CSAM and harmful related imagery quickly 
taken offline and kept offline to protect chil-
dren, stop the spread of illegal and harmful 
content, and thwart the continued invasion 
of the victims’ privacy. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—Except as provided 

in paragraph (2), not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Child 
Online Protection Board established under 
subsection (d), shall begin operations, at 
which point providers shall begin receiving 
notifications as set forth in subsection (c)(2). 

(2) EXTENSION.—The Commission may ex-
tend the deadline under paragraph (1) by not 
more than 180 days if the Commission pro-
vides notice of the extension to the public 
and to Congress. 

(c) REPORTING AND REMOVAL OF PROSCRIBED 
VISUAL DEPICTIONS RELATING TO CHILDREN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If a provider receives a 
complete notification as set forth in para-
graph (2)(A) that the provider is hosting a 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child, not later than 48 hours after such noti-
fication is received by the provider (or, in 
the case of a small provider, not later than 
2 business days after such notification is re-
ceived by the small provider) the provider 
shall— 

(A)(i) remove the proscribed visual depic-
tion relating to a child; and 

(ii) notify the complainant that it has done 
so; or 

(B) notify the complainant that the pro-
vider— 

(i) is unable to remove the proscribed vis-
ual depiction relating to a child using rea-
sonable means; or 

(ii) has determined that the notification is 
duplicative under paragraph (2)(C)(i). 

(2) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be complete under 

this subsection, a notification must be a 
written communication to the designated re-
porting system of the provider (or, if the pro-
vider does not have a designated reporting 
system, a written communication that is 
served on the provider in accordance with 
subparagraph (F)) that includes the fol-
lowing: 

(i) An identification of, and information 
reasonably sufficient to permit the provider 
to locate, the alleged proscribed visual depic-
tion relating to a child. Such information 
may include, at the option of the complain-
ant, a copy of the alleged proscribed visual 
depiction relating to a child or the uniform 
resource locator where such proscribed vis-
ual depiction is located. 

(ii) The complainant’s name and contact 
information, to include a mailing address, 
telephone number, and an electronic mail 
address, except that, if the complainant is 
the victim depicted in the alleged proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child, the com-
plainant may elect to use an alias, including 
for purposes of the signed statement de-
scribed in clause (v), and omit a mailing ad-
dress. 

(iii) If applicable, a statement indicating 
that the complainant has previously notified 
the provider about the alleged proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child which 
may, at the option of the complainant, in-
clude a copy of the previous notification. 

(iv) A statement indicating that the com-
plainant has a good faith belief that the in-
formation in the notification is accurate. 

(v) A signed statement under penalty of 
perjury indicating that the notification is 
submitted by— 

(I) the victim depicted in the alleged pro-
scribed visual depiction relating to a child; 

(II) an authorized representative of the vic-
tim depicted in the alleged proscribed visual 
depiction relating to a child; or 

(III) a qualified organization. 
(B) INCLUSION OF MULTIPLE VISUAL DEPIC-

TIONS IN SAME NOTIFICATION.—A notification 
may contain information about more than 
one proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child, but shall only be effective with respect 
to each proscribed visual depiction relating 
to a child included in the notification to the 
extent that the notification includes suffi-
cient information to identify and locate such 
visual depiction. 

(C) LIMITATION ON DUPLICATIVE NOTIFICA-
TIONS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—After a complainant has 
submitted a notification to a provider, the 
complainant may submit additional notifica-
tions at any time only if the subsequent no-
tifications involve— 

(I) a different proscribed visual depiction 
relating to a minor; 

(II) the same proscribed visual depiction 
relating to a minor that is in a different lo-
cation; or 

(III) recidivist hosting. 
(ii) NO OBLIGATION.—A provider who re-

ceives any additional notifications that do 
not comply with clause (i) shall not be re-
quired to take any additional action except— 

(I) as may be required with respect to the 
original notification; and 

(II) to notify the complainant as provided 
in paragraph (1)(B)(ii). 

(D) INCOMPLETE OR MISDIRECTED NOTIFICA-
TION.— 

(i) REQUIREMENT TO CONTACT COMPLAINANT 
REGARDING INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION.— 

(I) REQUIREMENT TO CONTACT COMPLAIN-
ANT.—If a notification that is submitted to a 
provider under this subsection does not con-
tain sufficient information under subpara-
graph (A)(i) to identify or locate the visual 
depiction that is the subject of the notifica-
tion but does contain the complainant con-
tact information described in subparagraph 
(A)(ii), the provider shall, not later than 48 
hours after receiving the notification (or, in 
the case of a small provider, not later than 
2 business days after such notification is re-
ceived by the small provider), contact the 
complainant via electronic email address to 
obtain such information. 

(II) EFFECT OF COMPLAINANT PROVIDING SUF-
FICIENT INFORMATION.—If the provider is able 
to contact the complainant and obtain suffi-
cient information to identify or locate the 
visual depiction that is the subject of the no-
tification, the provider shall then proceed as 
set forth in paragraph (1), except that the ap-
plicable timeframes described in such para-
graph shall commence on the day the pro-
vider receives the information needed to 
identify or locate the visual depiction. 

(III) EFFECT OF COMPLAINANT INABILITY TO 
PROVIDE SUFFICIENT INFORMATION.—If the pro-
vider is able to contact the complainant but 
does not obtain sufficient information to 
identify or locate the visual depiction that is 
the subject of the notification, the provider 
shall so notify the complainant not later 
than 48 hours after the provider determines 
that it is unable to identify or locate the vis-
ual depiction (or, in the case of a small pro-
vider, not later than 2 business days after 
the small provider makes such determina-
tion), after which no further action by the 
provider is required and receipt of the notifi-
cation shall not be considered in deter-
mining whether the provider has actual 
knowledge of any information described in 
the notification. 
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(IV) EFFECT OF COMPLAINANT FAILURE TO 

RESPOND.—If the complainant does not re-
spond to the provider’s attempt to contact 
the complainant under this clause within 14 
days of such attempt, no further action by 
the provider is required and receipt of the 
notification shall not be considered in deter-
mining whether the provider has actual 
knowledge of any information described in 
the notification. 

(ii) TREATMENT OF INCOMPLETE NOTIFICA-
TION WHERE COMPLAINANT CANNOT BE CON-
TACTED.—If a notification that is submitted 
to a provider under this subsection does not 
contain sufficient information under sub-
paragraph (A)(i) to identify or locate the vis-
ual depiction that is the subject of the noti-
fication and does not contain the complain-
ant contact information described in sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) (or if the provider is unable 
to contact the complainant using such infor-
mation), no further action by the provider is 
required and receipt of the notification shall 
not be considered in determining whether 
the provider has actual knowledge of any in-
formation described in the notification. 

(iii) TREATMENT OF NOTIFICATION NOT SUB-
MITTED TO DESIGNATED REPORTING SYSTEM.—If 
a provider has a designated reporting sys-
tem, and a complainant submits a notifica-
tion under this subsection to the provider 
without using such system, the provider 
shall not be considered to have received the 
notification. 

(E) OPTION TO CONTACT COMPLAINANT RE-
GARDING THE PROSCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTION 
INVOLVING A MINOR.— 

(i) CONTACT WITH COMPLAINANT.—If the pro-
vider believes that the proscribed visual de-
piction involving a minor referenced in the 
notification does not meet the definition of 
such term as provided in subsection (r)(10), 
the provider may, not later than 48 hours 
after receiving the notification (or, in the 
case of a small provider, not later than 2 
business days after such notification is re-
ceived by the small provider), contact the 
complainant via electronic mail address to 
so indicate. 

(ii) FAILURE TO RESPOND.—If the complain-
ant does not respond to the provider within 
14 days after receiving the notification, no 
further action by the provider is required 
and receipt of the notification shall not be 
considered in determining whether the pro-
vider has actual knowledge of any informa-
tion described in the notification. 

(iii) COMPLAINANT RESPONSE.—If the com-
plainant responds to the provider within 14 
days after receiving the notification, the 
provider shall then proceed as set forth in 
paragraph (1), except that the applicable 
timeframes described in such paragraph 
shall commence on the day the provider re-
ceives the complainant’s response. 

(F) SERVICE OF NOTIFICATION WHERE PRO-
VIDER HAS NO DESIGNATED REPORTING SYSTEM; 
PROCESS WHERE COMPLAINANT CANNOT SERVE 
PROVIDER.— 

(i) NO DESIGNATED REPORTING SYSTEM.—If a 
provider does not have a designated report-
ing system, a complainant may serve the 
provider with a notification under this sub-
section to the provider in the same manner 
that petitions are required to be served 
under subsection (g)(4). 

(ii) COMPLAINANT CANNOT SERVE PRO-
VIDER.—If a provider does not have a des-
ignated reporting system and a complainant 
cannot reasonably serve the provider with a 
notification as described in clause (i), the 
complainant may bring a petition under sub-
section (g)(1) without serving the provider 
with the notification. 

(G) RECIDIVIST HOSTING.—If a provider en-
gages in recidivist hosting of a proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child, in addi-
tion to any action taken under this section, 

a complainant may submit a report con-
cerning such recidivist hosting to the 
CyberTipline operated by the National Cen-
ter for Missing and Exploited Children, or 
any successor to the CyberTipline operated 
by the National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children. 

(H) PRESERVATION.—A provider that re-
ceives a complete notification under this 
subsection shall preserve the information in 
such notification in accordance with the re-
quirements of sections 2713 and 2258A(h) of 
title 18, United States Code. For purposes of 
this subparagraph, the period for which pro-
viders shall be required to preserve informa-
tion in accordance with such section 2258A(h) 
may be extended in 90 day increments on 
written request by the complainant or order 
of the Board. 

(I) NON-DISCLOSURE.—Except as otherwise 
provided in subsection (g)(19)(C), for 180 days 
following receipt of a notification under this 
subsection, a provider may not disclose the 
existence of the notification to any person or 
entity except to an attorney for purposes of 
obtaining legal advice, the Board, the Com-
mission, a law enforcement agency described 
in subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) of section 
2258A(g)(3) of title 18, United States Code, 
the National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children, or as necessary to respond 
to legal process. Nothing in the preceding 
sentence shall be construed to infringe on 
the provider’s ability to communicate gen-
eral information about terms of service vio-
lations. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF CHILD ONLINE PRO-
TECTION BOARD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the 
Federal Trade Commission a Child Online 
Protection Board, which shall administer 
and enforce the requirements of subsection 
(e) in accordance with this section. 

(2) OFFICERS AND STAFF.—The Board shall 
be composed of 3 full-time Child Online Pro-
tection Officers who shall be appointed by 
the Commission in accordance with para-
graph (5)(A). A vacancy on the Board shall 
not impair the right of the remaining Child 
Online Protection Officers to exercise the 
functions and duties of the Board. 

(3) CHILD ONLINE PROTECTION ATTORNEYS.— 
Not fewer than 2 full-time Child Online Pro-
tection Attorneys shall be hired to assist in 
the administration of the Board. 

(4) TECHNOLOGICAL ADVISER.—One or more 
technological advisers may be hired to assist 
with the handling of digital evidence and 
consult with the Child Online Protection Of-
ficers on matters concerning digital evidence 
and technological issues. 

(5) QUALIFICATIONS.— 
(A) OFFICERS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Each Child Online Protec-

tion Officer shall be an attorney duly li-
censed in at least 1 United States jurisdic-
tion who has not fewer than 7 years of legal 
experience concerning child sexual abuse 
material and technology-facilitated crimes 
against children. 

(ii) EXPERIENCE.—Two of the Child Online 
Protection Officers shall have substantial 
experience in the evaluation, litigation, or 
adjudication of matters relating to child sex-
ual abuse material or technology-facilitated 
crimes against children. 

(B) ATTORNEYS.—Each Child Online Protec-
tion Attorney shall be an attorney duly li-
censed in at least 1 United States jurisdic-
tion who has not fewer than 3 years of sub-
stantial legal experience concerning child 
sexual abuse material and technology-facili-
tated crimes against children. 

(C) TECHNOLOGICAL ADVISER.—A techno-
logical adviser shall have at least one year of 
specialized experience with digital forensic 
analysis. 

(6) COMPENSATION.— 

(A) CHILD ONLINE PROTECTION OFFICERS.— 
(i) DEFINITION.—In this subparagraph, the 

term ‘‘senior level employee of the Federal 
Government’’ means an employee, other 
than employee in the Senior Executive Serv-
ice, the position of whom is classified above 
GS–15 of the General Schedule. 

(ii) PAY RANGE.—Each Child Online Protec-
tion Officer shall be compensated at a rate of 
pay that is not less than the minimum, and 
not more than the maximum, rate of pay 
payable for senior level employees of the 
Federal Government, including locality pay, 
as applicable. 

(B) CHILD ONLINE PROTECTION ATTORNEYS.— 
Each Child Online Protection Attorney shall 
be compensated at a rate of pay that is not 
more than the maximum rate of pay payable 
for level 10 of GS–15 of the General Schedule, 
including locality pay, as applicable. 

(C) TECHNOLOGICAL ADVISER.—A techno-
logical adviser of the Board shall be com-
pensated at a rate of pay that is not more 
than the maximum rate of pay payable for 
level 10 of GS–14 of the General Schedule, in-
cluding locality pay, as applicable. 

(7) VACANCY.—If a vacancy occurs in the 
position of Child Online Protection Officer, 
the Commission shall act expeditiously to 
appoint an Officer for that position. 

(8) SANCTION OR REMOVAL.—Subject to sub-
section (e)(2), the Chair of the Commission 
or the Commission may sanction or remove 
a Child Online Protection Officer. 

(9) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—The Com-
mission shall provide the Child Online Pro-
tection Officers and Child Online Protection 
Attorneys with necessary administrative 
support, including technological facilities, to 
carry out the duties of the Officers and At-
torneys under this section. The Department 
of Justice may provide equipment and guid-
ance on the storage and handling of pro-
scribed visual depictions relating to chil-
dren. 

(10) LOCATION OF BOARD.—The offices and 
facilities of the Child Online Protection Offi-
cers and Child Online Protection Attorneys 
shall be located at the headquarters or other 
office of the Commission. 

(e) AUTHORITY AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD.— 
(1) FUNCTIONS.— 
(A) OFFICERS.—Subject to the provisions of 

this section and applicable regulations, the 
functions of the Officers of the Board shall 
be as follows: 

(i) To render determinations on petitions 
that may be brought before the Officers 
under this section. 

(ii) To ensure that petitions and responses 
are properly asserted and otherwise appro-
priate for resolution by the Board. 

(iii) To manage the proceedings before the 
Officers and render determinations per-
taining to the consideration of petitions and 
responses, including with respect to sched-
uling, discovery, evidentiary, and other mat-
ters. 

(iv) To request, from participants and non-
participants in a proceeding, the production 
of information and documents relevant to 
the resolution of a petition or response. 

(v) To conduct hearings and conferences. 
(vi) To facilitate the settlement by the 

parties of petitions and responses. 
(vii) To impose fines as set forth in sub-

section (g)(24). 
(viii) To provide information to the public 

concerning the procedures and requirements 
of the Board. 

(ix) To maintain records of the proceedings 
before the Officers, certify official records of 
such proceedings as needed, and, as provided 
in subsection (g)(19)(A), make the records in 
such proceedings available to the public. 

(x) To carry out such other duties as are 
set forth in this section. 
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(xi) When not engaged in performing the 

duties of the Officers set forth in this sec-
tion, to perform such other duties as may be 
assigned by the Chair of the Commission or 
the Commission. 

(B) ATTORNEYS.—Subject to the provisions 
of this section and applicable regulations, 
the functions of the Attorneys of the Board 
shall be as follows: 

(i) To provide assistance to the Officers of 
the Board in the administration of the duties 
of those Officers under this section. 

(ii) To provide assistance to complainants, 
providers, and members of the public with 
respect to the procedures and requirements 
of the Board. 

(iii) When not engaged in performing the 
duties of the Attorneys set forth in this sec-
tion, to perform such other duties as may be 
assigned by the Commission. 

(C) DESIGNATED SERVICE AGENTS.—The 
Board may maintain a publicly available di-
rectory of service agents designated to re-
ceive service of petitions filed with the 
Board. 

(2) INDEPENDENCE IN DETERMINATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall render 

the determinations of the Board in indi-
vidual proceedings independently on the 
basis of the records in the proceedings before 
it and in accordance with the provisions of 
this section, judicial precedent, and applica-
ble regulations of the Commission. 

(B) PERFORMANCE APPRAISALS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law or any 
regulation or policy of the Commission, any 
performance appraisal of an Officer or Attor-
ney of the Board may not consider the sub-
stantive result of any individual determina-
tion reached by the Board as a basis for ap-
praisal except to the extent that result may 
relate to any actual or alleged violation of 
an ethical standard of conduct. 

(3) DIRECTION BY COMMISSION.—Subject to 
paragraph (2), the Officers and Attorneys 
shall, in the administration of their duties, 
be under the supervision of the Chair of the 
Commission. 

(4) INCONSISTENT DUTIES BARRED.—An Offi-
cer or Attorney of the Board may not under-
take any duty that conflicts with the duties 
of the Officer or Attorney in connection with 
the Board. 

(5) RECUSAL.—An Officer or Attorney of the 
Board shall recuse himself or herself from 
participation in any proceeding with respect 
to which the Officer or Attorney, as the case 
may be, has reason to believe that he or she 
has a conflict of interest. 

(6) EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS.—Except as 
may otherwise be permitted by applicable 
law, any party or interested owner involved 
in a proceeding before the Board shall refrain 
from ex parte communications with the Offi-
cers of the Board and the Commission rel-
evant to the merits of such proceeding before 
the Board. 

(7) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Actions of the Offi-
cers and the Commission under this section 
in connection with the rendering of any de-
termination are subject to judicial review as 
provided under subsection (g)(28). 

(f) CONDUCT OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
BOARD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Proceedings of the Board 
shall be conducted in accordance with this 
section and regulations established by the 
Commission under this section, in addition 
to relevant principles of law. 

(2) RECORD.—The Board shall maintain 
records documenting the proceedings before 
the Board. 

(3) CENTRALIZED PROCESS.—Proceedings be-
fore the Board shall— 

(A) be conducted at the offices of the Board 
without the requirement of in-person appear-
ances by parties or others; 

(B) take place by means of written submis-
sions, hearings, and conferences carried out 
through internet-based applications and 
other telecommunications facilities, except 
that, in cases in which physical or other non-
testimonial evidence material to a pro-
ceeding cannot be furnished to the Board 
through available telecommunications fa-
cilities, the Board may make alternative ar-
rangements for the submission of such evi-
dence that do not prejudice any party or in-
terested owner; and 

(C) be conducted and concluded in an expe-
ditious manner without causing undue preju-
dice to any party or interested owner. 

(4) REPRESENTATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A party or interested 

owner involved in a proceeding before the 
Board may be, but is not required to be, rep-
resented by— 

(i) an attorney; or 
(ii) a law student who is qualified under ap-

plicable law governing representation by law 
students of parties in legal proceedings and 
who provides such representation on a pro 
bono basis. 

(B) REPRESENTATION OF VICTIMS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—A petition involving a vic-

tim under the age of 16 at the time the peti-
tion is filed shall be filed by an authorized 
representative, qualified organization, or a 
person described in subparagraph (A). 

(ii) NO REQUIREMENT FOR QUALIFIED ORGANI-
ZATIONS TO HAVE CONTACT WITH, OR KNOWL-
EDGE OF, VICTIM.—A qualified organization 
may submit a notification to a provider or 
file a petition on behalf of a victim without 
regard to whether the qualified organization 
has contact with the victim or knows the 
identity, location, or contact information of 
the victim. 

(g) PROCEDURES TO CONTEST A FAILURE TO 
REMOVE A PROSCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTION RE-
LATING TO A CHILD OR A NOTIFICATION RE-
PORTING A PROSCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTION RE-
LATING TO A CHILD.— 

(1) PROCEDURE TO CONTEST A FAILURE TO RE-
MOVE.— 

(A) COMPLAINANT PETITION.—A complainant 
may file a petition to the Board claiming 
that, as applicable— 

(i) the complainant submitted a complete 
notification to a provider concerning a pro-
scribed visual depiction relating to a child, 
and that— 

(I) the provider— 
(aa) did not remove the proscribed visual 

depiction relating to a child within the time-
frame required under subsection (c)(1)(A)(i); 
or 

(bb) incorrectly claimed that— 
(AA) the visual depiction at issue could not 

be located or removed through reasonable 
means; 

(BB) the notification was incomplete; or 
(CC) the notification was duplicative under 

subsection (c)(2)(C)(i); and 
(II) did not file a timely petition to contest 

the notification with the Board under para-
graph (2); or 

(ii) a provider is hosting a proscribed vis-
ual depiction relating to a child, does not 
have a designated reporting system, and the 
complainant was unable to serve a notifica-
tion on the provider under this subsection 
despite reasonable efforts. 

(B) ADDITIONAL CLAIM.—As applicable, a pe-
tition filed under subparagraph (A) may also 
claim that the proscribed visual depiction 
relating to a child at issue in the petition in-
volves recidivist hosting. 

(C) TIMEFRAME.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—A petition under this 

paragraph shall be considered timely if it is 
filed within 30 days of the applicable start 
date, as defined under clause (ii). 

(ii) APPLICABLE START DATE.—For purposes 
of clause (i), the term ‘‘applicable start 
date’’ means— 

(I) in the case of a petition under subpara-
graph (A)(i) claiming that the visual depic-
tion was not removed or that the provider 
made an incorrect claim relating to the vis-
ual depiction or notification, the day that 
the provider’s option to file a petition has 
expired under paragraph (2)(B); and 

(II) in the case of a petition under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) related to a notification that 
could not be served, the last day of the 2- 
week period that begins on the day on which 
the complainant first attempted to serve a 
notification on the provider involved. 

(D) IDENTIFICATION OF VICTIM.—Any peti-
tion filed to the Board by the victim or an 
authorized representative of the victim shall 
include the victim’s legal name. A petition 
filed to the Board by a qualified organization 
may, but is not required to, include the vic-
tim’s legal name. Any petition containing 
the victim’s legal name shall be filed under 
seal. The victim’s legal name shall be re-
dacted from any documents served on the 
provider and interested owner or made pub-
licly available. 

(E) FAILURE TO REMOVE VISUAL DEPICTIONS 
IN TIMELY MANNER.—A complainant may file 
a petition under subparagraph (A)(i) claim-
ing that a visual depiction was not removed 
even if the visual depiction was removed 
prior to the petition being filed, so long as 
the petition claims that the visual depiction 
was not removed within the timeframe speci-
fied in subsection (c)(1). 

(2) PROCEDURE TO CONTEST A NOTIFICA-
TION.— 

(A) PROVIDER PETITION.—If a provider re-
ceives a complete notification as described 
in subsection (c)(2) through its designated re-
porting system or in accordance with sub-
section (c)(2)(F)(i), the provider may file a 
petition to the Board claiming that the pro-
vider has a good faith belief that, as applica-
ble— 

(i) the visual depiction that is the subject 
of the notification does not constitute a pro-
scribed visual depiction relating to a child; 

(ii) the notification is frivolous or was sub-
mitted with an intent to harass the provider 
or any person; 

(iii) the alleged proscribed visual depiction 
relating to a child cannot reasonably be lo-
cated by the provider; 

(iv) for reasons beyond the control of the 
provider, the provider cannot remove the 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child using reasonable means; or 

(v) the notification was duplicative under 
subsection (c)(2)(C)(i). 

(B) TIMEFRAME.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clauses (ii) and 

(iii), a petition contesting a notification 
under this paragraph shall be considered 
timely if it is filed by a provider not later 
than 14 days after the day on which the pro-
vider receives the notification or the notifi-
cation is made complete under subsection 
(c)(2)(D)(i). 

(ii) NO DESIGNATED REPORTING SYSTEM.— 
Subject to clause (iii), if a provider does not 
have a designated reporting system, a peti-
tion contesting a notification under this 
paragraph shall be considered timely if it is 
filed by a provider not later than 7 days after 
the day on which the provider receives the 
notification or the notification is made com-
plete under subsection (c)(2)(D)(i). 

(iii) SMALL PROVIDERS.—In the case of a 
small provider, each of the timeframes appli-
cable under clauses (i) and (ii) shall be in-
creased by 48 hours. 

(C) TEMPORARY REMOVAL OF ALLEGED PRO-
SCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTION RELATING TO A 
CHILD.— 
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(i) IN GENERAL.—If a provider files a peti-

tion to the Board contesting a notification 
solely on the basis of the reason described in 
subparagraph (A)(i), the provider shall dis-
able public and user access to the alleged 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child that is the subject of the notification 
prior to the submission of the petition and 
during the pendency of the adjudication, in-
cluding judicial review as provided in sub-
section (g)(28). Such petition shall include a 
statement, under the penalty of perjury, 
that public and user access to the alleged 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child has been disabled. 

(ii) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO REMOVE.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—If a provider fails to com-

ply with clause (i), the Board may— 
(aa) dismiss the petition with prejudice; 

and 
(bb) refer the matter to the Attorney Gen-

eral. 
(II) EFFECT OF DISMISSAL.—If a provider’s 

petition is dismissed under clause (I)(aa), the 
complainant may bring a petition under 
paragraph (1) as if the provider did not file a 
petition within the timeframe specified in 
subparagraph (B). 

(iii) EFFECT ON TIMING.—The Board shall 
prioritize the issuance of a determination 
concerning any petition subject to this sub-
paragraph to the extent possible without 
causing undue prejudice to any party or in-
terested owner. 

(3) COMMENCEMENT OF PROCEEDING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—In order to commence a 

proceeding under this section, a petitioning 
party shall, subject to such additional re-
quirements as may be prescribed in regula-
tions established by the Commission, file a 
petition with the Board, that includes a 
statement of claims and material facts in 
support of each claim in the petition. A peti-
tion may set forth more than one claim. A 
petition shall also include information es-
tablishing that it has been filed within the 
applicable timeframe. 

(B) REVIEW OF PETITIONS BY CHILD ONLINE 
PROTECTION ATTORNEYS.—Child Online Pro-
tection Attorneys may review petitions to 
assess whether they are complete. The Board 
may permit a petitioning party to refile a 
defective petition. The Attorney may assist 
the petitioning party in making any correc-
tions. 

(C) DISMISSAL.—The Board may dismiss, 
with or without prejudice, any petition that 
fails to comply with subparagraph (A). 

(4) SERVICE OF PROCESS REQUIREMENTS FOR 
PETITIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of petitions 
under paragraphs (1) and (2), the petitioning 
party shall, at or before the time of filing a 
petition, serve a copy on the other party. A 
corporation, partnership, or unincorporated 
association that is subject to suit in courts 
of general jurisdiction under a common 
name shall be served by delivering a copy of 
the petition to its service agent, if one has 
been so designated. 

(B) MANNER OF SERVICE.— 
(i) SERVICE BY NONDIGITAL MEANS.—Service 

by nondigital means may be any of the fol-
lowing: 

(I) Personal, including delivery to a re-
sponsible person at the office of counsel. 

(II) By priority mail. 
(III) By third-party commercial carrier for 

delivery within 3 days. 
(ii) SERVICE BY DIGITAL MEANS.—Service of 

a paper may be made by sending it by any 
digital means, including through a provider’s 
designated reporting system. 

(iii) WHEN SERVICE IS COMPLETED.—Service 
by mail or by commercial carrier is complete 
3 days after the mailing or delivery to the 
carrier. Service by digital means is complete 
on filing or sending, unless the party making 

service is notified that the paper was not re-
ceived by the party served. 

(C) PROOF OF SERVICE.—A petition filed 
under paragraph (1) or (2) shall contain— 

(i) an acknowledgment of service by the 
person served; 

(ii) proof of service consisting of a state-
ment by the person who made service certi-
fying— 

(I) the date and manner of service; 
(II) the names of the persons served; and 
(III) their mail or electronic addresses, fac-

simile numbers, or the addresses of the 
places of delivery, as appropriate for the 
manner of service; or 

(iii) a statement indicating that service 
could not reasonably be completed. 

(D) ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this subsection, all 
parties to a petition shall bear their own at-
torney fees and costs. 

(5) SERVICE OF OTHER DOCUMENTS.—Docu-
ments submitted or relied upon in a pro-
ceeding, other than the petition, shall be 
served in accordance with regulations estab-
lished by the Commission. 

(6) NOTIFICATION OF RIGHT TO OPT OUT.—In 
order to effectuate service on a responding 
party, the petition shall notify the respond-
ing party of their right to opt out of the pro-
ceeding before the Board, and the con-
sequences of opting out and not opting out, 
including a prominent statement that by not 
opting out the respondent— 

(A) loses the opportunity to have the dis-
pute decided by a court created under article 
III of the Constitution of the United States; 
and 

(B) waives the right to a jury trial regard-
ing the dispute. 

(7) OPT-OUT PROCEDURE.—Within 1 week of 
completion of service of the petition under 
paragraph (4), 1 or more Officers of the Board 
shall hold a conference to explain that the 
responding party has a right to opt out of 
the proceeding before the Board, and de-
scribe the consequences of opting out and 
not opting out as described in paragraph (6). 
A responding party shall have a period of 30 
days, beginning on the date of conference, in 
which to provide written notice of such 
choice to the petitioning party and the Child 
Online Protection Board. If the responding 
party does not submit an opt-out notice to 
the Child Online Protection Board within 
that 30-day period, the proceeding shall be 
deemed an active proceeding and the re-
sponding party shall be bound by the deter-
mination in the proceeding. If the responding 
party opts out of the proceeding during that 
30-day period, the proceeding shall be dis-
missed without prejudice. 

(8) SCHEDULING.—Upon receipt of a com-
plete petition and at the conclusion of the 
opt out procedure described in paragraph (7), 
the Board shall issue a schedule for the fu-
ture conduct of the proceeding. A schedule 
issued by the Board may be amended by the 
Board in the interests of justice. 

(9) CONFERENCES.—One or more Officers of 
the Board may hold a conference to address 
case management or discovery issues in a 
proceeding, which shall be noted upon the 
record of the proceeding and may be recorded 
or transcribed. 

(10) PARTY SUBMISSIONS.—A proceeding of 
the Board may not include any formal mo-
tion practice, except that, subject to applica-
ble regulations and procedures of the 
Board— 

(A) the parties to the proceeding and an in-
terested owner may make requests to the 
Board to address case management and dis-
covery matters, and submit responses there-
to; and 

(B) the Board may request or permit par-
ties and interested owners to make submis-
sions addressing relevant questions of fact or 

law, or other matters, including matters 
raised sua sponte by the Officers of the 
Board, and offer responses thereto. 

(11) DISCOVERY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Discovery in a proceeding 

shall be limited to the production of relevant 
information and documents, written inter-
rogatories, and written requests for admis-
sion, as provided in regulations established 
by the Commission, except that— 

(i) upon the request of a party, and for 
good cause shown, the Board may approve 
additional relevant discovery, on a limited 
basis, in particular matters, and may request 
specific information and documents from 
parties in the proceeding, consistent with 
the interests of justice; 

(ii) upon the request of a party or inter-
ested owner, and for good cause shown, the 
Board may issue a protective order to limit 
the disclosure of documents or testimony 
that contain confidential information; 

(iii) after providing notice and an oppor-
tunity to respond, and upon good cause 
shown, the Board may apply an adverse in-
ference with respect to disputed facts 
against a party or interested owner who has 
failed to timely provide discovery materials 
in response to a proper request for materials 
that could be relevant to such facts; and 

(iv) an interested owner shall only produce 
or receive discovery to the extent it relates 
to whether the visual depiction at issue con-
stitutes a proscribed visual depiction relat-
ing to a child. 

(B) PRIVACY.—Any alleged proscribed vis-
ual depiction relating to a child received by 
the Board or the Commission as part of a 
proceeding shall be filed under seal and shall 
remain in the care, custody, and control of 
the Board or the Commission. For purposes 
of discovery, the Board or Commission shall 
make the proscribed visual depiction relat-
ing to a child reasonably available to the 
parties and interested owner but shall not 
provide copies. The privacy protections de-
scribed in section 3509(d) of title 18, United 
States Code, shall apply to the Board, Com-
mission, provider, complainant, and inter-
ested owner. 

(12) RESPONSES.—The responding party 
may refute any of the claims or factual as-
sertions made by the petitioning party, and 
may also claim that the petition was not 
filed in the applicable timeframe or is barred 
under subsection (h). If a complainant is the 
petitioning party, a provider may claim in 
response that the notification was incom-
plete and could not be made complete under 
subsection (c)(2)(D)(i). The petitioning party 
may refute any responses submitted by the 
responding party. 

(13) INTERESTED OWNER.—An individual no-
tified under paragraph (19)(C)(ii) may, within 
14 days of being so notified, file a motion to 
join the proceeding for the limited purpose 
of claiming that the visual depiction at issue 
does not constitute a proscribed visual depic-
tion relating to a child. The Board shall 
serve the motion on both parties. Such mo-
tion shall include a factual basis and a 
signed statement, submitted under penalty 
of perjury, indicating that the individual 
produced or created the visual depiction at 
issue. The Board shall dismiss any motion 
that does not include the signed statement 
or that was submitted by an individual who 
did not produce or create the visual depic-
tion at issue. If the motion is granted, the 
interested owner may also claim that the no-
tification and petition were filed with an in-
tent to harass the interested owner. Any 
party may refute the claims and factual as-
sertions made by the interested owner. 

(14) EVIDENCE.—The Board may consider 
the following types of evidence in a pro-
ceeding, and such evidence may be admitted 
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without application of formal rules of evi-
dence: 

(A) Documentary and other nontestimonial 
evidence that is relevant to the petitions or 
responses in the proceeding. 

(B) Testimonial evidence, submitted under 
penalty of perjury in written form or in ac-
cordance with paragraph (15), limited to 
statements of the parties and nonexpert wit-
nesses, that is relevant to the petitions or 
responses in a proceeding, except that, in ex-
ceptional cases, expert witness testimony or 
other types of testimony may be permitted 
by the Board for good cause shown. 

(15) HEARINGS.—Unless waived by all par-
ties, the Board shall conduct a hearing to re-
ceive oral presentations on issues of fact or 
law from parties and witnesses to a pro-
ceeding, including oral testimony, subject to 
the following: 

(A) Any such hearing shall be attended by 
not fewer than two of the Officers of the 
Board. 

(B) The hearing shall be noted upon the 
record of the proceeding and, subject to sub-
paragraph (C), may be recorded or tran-
scribed as deemed necessary by the Board. 

(C) A recording or transcript of the hearing 
shall be made available to any Officer of the 
Board who is not in attendance. 

(16) VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL.— 
(A) BY PETITIONING PARTY.—Upon the writ-

ten request of a petitioning party, the Board 
shall dismiss the petition, with or without 
prejudice. 

(B) BY RESPONDING PARTY OR INTERESTED 
OWNER.—Upon written request of a respond-
ing party or interested owner, the Board 
shall dismiss any responses to the petition, 
and shall consider all claims and factual as-
sertions in the petition to be true. 

(17) FACTUAL FINDINGS.—Subject to para-
graph (11)(A)(iii), the Board shall make fac-
tual findings based upon a preponderance of 
the evidence. 

(18) DETERMINATIONS.— 
(A) NATURE AND CONTENTS.—A determina-

tion rendered by the Board in a proceeding 
shall— 

(i) be reached by a majority of the Board; 
(ii) be in writing, and include an expla-

nation of the factual and legal basis of the 
determination; and 

(iii) include a clear statement of all fines, 
costs, and other relief awarded. 

(B) DISSENT.—An Officer of the Board who 
dissents from a decision contained in a deter-
mination under subparagraph (A) may ap-
pend a statement setting forth the grounds 
for that dissent. 

(19) PUBLICATION AND DISCLOSURE.— 
(A) PUBLICATION.—Each final determina-

tion of the Board shall be made available on 
a publicly accessible website, except that the 
final determination shall be redacted to pro-
tect confidential information that is the sub-
ject of a protective order under paragraph 
(11)(A)(ii) or information protected pursuant 
to paragraph (11)(B) and any other informa-
tion protected from public disclosure under 
the Federal Trade Commission Act or any 
other applicable provision of law. 

(B) FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT.—All in-
formation relating to proceedings of the 
Board under this section is exempt from dis-
closure to the public under section 552(b)(3) 
of title 5, except for determinations, records, 
and information published under subpara-
graph (A). Any information that is disclosed 
under this subparagraph shall have redacted 
any information that is the subject of a pro-
tective order under paragraph (11)(A)(ii) or 
protected pursuant to paragraph (11)(B). 

(C) EFFECT OF PETITION ON NON-DISCLOSURE 
PERIOD.— 

(i) Submission of a petition extends the 
non-disclosure period under subsection 
(c)(2)(I) for the pendency of the proceeding. 

The provider may submit an objection to the 
Board that nondisclosure is contrary to the 
interests of justice. The complainant may, 
but is not required to, respond to the objec-
tion. The Board should sustain the objection 
unless there is reason to believe that the cir-
cumstances in section 3486(a)(6)(B) of title 18, 
United States Code, exist and outweigh the 
interests of justice. 

(ii) If the Board sustains an objection to 
the nondisclosure period, the provider or the 
Board may notify the apparent owner of the 
visual depiction in question about the pro-
ceeding, and include instructions on how the 
owner may move to join the proceeding 
under paragraph (13). 

(iii) If applicable, the nondisclosure period 
expires 120 after the Board’s determination 
becomes final, except it shall expire imme-
diately upon the Board’s determination be-
coming final if the Board finds that the vis-
ual depiction is not a proscribed visual de-
piction relating to a minor. 

(iv) The interested owner of a visual depic-
tion may not bring any legal action against 
any party related to the proscribed visual de-
piction relating to a child until the Board’s 
determination is final. Once the determina-
tion is final, the owner of the visual depic-
tion may pursue any legal relief available 
under the law, subject to subsections (h), (k), 
and (l). 

(20) RESPONDING PARTY’S DEFAULT.—If the 
Board finds that service of the petition on 
the responding party could not reasonably be 
completed, or the responding party has failed 
to appear or has ceased participating in a 
proceeding, as demonstrated by the respond-
ing party’s failure, without justifiable cause, 
to meet one or more deadlines or require-
ments set forth in the schedule adopted by 
the Board, the Board may enter a default de-
termination, including the dismissal of any 
responses asserted by the responding party, 
as follows and in accordance with such other 
requirements as the Commission may estab-
lish by regulation: 

(A) The Board shall require the petitioning 
party to submit relevant evidence and other 
information in support of the petitioning 
party’s claims and, upon review of such evi-
dence and any other requested submissions 
from the petitioning party, shall determine 
whether the materials so submitted are suffi-
cient to support a finding in favor of the pe-
titioning party under applicable law and, if 
so, the appropriate relief and damages, if 
any, to be awarded. 

(B) If the Board makes an affirmative de-
termination under subparagraph (A), the 
Board shall prepare a proposed default deter-
mination, and shall provide written notice to 
the responding party at all addresses, includ-
ing email addresses, reflected in the records 
of the proceeding before the Board, of the 
pendency of a default determination by the 
Board and of the legal significance of such 
determination. Such notice shall be accom-
panied by the proposed default determina-
tion and shall provide that the responding 
party has a period of 30 days, beginning on 
the date of the notice, to submit any evi-
dence or other information in opposition to 
the proposed default determination. 

(C) If the responding party responds to the 
notice provided under subparagraph (B) with-
in the 30-day period provided in such sub-
paragraph, the Board shall consider respond-
ing party’s submissions and, after allowing 
the petitioning party to address such sub-
missions, maintain, or amend its proposed 
determination as appropriate, and the result-
ing determination shall not be a default de-
termination. 

(D) If the respondent fails to respond to the 
notice provided under subparagraph (B), the 
Board shall proceed to issue the default de-
termination. Thereafter, the respondent may 

only challenge such determination to the ex-
tent permitted under paragraph (28). 

(21) PETITIONING PARTY OR INTERESTED 
OWNER’S FAILURE TO PROCEED.—If a peti-
tioning party or interested owner who has 
joined the proceeding fails to proceed, as 
demonstrated by the failure, without justifi-
able cause, to meet one or more deadlines or 
requirements set forth in the schedule adopt-
ed by the Board, the Board may, upon pro-
viding written notice to the petitioning 
party or interested owner and a period of 30 
days, beginning on the date of the notice, to 
respond to the notice, and after considering 
any such response, issue a determination dis-
missing the claims made by the petitioning 
party or interested owner. The Board may 
order the petitioning party to pay attorneys’ 
fees and costs under paragraph (26)(B), if ap-
propriate. Thereafter, the petitioning party 
may only challenge such determination to 
the extent permitted under paragraph (28). 

(22) REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION.—A 
party or interested owner may, within 30 
days after the date on which the Board issues 
a determination under paragraph (18), sub-
mit to the Board a written request for recon-
sideration of, or an amendment to, such de-
termination if the party or interested owner 
identifies a clear error of law or fact mate-
rial to the outcome, or a technical mistake. 
After providing the other parties an oppor-
tunity to address such request, the Board 
shall either deny the request or issue an 
amended determination. 

(23) REVIEW BY COMMISSION.—If the Board 
denies a party or interested owner a request 
for reconsideration of a determination under 
paragraph (22), the party or interested owner 
may, within 30 days after the date of such de-
nial, request review of the determination by 
the Commission in accordance with regula-
tions established by the Commission. After 
providing the other party or interested 
owner an opportunity to address the request, 
the Commission shall either deny the re-
quest for review, or remand the proceeding 
to the Board for reconsideration of issues 
specified in the remand and for issuance of 
an amended determination. Such amended 
determination shall not be subject to further 
consideration or review, other than under 
paragraph (28). 

(24) FAVORABLE RULING ON COMPLAINANT PE-
TITION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Board grants a 
complainant’s petition filed under this sec-
tion, notwithstanding any other law, the 
Board shall— 

(i) order the provider to immediately re-
move the proscribed visual depiction relat-
ing to a child, and to permanently delete all 
copies of the visual depiction known to and 
under the control of the provider unless the 
Board orders the provider to preserve the 
visual depiction; 

(ii) impose a fine of $50,000 per proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child covered 
by the determination, but if the Board finds 
that— 

(I) the provider removed the proscribed vis-
ual depiction relating to a child after the pe-
riod set forth in subsection (c)(1)(A)(i), but 
before the complainant filed a petition, such 
fine shall be $25,000; 

(II) the provider has engaged in recidivist 
hosting for the first time with respect to the 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child in question, such fine shall be $100,000 
per proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child; or 

(III) the provider has engaged in recidivist 
hosting of the proscribed visual depiction re-
lating to a child in question 2 or more times, 
such fine shall be $200,000 per proscribed vis-
ual depiction relating to a child; 

(iii) order the provider to pay reasonable 
costs to the complainant; and 
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(iv) refer any matters involving inten-

tional or willful conduct by a provider with 
respect to a proscribed visual depiction re-
lating to a child, or recidivist hosting, to the 
Attorney General for prosecution under any 
applicable laws. 

(B) PROVIDER PAYMENT OF FINE AND 
COSTS.—Notwithstanding any other law, the 
Board shall direct a provider to promptly 
pay fines and costs imposed under subpara-
graph (A) as follows: 

(i) If the petition was filed by a victim, 
such fine and costs shall be paid to the vic-
tim. 

(ii) If the petition was filed by an author-
ized representative of a victim— 

(I) 30 percent of such fine shall be paid to 
the authorized representative and 70 percent 
of such fine paid to the victim; and 

(II) costs shall be paid to the authorized 
representative. 

(iii) If the petition was filed by a qualified 
organization— 

(I) the fine shall be paid to the Child Por-
nography Victims Reserve as provided in sec-
tion 2259B of title 18, United States Code; 
and 

(II) costs shall be paid to the qualified or-
ganization. 

(25) EFFECT OF DENIAL OF PROVIDER PETI-
TION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Board denies a pro-
vider’s petition to contest a notification 
filed under paragraph (2), it shall order the 
provider to immediately remove the pro-
scribed visual depiction relating to a child, 
and to permanently delete all copies of the 
visual depiction known to and under the con-
trol of the provider unless the Board orders 
the provider to preserve the visual depiction. 

(B) REFERRAL FOR FAILURE TO REMOVE MA-
TERIAL.—If a provider does not remove and, 
if applicable, permanently delete a pro-
scribed visual depiction relating to a child 
within 48 hours of the Board issuing a deter-
mination under subparagraph (A), or not 
later than 2 business days of the Board 
issuing a determination under subparagraph 
(A) concerning a small provider, the Board 
shall refer the matter to the Attorney Gen-
eral for prosecution under any applicable 
laws. 

(C) COSTS FOR FRIVOLOUS PETITION.—If the 
Board finds that a provider filed a petition 
under paragraph (2) for a harassing or im-
proper purpose or without reasonable basis 
in law or fact, the Board shall order the pro-
vider to pay the reasonable costs of the com-
plainant. 

(26) EFFECT OF DENIAL OF COMPLAINANT’S 
PETITION OR FAVORABLE RULING ON PROVIDER’S 
PETITION.— 

(A) RESTORATION.—If the Board grants a 
provider’s petition filed under paragraph (2) 
or if the Board denies a petition filed by the 
complainant under paragraph (1), the pro-
vider may restore access to any visual depic-
tion that was at issue in the proceeding. 

(B) COSTS FOR INCOMPLETE OR FRIVOLOUS 
NOTIFICATION AND HARASSMENT.—If, in grant-
ing or denying a petition as described in sub-
paragraph (A), the Board finds that the noti-
fication contested in the petition could not 
be made complete under subsection (c)(2)(D), 
is frivolous, or is duplicative under sub-
section (c)(2)(C)(i), the Board may order the 
complainant to pay costs to the provider and 
any interested owner, which shall not exceed 
a total of $10,000, or, if the Board finds that 
the complainant filed the notification with 
an intent to harass the provider or any per-
son, a total of $15,000. 

(27) CIVIL ACTION; OTHER RELIEF.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Whenever any provider or 

complainant fails to comply with a final de-
termination of the Board issued under para-
graph (18), the Department of Justice may 
commence a civil action in a district court 

of the United States to enforce compliance 
with such determination. 

(B) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to limit the author-
ity of the Commission or Department of Jus-
tice under any other provision of law. 

(28) CHALLENGES TO THE DETERMINATION.— 
(A) BASES FOR CHALLENGE.—Not later than 

45 days after the date on which the Board 
issues a determination or amended deter-
mination in a proceeding, or not later than 
45 days after the date on which the Board 
completes any process of reconsideration or 
the Commission completes a review of the 
determination, whichever occurs later, a 
party may seek an order from a district 
court, located where the provider or com-
plainant conducts business or resides, 
vacating, modifying, or correcting the deter-
mination of the Board in the following cases: 

(i) If the determination was issued as a re-
sult of fraud, corruption, misrepresentation, 
or other misconduct. 

(ii) If the Board exceeded its authority or 
failed to render a determination concerning 
the subject matter at issue. 

(iii) In the case of a default determination 
or determination based on a failure to pros-
ecute, if it is established that the default or 
failure was due to excusable neglect. 

(B) PROCEDURE TO CHALLENGE.— 
(i) NOTICE OF APPLICATION.—Notice of the 

application to challenge a determination of 
the Board shall be provided to all parties to 
the proceeding before the Board, in accord-
ance with the procedures applicable to serv-
ice of a motion in the court where the appli-
cation is made. 

(ii) STAYING OF PROCEEDINGS.—For pur-
poses of an application under this paragraph, 
any judge who is authorized to issue an order 
to stay the proceedings in an any other ac-
tion brought in the same court may issue an 
order, to be served with the notice of appli-
cation, staying proceedings to enforce the 
award while the challenge is pending. 

(29) FINAL DETERMINATION.—A determina-
tion of the Board shall be final on the date 
that all opportunities for a party or inter-
ested owner to seek reconsideration or re-
view of a determination under paragraph (22) 
or (23), or for a party to challenge the deter-
mination under paragraph (28), have expired 
or are exhausted. 

(h) EFFECT OF PROCEEDING.— 
(1) SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS.—The 

issuance of a final determination by the 
Board shall preclude the filing by any party 
of any subsequent petition that is based on 
the notification at issue in the final deter-
mination. This paragraph shall not limit the 
ability of any party to file a subsequent peti-
tion based on any other notification. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (1), the issuance of a final deter-
mination by the Board, including a default 
determination or determination based on a 
failure to prosecute, shall not preclude re-
litigation of any factual matter in any sub-
sequent legal action or proceeding before 
any court, tribunal, or the Board, and any 
determination of the Board may not be cited 
or relied upon as legal precedent in any such 
legal action or proceeding except that— 

(A) no party or interested owner may re-
litigate any allegation, factual claim, or re-
sponse that was properly asserted and con-
sidered by the Board in any subsequent pro-
ceeding before the Board involving the same 
parties or interested owner and the same 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
minor; and 

(B) a finding by the Board that a visual de-
piction constitutes a proscribed visual depic-
tion relating to a child may not be reliti-
gated in any civil proceeding brought by an 
interested owner. 

(3) OTHER MATERIALS IN PROCEEDING.—A 
submission or statement of a party, inter-
ested owner, or witness made in connection 
with a proceeding before the Board, includ-
ing a proceeding that is dismissed, may not 
serve as the basis of any action or proceeding 
before any court or tribunal except for any 
legal action related to perjury or for conduct 
described in subsection (k)(2) . A statement 
of a party, interested owner, or witness may 
be received as evidence, in accordance with 
applicable rules, in any subsequent legal ac-
tion or proceeding before any court, tri-
bunal, or the Board. 

(4) FAILURE TO ASSERT RESPONSE.—Except 
as provided in paragraph (1), the failure or 
inability to assert any allegation, factual 
claim, or response in a proceeding before the 
Board shall not preclude the assertion of 
that response in any subsequent legal action 
or proceeding before any court, tribunal, or 
the Board. 

(i) ADMINISTRATION.—The Commission may 
issue regulations in accordance with section 
553 of title 5, United States Code, to imple-
ment this section. 

(j) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date on which Child Online Protec-
tion Board issues the first determination 
under this section, the Commission shall 
conduct, and report to Congress on, a study 
that addresses the following: 

(A) The use and efficacy of the Child On-
line Protection Board in expediting the re-
moval of proscribed visual depictions relat-
ing to children and resolving disputes con-
cerning said visual depictions, including the 
number of proceedings the Child Online Pro-
tection Board could reasonably administer 
with current allocated resources. 

(B) Whether adjustments to the authority 
of the Child Online Protection Board are nec-
essary or advisable, including with respect to 
permissible claims, responses, fines, costs, 
and joinder by interested parties; 

(C) Whether the Child Online Protection 
Board should be permitted to expire, be ex-
tended, or be expanded. 

(D) Such other matters as the Commission 
believes may be pertinent concerning the 
Child Online Protection Board. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study and completing the report required 
under paragraph (1), the Commission shall, 
to the extent feasible, consult with com-
plainants, victims, and providers to include 
their views on the matters addressed in the 
study and report. 

(k) LIMITED LIABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), a civil claim or criminal 
charge against the Board, a provider, a com-
plainant, interested owner, or representative 
under subsection (f)(4), for distributing, re-
ceiving, accessing, or possessing a proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child for the 
sole and exclusive purpose of complying with 
the requirements of this section, or for the 
sole and exclusive purpose of seeking or pro-
viding legal advice in order to comply with 
this section, may not be brought in any Fed-
eral or State court. 

(2) INTENTIONAL, RECKLESS, OR OTHER MIS-
CONDUCT.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to a 
claim against the Board, a provider, a com-
plainant, interested owner, or representative 
under subsection (f)(4)— 

(A) for any conduct unrelated to compli-
ance with the requirements of this section; 

(B) if the Board, provider, complainant, in-
terested owner, or representative under sub-
section (f)(4) (as applicable)— 

(i) engaged in intentional misconduct; or 
(ii) acted, or failed to act— 
(I) with actual malice; or 
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(II) with reckless disregard to a substantial 

risk of causing physical injury without legal 
justification; or 

(C) in the case of a claim against a com-
plainant, if the complainant falsely claims 
to be a victim, an authorized representative 
of a victim, or a qualified organization. 

(3) MINIMIZING ACCESS.—The Board, a pro-
vider, a complainant, an interested owner, or 
a representative under subsection (f)(4) 
shall— 

(A) minimize the number of individuals 
that are provided access to any alleged, con-
tested, or actual proscribed visual depictions 
relating to a child under this section; 

(B) ensure that any alleged, contested, or 
actual proscribed visual depictions relating 
to a child are transmitted and stored in a se-
cure manner and are not distributed to or 
accessed by any individual other than as 
needed to implement this section; and 

(C) ensure that all copies of any proscribed 
visual depictions relating to a child are per-
manently deleted upon a request from the 
Board, Commission, or the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

(l) PROVIDER IMMUNITY FROM CLAIMS BASED 
ON REMOVAL OF VISUAL DEPICTION.—A pro-
vider shall not be liable to any person for 
any claim based on the provider’s good faith 
removal of any alleged proscribed visual de-
piction relating to a child pursuant to a no-
tification under this section, regardless of 
whether the visual depiction is found to be a 
proscribed visual depiction relating to a 
child by the Board. 

(m) CONTINUED APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL, 
STATE, AND TRIBAL LAW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—This Act shall not be con-
strued to impair, supersede, or limit a provi-
sion of Federal, State, or Tribal law. 

(2) NO PREEMPTION.—Nothing in this Act 
shall prohibit a State or Tribal government 
from adopting and enforcing a provision of 
law governing child sex abuse material that 
is at least as protective of the rights of a vic-
tim as this section. 

(n) DISCOVERY.—Nothing in this Act affects 
discovery, a subpoena or any other court 
order, or any other judicial process other-
wise in accordance with Federal or State 
law. 

(o) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to relieve a 
provider from any obligation imposed on the 
provider under section 2258A of title 18, 
United States Code. 

(p) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
to pay the costs incurred by the Commission 
under this section, including the costs of es-
tablishing and maintaining the Board and its 
facilities. 

(q) SUNSET.—Except for subsections (a), 
(h), (k), (l), (m), (n), (o), and (r), this section 
shall expire 5 years after the date on which 
the Child Online Protection Board issues its 
first determination under this section. 

(r) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the 

Child Online Protection Board established 
under subsection (e). 

(2) CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE MATERIAL.—The 
term ‘‘child sexual abuse material’’ has the 
meaning provided in section 2256(8) of title 
18, United States Code. 

(3) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’ 
means the Federal Trade Commission. 

(4) COMPLAINANT.—The term ‘‘complain-
ant’’ means— 

(A) the victim appearing in the proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child; 

(B) an authorized representative of the vic-
tim appearing in the proscribed visual depic-
tion relating to a child; or 

(C) a qualified organization. 
(5) DESIGNATED REPORTING SYSTEM.—The 

term ‘‘designated reporting system’’ means a 

digital means of submitting a notification to 
a provider under this subsection that is pub-
licly and prominently available, easily ac-
cessible, and easy to use. 

(6) HOST.—The term ‘‘host’’ means to store 
or make a visual depiction available or ac-
cessible to the public or any users through 
digital means or on a system or network 
controlled or operated by or for a provider. 

(7) IDENTIFIABLE PERSON.—The term ‘‘iden-
tifiable person’’ means a person who is rec-
ognizable as an actual person by the person’s 
face, likeness, or other distinguishing char-
acteristic, such as a unique birthmark or 
other recognizable feature. 

(8) INTERESTED OWNER.—The term ‘‘inter-
ested owner’’ means an individual who has 
joined a proceeding before the Board under 
subsection (g)(13). 

(9) PARTY.—The term ‘‘party’’ means the 
complainant or provider. 

(10) PROSCRIBED VISUAL DEPICTION RELATING 
TO A CHILD.—The term ‘‘proscribed visual de-
piction relating to a child’’ means child sex-
ual abuse material or a related exploitative 
visual depiction. 

(11) PROVIDER.—The term ‘‘provider’’ 
means a provider of an interactive computer 
service, as that term is defined in section 230 
of the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
230), and for purposes of subsections (k) and 
(l), includes any director, officer, employee, 
or agent of such provider. 

(12) QUALIFIED ORGANIZATION.—The term 
‘‘qualified organization’’ means an organiza-
tion described in section 501(c)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 that is exempt 
from tax under section 501(a) of that Code 
that works to address child sexual abuse ma-
terial and to support victims of child sexual 
abuse material. 

(13) RECIDIVIST HOSTING.—The term ‘‘recidi-
vist hosting’’ means, with respect to a pro-
vider, that the provider removes a proscribed 
visual depiction relating to a child pursuant 
to a notification or determination under this 
subsection, and then subsequently hosts a 
visual depiction that has the same hash 
value or other technical identifier as the vis-
ual depiction that had been so removed. 

(14) RELATED EXPLOITIVE VISUAL DEPIC-
TION.—The term ‘‘related exploitive visual 
depiction’’ means a visual depiction of an 
identifiable person of any age where the vis-
ual depiction does not constitute child sex-
ual abuse material but is published and asso-
ciated with child sexual abuse material de-
picting that person. 

(15) SMALL PROVIDER.—The term ‘‘small 
provider’’ means a provider that, for the 
most recent calendar year, averaged less 
than 10,000,000 active users on a monthly 
basis in the United States. 

(16) VICTIM.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘victim’’ means 

an individual of any age who is depicted in 
child sexual abuse material while under 18 
years of age. 

(B) ASSUMPTION OF RIGHTS.—In the case of 
a victim who is under 18 years of age, incom-
petent, incapacitated, or deceased, the legal 
guardian of the victim or representative of 
the victim’s estate, another family member, 
or any other person appointed as suitable by 
a court, may assume the victim’s rights to 
submit a notification or file a petition under 
this section, but in no event shall an indi-
vidual who produced or conspired to produce 
the child sexual abuse material depicting the 
victim be named as such representative or 
guardian. 

(17) VISUAL DEPICTION.—The term ‘‘visual 
depiction’’ has the meaning provided in sec-
tion 2256(5) of title 18, United States Code. 
SEC. 8. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this Act, an amendment 
made by this Act, or the application of such 

provision or amendment to any person or 
circumstance is held to be unconstitutional, 
the remainder of this Act and the amend-
ments made by this Act, and the application 
of the provision or amendment to any other 
person or circumstance, shall not be af-
fected. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr. 
BRAUN, Mr. SCOTT of South 
Carolina, and Mr. TUBERVILLE): 

S. 1213. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of Labor to implement the in-
dustry-recognized apprenticeship pro-
gram process, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1213 
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 ‘‘Training 
America’s Workforce Act’’. 
SEC. 2. INDUSTRY-RECOGNIZED APPRENTICE-

SHIP PROGRAMS. 
The Act of August 16, 1937 (commonly 

known as the ‘‘National Apprenticeship 
Act’’; 50 Stat. 664, chapter 663; 29 U.S.C. 50 et 
seq.) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating section 4 as section 5; 
and 

(2) by inserting after section 3 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 4. INDUSTRY-RECOGNIZED APPRENTICE-

SHIP PROGRAMS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) INDUSTRY-RECOGNIZED APPRENTICESHIP 

PROGRAM.—The term ‘industry-recognized 
apprenticeship program’— 

‘‘(A) means a high-quality, competency- 
based apprenticeship program that is— 

‘‘(i) recognized by a standards recognition 
entity; and 

‘‘(ii) developed or delivered by an entity 
such as a trade or industry group, corpora-
tion, nonprofit organization, institution of 
higher education, labor organization, or 
labor-management organization (among 
other entities, as determined appropriate by 
the Secretary); and 

‘‘(B) may include a program that meets the 
requirements of subparagraph (A) and trains 
apprentices to perform construction activi-
ties. 

‘‘(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Labor. 

‘‘(3) STANDARDS RECOGNITION ENTITY.—The 
term ‘standards recognition entity’ means a 
private sector or public sector entity that— 

‘‘(A) is recognized by the Secretary (acting 
through the Administrator of the Office of 
Apprenticeship of the Department of Labor) 
for purposes of recognizing apprenticeship 
programs as industry-recognized apprentice-
ship programs; 

‘‘(B) has a demonstrated ability to ensure 
an industry-recognized apprenticeship pro-
gram meets the standards described in sub-
section (d); and 

‘‘(C) has the capacity to perform the over-
sight necessary to ensure the ongoing com-
pliance of an industry-recognized apprentice-
ship program with such standards. 

‘‘(b) RECOGNITION OF INDUSTRY-RECOGNIZED 
APPRENTICESHIP PROGRAMS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—By not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the Training 
America’s Workforce Act, the Secretary, 
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after consultation with private sector indus-
try associations, institutions of higher edu-
cation, State, local, and Tribal govern-
mental agencies, and other stakeholders the 
Secretary determines appropriate, shall es-
tablish a process to recognize entities as 
standards recognition entities for purposes 
of recognizing industry-recognized appren-
ticeship programs under this Act. 

‘‘(2) LIMITED DISCRETION.—The Secretary 
shall not deny recognition as a standards 
recognition entity to a private sector or pub-
lic sector entity that meets the require-
ments of subparagraphs (B) and (C) of sub-
section (a)(3) and satisfactorily completes 
the process established under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATIVE FLEXIBILITY.—The 
Secretary shall ensure that the recognition 
process for standards recognition entities es-
tablished under paragraph (1) is a flexible 
process with low administrative and report-
ing burdens for the standards recognition en-
tities and industry-recognized apprentice-
ship programs. 

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The recognition proc-
ess of standards recognition entities and the 
activities and procedures carried out by the 
standards recognition entities shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable and except as 
otherwise explicitly provided in this section, 
be consistent with the requirements, activi-
ties, and procedures under subpart B of part 
29 of title 29, Code of Federal Regulations, as 
such subpart was in effect on May 11, 2020. 

‘‘(d) STANDARDS.—Each standards recogni-
tion entity shall establish standards for the 
industry-recognized apprenticeship programs 
recognized by the entity that, at a min-
imum, ensure that each industry-recognized 
apprenticeship program— 

‘‘(1) includes— 
‘‘(A) paid work; 
‘‘(B) on-the-job learning; 
‘‘(C) a mentorship component; 
‘‘(D) education and classroom instruction; 
‘‘(E) a written training plan and appren-

ticeship agreement; and 
‘‘(F) safety and supervision components; 

and 
‘‘(2) provides, during participation in or 

upon completion of the apprenticeship, an 
industry-recognized credential. 

‘‘(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as affecting 
apprenticeship programs registered under 
this Act and recognized by the Secretary.’’. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 164—HON-
ORING THE HERITAGE FOUNDA-
TION ON THE OCCASION OF ITS 
50TH ANNIVERSARY 
Mr. LEE submitted the following res-

olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 164 

Whereas, in 1972, the Heritage Foundation 
was conceived by Dr. Edwin J. Feulner and 
Paul Weyrich to deliver timely and persua-
sive research to Congress with facts, data, 
and sound arguments on behalf of conserv-
ative principles; 

Whereas on February 16, 1973, the Heritage 
Foundation opened its doors with the sup-
port of the Coors, Noble, and Scaife families 
and grew to become the most influential and 
most broadly supported conservative think 
tank in the United States; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation has 
played a critical role in many great legisla-
tive successes in the United States over the 
past 5 decades; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation pub-
lished the 1,093-page ‘‘Mandate for Leader-

ship’’ in 1981, which served as a ‘‘policy 
bible’’ for President Ronald Reagan, includ-
ing the 1981 tax cuts that ignited the biggest 
economic boom in United States history; 

Whereas, in 1982, the Heritage Foundation 
published the first comprehensive study out-
lining a missile defense system to defend the 
United States from nuclear missile attack, 
and 6 months later, President Ronald Reagan 
made his historic speech calling for a stra-
tegic defense initiative to protect the United 
States; 

Whereas, in 1988, the Heritage Foundation 
authored its first candidate briefing book, 
which has become an essential tool to help 
frame policy debates; 

Whereas, in 1995, the Heritage Foundation 
hosted its first ‘‘New Member Conference’’ to 
educate freshmen members of Congress, a 
program that takes place every 2 years be-
fore the new Congress takes office; 

Whereas research by the Heritage Founda-
tion formed the basis of welfare reform in 
the 1990s that would result in more than 
5,000,000 people in the United States leaving 
welfare and finding work, and reducing Afri-
can American child poverty to historic lows; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation created 
the Meese Center for Legal and Judicial 
Studies, headed by former Attorney General 
Ed Meese, to create greater appreciation for 
the role of the Constitution of the United 
States, and, in 2005, published ‘‘The Heritage 
Guide to the Constitution’’, which was the 
first examination of each and every line of 
the Constitution of the United States since 
the definitive study of Joseph Story in the 
mid-19th century; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation has pro-
moted an originalist judicial philosophy, and 
trained and supported lawyers and judges 
with an originalist approach to the Constitu-
tion of the United States; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation estab-
lished the Kathryn and Shelby Cullom Davis 
Institute for National Security and Foreign 
Policy to provide expert research and anal-
ysis of issues dealing with foreign policy, 
international relations, global economics, 
and national security; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation has pub-
lished such influential indexes as— 

(1) the Index of United States Military 
Strength; 

(2) the Index of Economic Freedom; 
(3) the Election Integrity Scorecard; and 
(4) the Education Freedom Report Card; 
Whereas the Heritage Foundation has con-

sistently fought to defend the dignity of 
every human life, for marriage, the family 
(the foundation of society), and religious lib-
erty; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation works 
tirelessly to grow and serve the conservative 
movement through programs like the Young 
Leaders Program and the Resource Bank, 
created in 1977 to forge a national network of 
conservative policy groups and experts and, 
most recently, the Innovation Prize; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation supports 
conservative organizations across the coun-
try and works to set the agenda and advance 
conservative policies through its 2025 Presi-
dential Transition Project; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation launched 
its own news site, the Daily Signal, and has 
constantly expanded its reach on social 
media to convey conservative views to the 
widest possible audience; 

Whereas the Heritage Foundation launched 
its sister organization, Heritage Action for 
America, to turn the conservative policy 
proposals of the Heritage Foundation into 
reality on Capitol Hill and build a grassroots 
community of over 20,000 sentinels and 
2,000,000 activists that hold elected rep-
resentatives accountable to the founding 
principles of the United States; 

Whereas the Board of Trustees of the Her-
itage Foundation has provided sound guid-
ance since the establishment of the Heritage 
Foundation and strengthened strategic plan-
ning within the organization; 

Whereas Barb Van Andel-Gaby, the chair-
man of the Board, has continued the legacy 
of service in her family with grace and dis-
tinction and has been a trusted advisor to 
the leadership of the Heritage Foundation; 
and 

Whereas for 50 years, the Heritage Founda-
tion has worked tirelessly to build a United 
States where freedom, opportunity, pros-
perity, and civil society flourish, knowing 
the people of the United States are best 
served by a government that understands, 
honors, and respects virtuous self-govern-
ance: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the Heritage Foundation on the 

occasion of its 50th anniversary; and 
(2) expresses profound gratitude for the un-

failing service of the Heritage Foundation to 
the United States. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I 
have nine requests for committees to 
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 
The Committee on Agriculture, Nu-

trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, April 19, 2023, at 12 p.m., 
to conduct a subcommittee hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

The Committee on Environment and 
Public Works is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, April 19, 2023, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
The Committee on Finance is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, April 19, 2023, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, April 
19, 2023, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, April 
19, 2023, at 3:45 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CYBERSECURITY 
The Subcommittee on Cybersecurity 

of the Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, April 19, 
2023, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing, 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
The Subcommittee on Intellectual 

Property of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary is authorized to meet during 
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the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, April 19, 2023, at 10 a.m., to con-
duct a hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 

The Subcommittee on Readiness and 
Management Support of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services is authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on Wednesday, April 19, 2023, at 1:30 
p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON STRATEGIC FORCES 

The Subcommittee on Strategic 
Forces of the Committee on Armed 
Services is authorized to meet in 
closed session during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, April 19, 2023, at 
9:30 a.m., to conduct a briefing. 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, APRIL 
20, 2023 

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, which 
I think is now, that it stand adjourned 
until 10 a.m. on Thursday, April 20; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, the time for the two leaders be 
reserved for their use later in the day, 
and morning business be closed; and 
that following the conclusion of morn-
ing business, the Senate resume consid-
eration of Calendar No. 28, S. 870. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COONS. For the information of 
the Senate, there will be two rollcall 
votes at 11:15 a.m. and one vote at 1:45 
p.m. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. COONS. Madam President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate at this time, I ask that 
it stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:34 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
April 20, 2023, at 10 a.m. 
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HONORING PANDORA REDMOND- 
WILLS 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a tenacious and self- 
motivated leader, Mrs. Pandora Redmond- 
Wills. Mrs. Redmond-Wills has shown what 
can be done through hard work, dedication, 
and a desire to achieve success. 

Pandora Redmond-Wills (born June 29, 
1967) is the owner of Hearty Helpings Food 
Pantry. She is a native of Greenville, MS, and 
is married to Charles E. Wills, Sr., to whom 
God has given the same passion and ministry 
to help those in need. 

Mrs. Redmond-Willis is a registered nurse, 
graduate from Baptist School of Nursing, Little 
Rock, Arkansas. Prior to becoming a reg-
istered nurse, she was a licensed Practical 
nurse for 10 years and a CNA from 1987 to 
1988. 

She has over 35 years of experience in 
nursing ranging from pediatrics to critical care, 
including five years each of working in the 
burn center and dialysis. She holds a special 
love for Geriatrics, helping the elderly and dis-
abled. 

In 2014, the soup kitchen was born. The pri-
mary goal of the soup kitchen was to offer a 
hot meal for supper while the Salvation Army 
was already providing daily lunches. 

Considering the closure of the Salvation 
Army in 2018, Hearty Helpings Food Pantry & 
Soup Kitchen took on the challenge to con-
tinue the fight to eliminate hunger in Green-
ville, MS, Washington County. Numbers more 
than doubled but services continued. In 2019, 
Hearty Helpings Food Pantry moved into its 
current location, 749 Main St, a 60,000 sq.ft. 
warehouse. During the pandemic, numbers 
more than doubled and the pantry was serving 
up to 800 families a week and over 500 hot 
meals a week. Through a collaboration be-
tween MARS Food, Molina Healthcare & 
Kroger, the pantry was blessed with a 16ft. 
delivery truck that allows three times as much 
food to be brought into the community. In 
2022, she was awarded: the Human Rights 
Award, presented by Church Women United, 
she was also named 2022 Delta Hot Tamale 
Queen, presented by Main Street Greenville, 
and the 2023 Martin Luther King Jr. Award, 
presented by 100 Black Men of the Mississippi 
Delta. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Pandora Redmond-Wills for her 
passion and dedication and tenacity to serving 
her community and desire to be an example 
for all. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DEBORAH K. ROSS 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes on 
the House floor on April 17 due to a family 
medical situation. Had I been present, I would 
have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 183 and 
YEA on Roll Call No. 184. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RICHARD E. NEAL 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, had I been present, 
I would have voted NAY on Roll Call No. 185, 
NAY on Roll Call No. 186, and NAY on Roll 
Call No. 187. 

f 

COMMENDING LONNIE STEPHEN-
SON ON HIS RETIREMENT AS 
INTERNATIONAL PRESIDENT OF 
THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHER-
HOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS 

HON. DONALD NORCROSS 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
as an electrician and proud union member to 
congratulate Lonnie Stephenson, International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) 
International President, on his retirement and 
commend him on his lifelong leadership advo-
cating for workers. 

The son of two factory workers from Illinois, 
Lonnie chose to join an apprenticeship pro-
gram with Rock Island Local 145. Starting his 
career as an electrician in 1975, he had a 
front row seat to the challenges facing workers 
in the industrial Midwest. Through his advo-
cacy for hardworking people, Lonnie’s leader-
ship potential was quickly recognized, and he 
rose through the ranks of the local’s leader-
ship, winning election as vice president in 
1984 and serving as president and assistant 
business manager before taking over as busi-
ness manager in 1991. 

In 2002, Lonnie was appointed international 
representative assigned to the Sixth District, 
and in 2010 he became Sixth District Inter-
national Vice President. During his tenure, 
Lonnie led the fight against the passage of 
right-to-work laws across the Midwest, making 
sure workers’ voices were heard. 

In 2015, Lonnie was elected international 
president of the IBEW. He led the union 
through unprecedented challenges, including a 
Supreme Court imposed right-to-work laws on 
the entire public sector workforce in 2018. And 

in 2020, the COVID–19 pandemic shuttered 
construction sites, offices, factories, schools, 
and more. Despite it all, IBEW continued to 
grow steadily under Lonnie’s outstanding lead-
ership. 

As Lonnie steps down, the IBEW counts 
more ‘‘A’’ members than at any time in its his-
tory. The IBEW Strong Program has estab-
lished a membership that looks more and 
more like the communities its members serve. 
He built the closest and most productive rela-
tionship between a union and the White 
House in more than half a century. And he 
worked alongside congressional leadership to 
pass and then implement laws to improve 
worker safety, increase wages, create millions 
of jobs and make more things here in Amer-
ica. 

After nearly 50 years, Lonnie Stephenson 
leaves a stronger, more diverse, more power-
ful, and more optimistic IBEW. I wish him the 
best as he begins this new chapter. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE OCEAN 
SHIPPING COMPETITION EN-
FORCEMENT ACT 

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, today I in-
troduce the ‘‘Ocean Shipping Competition En-
forcement Act,’’ which would allow the Federal 
Maritime Commission to block any agree-
ments among ocean carriers and marine ter-
minal operators determined to be unreason-
ably anticompetitive without having to first ob-
tain a federal court order. 

Current federal law requires the Commis-
sion, which is an independent federal regu-
latory agency, to review proposed agreements 
to ensure they are not unreasonably anti-
competitive. However, the Commission cannot 
block anticompetitive agreements without first 
obtaining a federal court order concurring with 
the Commission’s internal determination that 
the proposed agreement would unduly reduce 
ocean shipping service to ports or substan-
tially increase shipping rates. If the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the District of Columbia fails to 
act in time, then the agreement takes effect 
automatically, allowing ocean liners and ma-
rine terminals to collude openly. To the best of 
my knowledge, no other independent federal 
regulatory agency is required to obtain court 
orders to enforce similar regulations. 

The ocean shipping industry was the last 
transportation sector deregulated by Congress 
in 1984 and again with the Ocean Shipping 
Reform Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–258). 
Before the Shipping Act of 1984 (Public Law 
98–237), the Commission could block anti-
competitive agreements among ocean carriers 
and marine terminal operators without a fed-
eral court order. In December 2022, Federal 
Maritime Commissioners Max Vekich and Carl 
W. Bentzel requested that the U.S. House 
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Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, on which I serve, make this critical 
change in federal law. 

The ocean shipping industry is now domi-
nated by nine foreign-flagged ocean liners that 
collude openly under three carrier alliances, 
handling some 80 percent of cargo globally. 
Last June, President Biden signed my bi-
cameral, bipartisan Ocean Shipping Reform 
Act (Public Law 117–146) updating our na-
tion’s laws for the ocean cargo market for the 
first time in nearly a quarter century. Congress 
must now finish the job by restoring the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission’s ability to ensure 
competitive ocean shipping markets by block-
ing illegal agreements to collude. We must en-
sure that the Commission can do its job and 
fully enforce the law. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been working over the 
past two years to reform the ocean shipping 
industry to better protect American businesses 
and consumers from price gouging by foreign- 
flagged ocean liners. I urge all Members of the 
House to join me in cosponsoring the ‘‘Ocean 
Shipping Competition Enforcement Act.’’ As 
the top Democrat on the House Subcommittee 
on Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation 
from 2013 to 2018, I plan to make this new bill 
a top priority in my ongoing work to help fix 
the global supply chain crunch. 

f 

HONORING LTC. ERNEST E. 
WILSON 

HON. DIANA HARSHBARGER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mrs. HARSHBARGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Lieutenant Commander (Ret.) 
Ernest E. Wilson of Johnson City, Tennessee 
for his 27 years of honorable and meritorious 
service to the United States of America while 
serving in the U.S. Navy. 

Lieutenant Commander Wilson entered the 
Navy as an Airman Recruit. Through his un-
paralleled dedication, consummate profes-
sionalism, and tenacious determination, he 
achieved the rank of Lieutenant Commander. 

He selflessly served with numerous attack 
squadrons and made several extended de-
ployments onboard aircraft carriers. Each tour 
of duty exemplified our Navy’s confidence in 
his capacity to excel in positions of continually 
increasing authority and responsibility. 

During his final ship deployment, he served 
as Maintenance Officer for Attack Squadron 
(VA–172) ‘‘Blue Bolts’’, attached to USS 
Shangri-La (CV–38). During the extended de-
ployment, USS Shangri-La took up position at 
Yankee Station, in the Gulf of Tonkin, off the 
Northeast coast of Vietnam. As a part of Task 
Force 77, the ‘‘Shang’’ served as a crucial 
launch site for air strikes over North Vietnam. 
Lieutenant Commander Wilson’s superlative 
management and meticulous attention to detail 
ensured an unmatched level of operational 
readiness for all planes attached to the ‘‘Blue 
Bolts.’’ Throughout his career, Lieutenant 
Commander Wilson’s initiative, perseverance, 

personal sacrifice, and loyal devotion to duty 
reflected great credit upon himself and were in 
the highest traditions of the United States 
Naval Service. 

f 

HONORING JAMES MCBRIDE 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor teacher and self-moti-
vated leader, James McBride. 

James has enjoyed a long career teaching 
and serving. James is a graduate of Mis-
sissippi Valley State University, where he re-
ceived a Biology and Chemistry Degree. He 
took a job in Skokie, Illinois, at a cardio-
vascular research lab, then returned to Mis-
sissippi to work for the Department of Agri-
culture in Prentiss County to help eradicate 
boll weevils. After his time with the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, James came back to Boli-
var County and took a job teaching at 
Broadstreet High School in Shelby, MS, for 
nine and half years. He went to work for 
Trunkline Gas, where he picked up a lot of 
skills in communication and public relations by 
working directly with farmers from Washington, 
Sunflower, Bolivar, Quitman, and Tallahatchie 
Counties. Then, James moved to Cleveland 
and started working with the Cleveland Park 
Commission. 

James had top-notch skills working with chil-
dren because he was a track and assistant 
football coach at North Bolivar. Then, a posi-
tion came open to run for alderman in Cleve-
land, MS. He ran and won and served for five 
years. When James was elected as a Bolivar 
County Supervisor in 1997, he was the first 
minority supervisor for District Four and the 
third minority supervisor ever in Bolivar Coun-
ty. This year will make 26 years that he has 
served the district. James’ wife also taught 
school at Parks Elementary School. 

During his work history, although faced with 
some challenges, he made good friends 
across racial lines. In his position as super-
visor, he always strived to bring respect, 
knowledge, and good work ethics. He worked 
hard to get along with everyone to do his job 
to the best of his ability. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing James McBride for his dedica-
tion to advocacy in education, public service 
and his selfless service to the Bolivar County 
and the Mississippi Delta Region. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DEBORAH K. ROSS 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes on 
April 18, 2023 due to a family medical situa-
tion. Had I been present, I would have voted 

NAY on Roll Call No. 185, NAY on Roll Call 
No. 186, and NAY on Roll Call No. 187. 

f 

HONORING MARK ROBINSON OF 
LIVINGSTON COUNTY CATHOLIC 
CHARITIES ON HIS RETIREMENT 

HON. ELISSA SLOTKIN 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
pay tribute to the extraordinary career of a 
true servant leader. Mark Robinson has used 
his time, talent, and treasure to be the voice 
of the most vulnerable in our state, including 
more than two decades at the helm of Living-
ston County Catholic Charities. 

But it all began with a young boy from De-
troit studying his multiplication tables and cat-
echism. Shortly after the death of his mother, 
a young Mark Robinson, newly enrolled in 
Catholic school, began learning some of the 
lessons that would shape his life, including 
compassion, kindness, gentleness, and humil-
ity. Mark went on to attend Mercy College 
(now University of Detroit Mercy), and re-
ceived his Master’s degree in social work from 
Wayne State University. 

Armed with his faith, his education, and a 
firm commitment to make the world a better 
place, Mark began his social work career at 
Boysville, a haven for troubled young men, be-
fore taking a position at Catholic Charities of 
Southeast Michigan. Through it all, he rooted 
himself in his faith, staying actively involved in 
Christian service at his local parish. 

In January of 2001, Mark became the Exec-
utive Director of Livingston County Catholic 
Charities, a post he has held for the past 22 
years. In that time, he has used every tool at 
his disposal to build a team of equally com-
passionate caregivers and to extend the orga-
nization’s reach into the community. That in-
cludes spearheading the county’s first day pro-
gram for adults with dementia, overseeing the 
Special Ministries program for adults with de-
velopmental disabilities, securing a federal 
grant for a countywide substance abuse pro-
gram, providing mental health counseling and 
foster care services, and ensuring that in all 
that it does, the organization lives up to its 
commitment to serve all residents regardless 
of religious preference, sex, age, ability or fi-
nances. 

On several occasions Mark has opened up 
his office for me, and arranged meetings with 
local leaders so that I could hear from a di-
verse group of stakeholders. While he is retir-
ing from his day job, I know his commitment 
to the community will never end, because it is 
who he is. I wish Mark all the best as he be-
gins this new chapter, one I hope will be filled 
with quality time with his wife, Anne, and his 
daughter, Sarah. And if it isn’t too much to 
ask, I wish for a winning season for his be-
loved Detroit Tigers. I would like to express 
my gratitude for the self-proclaimed ‘‘city boy’’ 
who has for so many years faithfully served 
Livingston County with his whole heart. 
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CELEBRATING THE 86TH 

BIRTHDAY OF FROSTY TAYLOR 

HON. PAUL A. GOSAR 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
celebration of the 86th birthday of a fellow pa-
triot and founder of the Wickenburg Repub-
lican Club, Mrs. Frosty Taylor. 

Born in 1937, Frosty grew up on her grand-
father’s cattle ranch in Montrose, South Da-
kota. After graduating from Iowa’s Atlantic 
High School in 1955, Frosty married her high 
school sweetheart and started a family, which 
has now grown to include 2 children, 2 grand-
children, and 3 wonderful great-grandchildren. 

Shortly after winning the Mrs. Nebraska 
pageant in 1964, Frosty embarked on a career 
in the media. From 1967 through 1983, Frosty 
rose through the ranks at Paradise Valley 
News, starting as a columnist and quickly ad-
vancing to the position of editor. She was the 
first female reporter to ride in a Phoenix Police 
helicopter and was named honorary Phoenix 
Fire Department firefighter in Station 32. 

In the years following, Frosty continued in 
communications as editor and publisher at 
Paradise Valley Voice from 1983 through 
1989. After great success in the media indus-
try, Frosty worked in the Arizona Attorney 
General’s office for both Robert Corbin and 
the late Grant Woods. Frosty’s next profes-
sional adventure was a 10-year stint as an of-
ficer with the Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment Heritage Fund. 

However, Mrs. Frosty Taylor’s dedication to 
her community has not concluded. At a vibrant 
86 years old, she currently serves as Presi-
dent of the Wickenburg Republican Club and 
is one of her district’s precinct committee-
women and state committeeman, while cov-
ering news throughout Arizona as editor of the 
Republican Briefs. The Wickenburg community 
should be proud to have such a compas-
sionate leader. Frosty has spent many years 
serving Arizona, and she is just getting start-
ed. 

I congratulate Mrs. Frosty Taylor on cele-
brating 86 years and thank her for her contin-
ued work in our great state of Arizona. 

f 

RECOGNIZING WILLIAM CLAIRE 
FOR HIS POEM, THE HEARTBEAT 
OF CAPE HENLOPEN PARK 

HON. LISA BLUNT ROCHESTER 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to include in the RECORD a poem by 
Mr. William Claire, a distinguished poet, es-
sayist, and author who made Lewes, Dela-
ware his home. This poem speaks to the First 
State’s captivating beauty and reminds us to 
treasure and protect our coastlines. It is my 
sincere hope that all who read Mr. Claire’s 
poem are similarly inspired to reflect on the 
magnificence of the natural world. 
It’s elemental, dear Señor Neruda, 
like your ode to glories 
of bird watching; ‘‘sailors of the air,’’ 
or, if near here, por ejemplo 

horseshoe crab-eggs 
at spawning time, 
God’s manna for valiant red knots 
flying nonstop from the southern tip 
of Patagonia in your Tierra del Fuego 
enroute to a frigid Arctic 
surviving and doubling their weight 
at paradise here on earth . . . 
Ruddy turnstones nibbling now 
at ocean’s edge; the pulse and throb 
of The Great Dune Overlook 
where we bring visitors 
from a land-locked midwest 
with a diminishing August 
daylight mist off the Atlantic 
knowing we are all stage-struck 
passers-by on specks of land 
windblown here whether 
we do or do not witness this Dune 
sand hill built by the aeolian process . . . 
Our treasured land safe 
from a decaying half-life of time 
and tempests, nurturing now 
exotic plants and animals 
where once lonely sentries 
in Ghost Towers kept watch 
by day & unearthly nights, 
targeting by triangulation 
German submarines prowling 
our shores; programmed 
by madmen with desperate dreams 
until their surrender here 
restored natural harmonies: 
say now with reverence . . . 
piping plovers, shifting sands, 
wind, water, air, sanderlings 
majestic now from our 
mini-Mt. Olympus-like view 
and utopian spur of land. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NOTRE DAME ACAD-
EMY’S GIRLS BASKETBALL 
TEAM 

HON. MIKE GALLAGHER 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to recognize the Notre Dame Academy Girls 
Basketball Team for winning the 2023 WIAA 
Division 2 State Championship. 

Achieving the title of State Champion is a 
testament to the unwavering dedication and 
hard work that the coaches and players dis-
play every day throughout the season. After 
beating No. 3 ranked McFarland in the semi- 
finals the Tritons advanced to the finals where 
they faced No. 1 ranked Pewaukee who hand-
ed them their only defeat of the season. The 
Notre Dame Girls Basketball Team dominated 
with their strong offense capturing the state 
title over Pewaukee in the Championship 
game with a 64–49 win at the Resch Center. 

I applaud Coach Sara Rhode and the entire 
Lady Triton team for their outstanding perform-
ance during the 2023 Girls basketball season. 
Winning one golden ball much less three in a 
row is a feat that you and the entire Notre 
Dame community should be incredibly proud 
of. 

Following years of hard work, the Notre 
Dame Girls Basketball Team has left a re-
markable legacy that will be remembered by 
the Green Bay community for years to come. 
The team won their third consecutive Division 
2 state title while also setting a WIAA record 
for the most points scored in the State Tour-
nament. It is quite evident that the Notre 
Dame Girls Basketball Team has become a 

powerhouse in Division 2 throughout the years 
securing titles in 2000, 2012, 2013, 2020, 
2021, and 2022. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend my sincerest con-
gratulations to the entire Lady Triton coaching 
staff and team for their outstanding display at 
the 2023 Division 2 State Girls Basketball 
Tournament. It is my honor to recognize these 
young women and I wish them nothing but the 
best for seasons to come. 

f 

HONORING MAYOR JOE SHEGOG, 
JR. 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the City of Marks 
Mayor, the Honorable Joe Shegog, Jr. 

Through this revealing communiqué about 
his incredible life and his accomplished career, 
Joe Shegog, Jr. is very pensive as he shares 
the lessons he has seen and learned on how 
to live and work. The Crowder, Mississippi 
raised, Shegog has always felt an appreciation 
for leadership and management—simply lead-
ing by example and being an effective part of 
the team. 

‘‘I am actually standing on the shoulders of 
my folks,’’ Shegog cheerfully declares. The 
down-to-earth city official grew up in a tight- 
knit and strong upbringing family alongside his 
parents, Joe and Elnora Shegog and seven 
siblings—Joretha, Celestine, Emmett, Mag-
nolia, Joyce, Peggy, and David. However, the 
Quitman County native has lived in Marks, 
Mississippi most of his adult life. 

Shegog graduated from the Quitman County 
High School in 1971. Thereafter, while study-
ing at nearby Coahoma Community College, 
he found an interest in local voter registra-
tions, county and state elections, and his true 
calling, city government as an alderman and 
finally mayor—all changed his life. 

Shegog married his wife, Deloise Jackson 
(of 40 years), and is the father of 3 daugh-
ters—Tunya, Nicole, and Megan; the grand-
father to 4; and the great-grandfather of 1. 

Shegog began his career as a railroad em-
ployee and an appliance repairman before piv-
oting to a social worker and a politician. He 
prides himself on having an eye for what is 
important and what is likely to have a pro-
found effect on success, survival, and well- 
being, whether he is managing city operations, 
examining proposed budgets, overseeing pub-
lic service departments, presiding at meetings 
of the board/council, or attending church serv-
ices. 

Shegog, 69, has become one of the most 
admired and respected men in Marks and 
Quitman County. He is known for the prin-
ciples instilled in him from his parents as 
much as his leadership qualities that have 
sharpened his aim and direction for the City of 
Marks, although this is his passion and his 
life’s works. 

During his life and career, Shegog always 
strives to leave things better than the way he 
found them. He has enjoyed success as 
mayor for three decades plus, and Marks has 
been bookended with a ‘‘Shegog-lead City’’ 
that will echo for years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Mayor Joe Shegog, Jr. for his 
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dedication to serving this great state and 
country. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DUANE FLADLAND, 
20 YEARS WITH THE SMALL 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CEN-
TER 

HON. ADAM SMITH 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize Duane Fladland for his many 
years of service for the Small Business Devel-
opment Center (SBDC) and to congratulate 
him on his retirement as SBDC’s State Direc-
tor. 

Duane guided the organization through the 
challenges of the COVID–19 pandemic, lead-
ing a coalition of skilled advisors to help thou-
sands of small businesses persevere through 
the crisis. Duane procured federal funding to 
relieve businesses owners, while also expand-
ing local funding matching resources. He cre-
ated the Center for Business Resiliency to 
mitigate the financial impacts of future busi-
ness interruptions. Throughout his time as 
State Director, Duane helped the organization 
achieve their annual goals, including a yearly 
increase in our deliverables of over 60%. 
Duane’s colleagues recognize him as a 
strong, adaptable, and resilient leader. 

My staff and I have had the privilege of 
working with Duane on multiple occasions. 
Through his productive relationships with sev-
eral elected officials, Duane has helped the 
SBDC gain exposure at both the state and 
federal level. His dedication, commitment, and 
leadership has pushed the organization to 
support small business owners across Wash-
ington state in an effective and human way. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Duane Fladland for his 
career helping businesses grow and succeed, 
and I wish him a happy retirement. 

f 

U.S. CONTINUING SUPPORT OF 
UKRAINE 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, I am grateful for the following article from 
The Post and Courier of Charleston, South 
Carolina, ‘‘Commentary: US should not cut 
military aid to Ukraine,’’ published by Mark J. 
Duffy on March 30, 2023. It is recognition of 
the bravery and courage of Ukrainians in their 
fight for freedom and democracy against war 
criminal Putin’s murderous and destructive in-
vasion. American families freedom is based on 
victory by democracies with Rule of Law pre-
vailing over authoritarians with Rule of Gun. 

As the United States continues to ramp up 
billions of dollars in aid to Ukraine, public 
sentiment in South Carolina and across the 
nation is turning against more aid being sent 
to Ukraine. In recent days, President Xi 
Jinping of China and President Vladimir 
Putin of Russia met to deepen their coopera-
tion,following reports that China may soon 
provide artillery and drones to its ‘‘dear 
friend’’ Russia. 

I have a different perspective, based on my 
childhood growing up in a divided island, my 
work with China and more recently my work 
with Volodymyr Zelenskyy. 

I grew up in Ireland during the Troubles, 
where I saw loyalists (protestants who want-
ed Northern Ireland to remain part of Great 
Britain) and republicans (Catholics who 
wanted Northern Ireland to be part of the 
Republic of Ireland) engage in dialogue and 
negotiations to bring peace to the island. 
Growing up on an island with a history of 
violent conflict, I saw that when different 
ethnic groups and countries work together 
to resolve conflict, peace and prosperity will 
soon follow. 

In my first job out of university in 2013, as 
a public relations account lead, I worked 
with the Embassy of the People’s Republic of 
China. Reflecting on my youthful idealism, I 
realize I was naive in believing that the 
United States and China could work together 
to solve some of the world’s greatest chal-
lenges. After a year of working with Chinese 
diplomats on media relations, dealing with 
sensitive issues, I resigned as it became clear 
to me that the Chinese Communist Party 
represents a clear and present danger to U.S. 
national security interests. 

Whether it’s stealing U.S. intellectual 
property, using unfair trade practices to kill 
American jobs, arming America’s enemies or 
covering up the origins of the COVID–19 
virus, I have no doubt in my mind that the 
party’s members will stop at nothing in their 
quest to be the world’s largest superpower. 

Now let me tell you about my first-hand 
experience working for ‘‘the Servant of the 
People’’ political party, which was led by a 
comedian named Volodymyr Zelenskyy. In 
2019, when I began to work with his team, I 
was personally attacked for helping a new 
young aspiring politician with a trans-
formational vision. The media at the time 
and the elites in Washington were suspicious 
of then-candidate Zelenskyy. But I was very 
proud of the work that I did to help a young 
political leader and those around him at 
such a pivotal time in our history. 

Fast forward to today and President 
Zelenskyy has demonstrated his true char-
acter to the world, showing unprecedented 
leadership in standing up to Russian aggres-
sion. President Zelenskyy famously said ‘‘I 
need ammunition, not a ride’’ when U.S. offi-
cials offered to evacuate him in the hours 
after the invasion. The strength of President 
Zelenskyy and the Ukrainian people should 
show us all that we have a strong partner in 
Ukraine. At its core, this ongoing fight is 
about supporting freedom and democratic 
ambitions in the face of autocracy. 

Here in South Carolina, U.S. Sen. Lindsey 
Graham has made clear that Congress must 
continue to provide financial assistance to 
Ukraine and pointed out that ‘‘we cannot let 
Putin’s bluster and threats determine the 
course of freedom for the 21st century. ‘‘ Sen. 
Graham argues that ‘‘we must designate 
Russia as a state sponsor of terrorism under 
U.S. law’’ to ensure that ‘‘any lethal assist-
ance to Russia, provided by China, is dev-
astating to the Chinese economy.’’ 

As a country, we can either pay now or we 
will pay much more later. Putin will not 
stop in Ukraine. Our adversary China will 
see any withdrawal in U.S. support for 
Ukraine as a sign that it will not face con-
sequences if it invades Taiwan. 

U.S. House Speaker Kevin McCarthy’s 
comment that he will not support a blank 
check for Ukraine makes sense. It’s impera-
tive that the Congress conduct aggressive 
oversight to ensure that all aid going to 
Ukraine is being used most effectively. 

As President Ronald Reagan reminds us, 
‘‘America is a shining city upon a hill whose 
beacon light guides freedom-loving people 

everywhere. ‘‘Now is not the time to cut U.S. 
military aid and hurt freedom-loving people 
in Ukraine. Stopping Putin and Xi in 
Ukraine is an absolute necessity for the na-
tional security of South Carolinians and mil-
lions of American families. 

Political leaders in Congress and here in 
South Carolina must stand strong against 
autocratic regimes that want to crush free-
dom. Supporting Ukraine is smarter and 
cheaper than the alternative of standing by 
and doing nothing. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 10TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE OXFORD PER-
FORMING ARTS CENTER 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize the 10th anniversary of the 
Oxford Performing Arts Center. 

Located at 100 Choccolocco Street in Ox-
ford, Alabama, the building which houses the 
Oxford Performing Arts Center was once 
home to a school and then a city hall before 
becoming vacant for decades. Construction 
began in 2011 to restore the building to its 
former glory. 

Over its 10 years in existence, the Oxford 
Performing Arts Center has hosted a wide 
range of musical and dramatical genres. Just 
as diverse as its musical and dramatical 
genres are the performers that come from all 
around the world to play at the Oxford Per-
forming Arts Center, having hosted an inter-
national musical competition in 2022 with an-
other schedule for August of 2023. Statistics 
show that it is the busiest stage in Alabama. 

I am proud to congratulate the people of 
Oxford for reaching such a historic milestone. 
Mr. Speaker, please join me in recognizing the 
Oxford Performing Arts Center for its 10th an-
niversary, and I hope that this institution will 
continue to serve the patrons of Alabama and 
around the world for many years to come. 

f 

HONORING THE 175TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF AMERICAN PRESIDENT 
LINES 

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor American President Lines, upon cele-
brating its 175th anniversary as a United 
States flag carrier. Since its inception, Amer-
ican President Lines has played a vital role in 
our country’s maritime industry, providing crit-
ical support to the U.S. Flag ocean vessel 
fleet. 

Originally founded in 1848, as the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, American President 
Lines first worked to bring U.S. mail from Pan-
ama City, Colombia to Astoria, Oregon. This 
service proved crucial in connecting the East-
ern and Western United States on the eve of 
the gold rush. 

Almost twenty years later, The Pacific Mail’s 
SS Colorado was the first steamship to begin 
regular service across the Pacific Ocean, con-
necting San Francisco to Hong Kong and sig-
nificantly expanding American commerce. In 
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recent years, American Presidential Lines has 
continued its legacy of innovation, working to 
modernize its fleets and produce larger, faster 
container ships that connect the world. 

American President Lines’ remarkable mile-
stone of 175 years of service demonstrates 
the company’s sincere commitment to the 
United States maritime industry. With such a 
rich and involved background in critical mo-
ments of history, American President Lines ex-
hibits the best of American innovation. The 
dedication, longevity, and commitment to 
progress demonstrated by American President 
Lines will allow the company to continue to 
advance American maritime priorities around 
the world. 

On behalf of the constituents of California’s 
Eighth Congressional District, I would like to 
honor the 175th anniversary of American 
President Lines and extend my sincere grati-
tude for their generations of service in the 
United States maritime industry. 

f 

HONORING DR. RODERICK LITTLE 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable musi-
cian, Dr. Roderick Little of Jackson, MS. He 
grew up in a musical family/background. 

During his matriculation at Jackson State 
University (JSU), he participated in several en-
sembles including the famous ‘‘Sonic Boom of 
the South’’, where he played in the percussion 
section as a snare drummer, marched as part 
of the Jackson Five Drum major squad, and 
served as a student arranger for the Sonic 
Boom and student conductor of the Sym-
phonic Band. Dr. Little studied percussion 
under Dr. Owen Rockwell, who is his prede-
cessor at JSU. 

After completing his undergraduate studies, 
he returned to his high school alma mater, La-
nier High School. During his tenure at Lanier, 
his bands received excellent and superior rat-
ings at marching/concert festivals. He also had 
students that made the Mississippi All-State 
Lions Band (top student honor band in MS) 

In 2012, Dr. Little began as an Assistant 
Band Director and Instructor of Music at JSU. 
He was promoted to Associate Director of 
Bands in 2013, and later, the Marching Band 
Director in 2015. While Director of the March-
ing Band, he has maintained the rich traditions 
of the Sonic Boom while adding a unique twist 
with the use of technology and other innova-
tive ideas. As director, Dr. Little started sev-
eral outreach programs which include, but are 
not limited to, the Summer High School Band 
Camp and A Day With the Boom; both which 
act as major recruitment agents for the De-
partment of Music/band program grossing over 
400 to 600 students collectively annually. He 
started the public media relations of the Sonic 
Boom with the implementation of the Sonic 
Boom Media Team and strengthened social 
media platforms. Most importantly, he im-
proved the inner workings of the overall oper-
ations of the entire JSU Band(s) program. 

As the drill writer for the Sonic Boom of the 
South, having several monumental field shows 
adding to the band’s lustrous history of band 
pageantry, in the spring of 2020, the Sonic 

Boom of the South’s ‘‘Saints Halftime Show- 
Salute to the Veterans’’ was selected to be 
featured at the CBDNA–NBC Southern Divi-
sion Conference, which was the first appear-
ance in the school’s history. 

Dr. Little is an accomplished conductor, cli-
nician, adjudicator, composer, arranger, drill 
writer, and instrumentalist. He has served as 
a guest clinician in numerous states across 
the country. He has also scored piano music 
for F & S Music KC Publishing Company. He 
performed with local groups around Jackson, 
MS, and momentarily in Houston, TX. He has 
professional affiliations with NAFME, PAS, 
MAE, MBA, HBCU–NBDC and CBDNA. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Dr. Roderick D. Little for his 
dedication to The Sonic Boom of The South, 
and impact internationally. 

f 

CELEBRATING ROBERTO REVELES 

HON. RUBEN GALLEGO 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
celebrate and applaud the life and work of Mr. 
Roberto Reveles. Throughout his career, Mr. 
Reveles has served tirelessly as an advocate 
for Latinos and Arizonans both at home and 
on Capitol Hill, and I would like to express my 
gratitude for his service to our state. 

Mr. Reveles grew up in Miami, Arizona and 
served in the Air Force during the Korean 
War. Following his graduation from George-
town University, he has had a successful ca-
reer, including here on Capitol Hill, as a cham-
pion for civil rights and immigration reform. Mr. 
Reveles was the president of the American 
Civil Liberties Union of Arizona, founding 
president of Somos America/We Are America, 
and co-founder of Unidos en Arizona. In 2006, 
he helped to lead a march of 200,000 people, 
the largest in state history, to the Arizona 
State Capitol in protest to H.R. 4437, which 
would have made it illegal to offer any kind of 
aid to an undocumented immigrant. 

Mr. Reveles is a compassionate and prin-
cipled activist and serves as a mentor and role 
model for young Arizonans and Latinos to this 
day. He has dedicated his life to serving oth-
ers and working towards improving the com-
munities that he calls home. At 90 years old, 
he continues to be active and engaged in or-
ganizations and issues in Pinal County and 
throughout the state. I am inspired by Mr. 
Reveles’ steadfast commitment to social jus-
tice and know that his legacy will live on in the 
robust advocacy organizations and move-
ments that have flourished in Arizona, stand-
ing on the shoulders of his work. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 80TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE WARSAW GHETTO 
UPRISING 

HON. LOIS FRANKEL 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the 80th anniver-
sary of the Warsaw Ghetto Uprising, a pro-

found and significant event in history that 
demonstrated the extraordinary resilience and 
defiance of the human spirit in the face of evil, 
hatred, and genocide. 

In April of 1943, German forces entered the 
Warsaw Ghetto with the intention of relocating 
thousands of Jews to concentration camps, 
where they would face near-certain death. 
They were met by hundreds of courageous 
Jewish fighters, many of whom were just teen-
agers, who chose to stand their ground and 
resist despite having limited military training 
and weaponry. Led by the 24-year-old Mor-
decai Anielewicz, these brave individuals re-
markably pushed back the Germans, forcing 
them to retreat outside the Ghetto wall. 

The Warsaw Ghetto Uprising became the 
first urban—and first Jewish—uprising in Ger-
man-occupied Europe, inspiring uprisings in 
other ghettos in the region. The Jewish fight-
ers and their supporters held the Germans at 
bay for nearly a month, displaying unwavering 
courage and determination in their struggle for 
freedom and dignity. Eventually, the Germans 
burned the Warsaw Ghetto to the ground, kill-
ing 13,000 Jewish men, women, and children, 
and sending the remaining survivors to death 
camps. 

Mr. Speaker, as we gather here today to re-
member and honor those who courageously 
stood against the overwhelming force of the 
Nazis, let us also reaffirm our commitment to 
the values of tolerance, justice, and human 
rights. The Warsaw Ghetto Uprising serves as 
a powerful reminder of the importance of 
standing up against tyranny and oppression, 
no matter the odds, and highlights the power 
of unity and the indomitable will of the human 
spirit. 

Today, it is our duty to ensure that the les-
sons of the Holocaust are never forgotten, and 
that we pass on the stories of those who 
fought and resisted to future generations. I ask 
my colleagues in the United States House of 
Representatives to join me in honoring the re-
markable bravery of these Jewish fighters, and 
in remembering their memory, we are re-
minded of the importance of remaining stead-
fast in our commitment to justice, equality, and 
the protection of human rights for all. 

f 

HONORING JEFF ‘‘SUPA JEFF’’ 
VILLANUEVA FOR HIS CON-
TRIBUTIONS TO THE ENTERTAIN-
MENT INDUSTRY 

HON. DARREN SOTO 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, Jeff ‘‘Supa Jeff’’ 
Villanueva is a current Florida resident and 
has lived in the state his whole life. He grad-
uated from Full Sail University in 1998 from 
the Recording Arts program. Today, Jeff is a 
sound designer/recording engineer at TyFy 
Studios, where he adds his expertise to Walt 
Disney Parks and Resorts Worldwide with 
shows such as nighttime fireworks spectacu-
lars and the Walt Disney Animation Studios 
feature Encanto. 

He has touched every sector of entertain-
ment throughout his career. He has contrib-
uted to over 110 million records sold world-
wide and has earned four Grammy awards. 
Some of his most notable work as an engi-
neer/mixer has been with super producer Rod-
ney ‘‘Darkchild’’ Jerkins, DJ Khaled, and The 
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Runners of We the Best Music Group, and 
with artists such as Lionel Richie, Mary J. 
Blige, Jay-Z, Beyonce, Usher, Mariah Carey, 
Drake, Rihanna, and many others. He has 
continued to expand his success and experi-
ence by crossing over into the world of AAA 
gaming, working on titles such as Madden 
NFL 20 and NBA Live 19. 

f 

CELEBRATING MERLE 
WILBERDING’S GOLDEN ANNI-
VERSARY AT COOLIDGE WALL 
LAW FIRM IN DAYTON, OHIO 

HON. MICHAEL R. TURNER 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I want to con-
gratulate Merle Wilberding, a close friend from 
my Congressional district, who is celebrating 
50 years as an attorney and partner at the law 
firm Coolidge Wall in Dayton, Ohio. Founded 
in 1853, Coolidge Wall is one of the oldest 
and most respected law firms in Ohio. Merle 
moved to Dayton after his discharge from the 
military, and officially joined the firm on June 
25, 1973. 

The values of hard work, integrity, and serv-
ice to others have guided Merle throughout his 
long and distinguished career in the legal pro-
fession. Merle earned his law degree from the 
University of Notre Dame in 1969. After prac-
ticing law for 54 years, he remains at the very 
top of his profession, having earned the dis-
tinction of being named the 2023 ‘‘Lawyer of 
the Year’’ in Corporate Law for all of Dayton 
by the publication Best Lawyers. He is an ac-
tive community leader and volunteer, a prolific 
free-lance writer, the author of seven books 
and numerous articles published in national 
law reviews, and has worked on multiple high- 
profile cases that gained national attention. 

During the Vietnam War, Merle served four 
years as a Captain in the Judge Advocate 
General’s Corps in Washington, D.C. As a 27- 
year-old U.S. Army lawyer, he represented the 
government in briefing and arguing the appeal 
of Lt. William Calley’s court martial for his role 
in the My Lai Massacre and the Presidio Mu-
tiny case, a non-violent anti-war demonstration 
at the Presidio Army Base in San Francisco. 
He represented the Army in 800 appeals and 
argued 100 cases. For his honorable service, 
he was awarded the Army Commendation 
Medal, the Meritorious Service Medal, and the 
National Defense Service Medal. 

In 2008, a servicemember from our commu-
nity, Maria Lauterbach, was murdered by a fel-
low marine after she reported a sexual as-
sault. Merle offered to represent the 
Lauterbach family on a pro bono basis, and 
began his advocacy for victims of sexual as-
sault in the military. Merle’s work on this case 
resulted in multiple appearances on national 
news programs and testimony before the U.S. 
Congress. I teamed with Merle to seek justice 
for the Lauterbach family by pushing for 
changes in the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice and enacting new laws to combat sexual 
assault in the military, empower sexual assault 
victims, and establish a safer environment for 
all who serve in our Armed Forces. 

Merle’s wisdom, compassion, and knowl-
edge of the law has repeatedly earned him the 

respect of his peers. His name is routinely in-
cluded in the annual lists of the Top 5 percent 
of Lawyers in the State of Ohio, and the Best 
Lawyers in America. He was inducted into the 
Ohio Veterans Hall of Fame and received the 
Distinguished Alumni Award from his alma 
mater, Saint Mary’s University of Minnesota, 
for his commitment to the values of service 
and ethical leadership that the University 
seeks to instill in its students. 

In both his personal and professional life, 
Merle Wilberding has set an excellent example 
for all of us who work to serve our commu-
nities and our nation. I have had the privilege 
of knowing Merle for many years, and I am 
proud to call him my friend. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in congratu-
lating Merle Wilberding as he celebrates this 
significant milestone in his legal career. 

f 

HONORING AUDRIANNA JOHNSON 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable servant, 
Audrianna Johnson. 

Audrianna Johnson, also known as Audri 
Star, was born July 28, 1994, to Mr. and Mrs. 
Stephen and Sandra Johnson. She was raised 
in Grenada, MS, where she attended Grenada 
High School. While attending Grenada High 
School, Audri was a member of the well- 
known Grenada Marching Band. 

Influenced by gospel and being raised in 
church, she began to write, produce, and 
record music at the age of 11. After grad-
uating high school, Audri initially enrolled at 
Delta State University as a Nursing major, but 
later decided to major in Delta Music Institute 
(DMI). As a DMI student, she worked as a 
Mobile Music Lab assistant, leading group 
sessions with adolescents and teenagers as a 
mentor, songwriter, artist, producer, and engi-
neer. 

Audri graduated with a Bachelor of Science 
degree in Entertainment Industry Studies with 
a concentration of Entrepreneurship. After 
graduating from Delta State University, Audri 
joined the DMI staff as an administrative as-
sistant and studio manager. She continues to 
perform across the states of Mississippi, Ten-
nessee, Georgia, and Oklahoma. 

Audri has received multiple nominations and 
awards including SEA Awards as Best Per-
formance of the Year Nominee in 2020 and 
Best Female Rap Artist of the Year of 2020 at 
the Memphis Hip Hop Awards. In 2021, Audri 
joined Tymple as an Executive and Head of 
A&R. She engineered Tennessee State Uni-
versity’s Aristocrat of Bands’, recent Grammy 
Award winning album ‘‘The Urban Hymnal’’ for 
the Best Roots Gospel Album of the Year 
(2023 ). This album was produced and written 
by Sir the Baptist, Prof. Larry Jenkins, and 
Dubba-AA. 

Audri plans to release new music as an art-
ist and continue to be a part of changing the 
culture in the most positive way. Audri’s motto: 
‘‘You have to be what you want to see.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Ms. Audrianna Johnson for her 

dedication and tenacity to serving her commu-
nity and desire to be an example for all. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
clarify my position on H.R. 1093, the bill re-
quiring State to submit a report to Congress 
on the impact of export controls on imple-
menting the AUKUS partnership. 

I voted NAY on Roll Call No. 144 when I in-
tended to vote YEA. 

f 

REMEMBERING MARGOT STERN 
STROM 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to re-
call Margot Stern Strom, a pioneer in Holo-
caust history teaching and a powerful advo-
cate of anti-bigotry education. Ms. Strom 
passed on March 27 at her home in Brookline, 
Massachusetts. In 1975, as a seventh- and 
eighth-grade language arts teacher in Brook-
line, she and a colleague, Bill Parsons, at-
tended a lecture on the Holocaust and real-
ized how little they knew about it, and how lit-
tle was being taught to adolescents. They 
founded Facing History and Ourselves which 
has developed curriculum on the Nazi atroc-
ities before and during World War II. It has 
also taught about Jim Crow racial discrimina-
tion and Ku Klux Klan violence in the United 
States, the Armenian Genocide, apartheid, 
and other forms of bigotry and antisemitism, 
including more recent tutorials on the Tree of 
Life Synagogue massacre in Pittsburgh and 
the George Floyd murder in Minnesota. Facing 
History has reached tens of thousands of stu-
dents and teachers over the years. The 
daughter of parents who operated a furniture 
store in my hometown of Memphis, Ms. Strom 
graduated from the University of Illinois— 
Champaign-Urbana in 1964 and eventually 
moved to Massachusetts to teach. She retired 
as executive director of Facing History in 
2014. I extend my condolences to her daugh-
ter, Rachel, her son, Adam, her extended fam-
ily, and her many inspired colleagues, sup-
porters and friends. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BLAKE D. MOORE 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, had I 
been present, I would have voted YEA on Roll 
Call No. 185, and YEA on Roll Call No. 186. 
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CELEBRATING MR. CAAL SKONOS 

UPON HIS GRADUATION AND 
COMMISSION 

HON. HALEY M. STEVENS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Mr. Caal Skonos upon his achieve-
ment of Army Second Lieutenant ranking in 
the United States Army. The awarding of this 
rank signifies years of hard work and dedica-
tion to serving our country, and it is a pleasure 
to celebrate Mr. Caal Skonos as he accepts 
this distinction. 

Mr. Caal Skonos has been honorably serv-
ing the United States as an active service 
member for almost a decade. While dedicating 
himself to our Nation’s defense, Mr. Caal 
Skonos continued sharpening the skills the 
military developed within him as a leader and 
professional by also attending Eastern Michi-
gan University to pursue a degree in Political 
Science with a focus in International Relations. 
A few short years later, it is a pleasure to now 
celebrate Mr. Caal Skonos as he graduates 
from Eastern Michigan University at the end of 
April and assumes his commission as 2LT 
Caal Skonos, Military Intelligence Officer. 

Earning this rank is a remarkable accom-
plishment, and it is a pleasure to join with Mr. 
Skonos’ friends, family, and community to con-
gratulate him upon the occasion of this signifi-
cant career milestone. His passion and com-
mitment to serving our country is a testament 
to his character, and there is no doubt that he 
will continue to succeed in his life of service. 

Mr. Caal Skonos’ dedication and service to 
our country is an inspiration to many, and the 
entire country is grateful for the selfless sac-
rifice and commitment to our Nation that is 
demonstrated daily by brave military service 
members like Mr. Caal Skonos. I ask my col-
leagues to share their congratulations and 
thanks with Mr. Caal Skonos as he embarks 
upon this next, exciting chapter of life. 

f 

HONORING ROBERT ERVES 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a tenacious and self- 
motivated leader, Robert Erves. Robert Erves 
has shown what can be done through hard 
work, dedication, and a desire to achieve. 

Erves coached Vicksburg’s football, track, 
and powerlifting teams at levels ranging from 
eighth grade to varsity for nearly 30 years. He 
had an undefeated season with Vicksburg’s 
eighth-grade football team and led the 
school’s powerlifting team to the MHSAA 
Class 5A championship in 2003. 

Erves also had a standout football career as 
a student in the VWSD. He played at Temple 
High School, then Warren Central from 1969 
to 1972, before starring at Mississippi Valley 
State. 

Erves was inducted into the 2022 Vicksburg 
Warren School District Athletic Hall of Fame. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Robert Erves for his passion 

and dedication to the Vicksburg Warren 
School District. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 175TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF AMERICAN PRESIDENT 
LINES 

HON. JENNIFER A. KIGGANS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate American President 
Lines on its 175th Anniversary. Founded on 
April 18, 1848 as the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, the company began with three 
ships and ran the first shipping line between 
Panama and California. Authorized by Con-
gress under the Mail Steamer Bill in 1847, Pa-
cific Mail operated under a U.S. contract to 
carry mail from Panama City to the west 
coast. 

In 1867, the Pacific Mail Steamship Com-
pany’s SS Colorado was the first steamship to 
start regular service across the Pacific sailing 
from San Francisco to Yokohama and Hong 
Kong. In the 1880’s and 1890’s Pacific Mail 
modernized its ships again replacing iron- 
hulled ships with steel and installing electric 
lighting on the SS Columbia, the first ship in 
the world to have electric power. 

In 1921, the company renamed ships after 
presidents, with the first five named as the 
President Cleveland, President Lincoln, Presi-
dent Pierce, President Taft, and President Wil-
son. These ships were sold to Dollar Steam-
ship Lines in 1925, where they continued in 
the TransPacific service and expanded the 
line with seven additional ships named after 
presidents Adams, Garfield, Harrison, Hayes, 
Monroe, Polk, and Van Buren. 

Under new management in 1938, the name 
was changed to American President Lines 
with an eagle as a mascot. American Presi-
dent Lines played a critical role in World War 
II by managing ships for the newly created 
War Shipping Administration and transporting 
troops and materiel in support of the war ef-
fort. Through World War II, APL lost nine ves-
sels due to enemy attack or stranding in war 
zones. 

As the world’s post-war economy grew, 
American President Lines provided around- 
the-world cargo and passenger services and 
was a leader in Transpacific transportation be-
tween the U.S. west coast and Asia. Ever 
since, American President Lines has led in-
dustry innovation by pioneering containerized 
transport, developing the concept of seamless 
integrated intermodal service, implementing 
stacked containers on rail cars to improve op-
erations and efficiency, deploying the use of 
RFID tags to track shipments, and, as a part-
ner with the United States government, sup-
porting critical sealift capabilities and U.S. mili-
tary operations and personnel around the 
world. 

We are proud to have American President 
Lines headquartered in Virginia, and I want to 
again congratulate American President Lines, 
their employees, and the U.S. merchant mari-
ners who crew the ships, on their 175 year 
heritage and remarkable legacy. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, on the after-
noon of April 19, 2023, I was unavoidably de-
tained in my district. Had I been present, I 
would have voted NAY on Passage of H.J. 
Res. 42, and YEA on H.R. 1149. 

f 

SUPPORTING FREEDOM IN RUSSIA 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, yesterday, I met with Evgenia Kara-Murza, 
the courageous wife of Russian patriot Vladi-
mir Kara-Murza, and Kara-Murza’s Moscow at-
torney Vadim Prokhorov, along with Bill 
Browder, the visionary sponsor of the 
Magnitsky Act. We discussed the outrageous 
sentencing of Vladimir Kara-Murza which has 
been so accurately exposed in the following 
lead editorial of the Washington Post yester-
day. 

The sentencing of our opinions contrib-
utor, Vladimir Kara-Murza, to a quarter-cen-
tury in prison on Monday by a Moscow court, 
raises three very loud alarms. The first is 
that his health is fragile and he might not 
survive 25 years in prison. The second is that 
Mr. Kara-Murza, who committed no crime, 
received one of the harshest sentences since 
Joseph Stalin’s time, a shocking, vengeful 
strike from President Vladimir Putin. And 
lastly, the time has come for the United 
States to step up on behalf of Mr. Kara- 
Murza—not only because he represents this 
country’s democratic values, but also be-
cause he and others like him are the best 
hope for a free, post-Putin Russia. 

Mr. Kara-Murza should be designated by 
the United States as unlawfully or wrong-
fully detained, which will facilitate negoti-
ating a prisoner exchange with Russia. Mr. 
Kara-Murza is a permanent resident of the 
United States, and his wife, Evgenia Kara- 
Murza, and three children, are U.S. citizens. 
He clearly meets the requirements for such a 
designation, which Ms. Kara-Murza has been 
seeking for months. She told us Mr. Kara- 
Murza would accept an exchange, and re-
called that dissidents were sometimes 
swapped during the Cold War. 

Mr. Kara-Murza returned to Moscow last 
year, knowing the risks he faced. He did 
nothing wrong. He has committed free 
speech, not treason. His arrest, conviction 
and sentencing were entirely contrived. 

However, his deteriorating condition is 
real. He was the target of attempted poi-
soning in 2015 and 2017 by Russia’s secret 
services, using some kind of nerve agent, and 
now suffers from polyneuropathy, caused by 
damage to the peripheral nerves throughout 
the body. The numbness began on his left 
side and is spreading to his right, with loss of 
feeling in both feet and his left hand. Accord-
ing to one of his lawyers, Vadim Prokhorov, 
this malady should preclude being incarcer-
ated in a Russian prison, but so far the war-
dens have turned a deaf ear to his appeals. ‘‘I 
do realize that he doesn’t have five years, let 
alone 25’’ in prison, Ms. Kara-Murza told us. 
‘‘Now it is a question of life and death.’’ 

‘‘If we lose him, if we lose people like 
Vladimir, who is going to be there to rebuild 
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the country from ruins, to make sure that 
Russia does not return to an authoritarian 
or totalitarian regime after the collapse of 
this one?’’ Ms. Kara-Murza said. ‘‘Vladimir 
kept on despite two poisoning attacks. 
Vladimir kept on despite the assassination of 
his friend,’’ Boris Nemtsov, the reformist 
former deputy prime minister, ‘‘and that did 
not scare him. He went back to continue his 
fight time and again, and I believe that he 
has shown he would not give up the fight for 
a free Russia. The free democratic commu-
nity has a responsibility to stand with peo-
ple like this.’’ 

Ms. Kara-Murza said the sentence was ‘‘ab-
solutely pure and cynical revenge’’ for her 
husband’s effort to win approval of the 
Magnitsky Act, a U.S. law, similarly adopted 
by other nations, that sanctions individuals 
who commit grave human rights violations. 
Bill Browder, the investor who is the archi-
tect of the Magnitsky sanctions, said Canada 
has added nine Russians to the sanctions list 
and the United States six over the Kara- 
Murza case, but there should be many more. 
‘‘It absolutely helps,’’ said Ms. Kara-Murza, 
noting the asset freezes are a particular 
threat to Russian officials. ‘‘They prefer to 
steal in Russia, but hide that money in the 
West.’’ 

Mr. Putin’s draconian laws against free 
speech since the invasion of Ukraine—pun-
ishing supposed infractions as minor as a 
child’s drawing—have cast a pall of fear. 
There are no large protests. ‘‘That society 
does not have freedom of speech, freedom of 
assembly, freedom of association, free and 
fair elections,’’ Ms. Kara-Murza said. ‘‘There 
is nothing. No rights are respected in Rus-
sia.’’ But, she added, the strong demand for 
virtual private networking software indi-
cates a continued demand for independent 
information from outside. She suggested 
that in addition to sanctions, the United 
States and its allies should do everything 
possible to defend the remaining free chan-
nels of information, including support for 
independent journalists, both inside Russia 
and outside, and to help Ukraine push out 
the Russian invasion. 

Ms. Kara-Murza recalled that her husband 
worked as a journalist but in 2012 discovered 
he had been barred from the Russian Em-
bassy in Washington, a retaliatory move be-
cause of his public support of the Magnitsky 
Act. ‘‘He decided, well, I’ve got things to say 
and I will continue,’’ and plunged deeper into 
politics. 

Hopefully, he will continue to have things 
to say—the unvarnished truth—and say it in 
freedom. There is much to do to rescue Rus-
sia’s freedom, too. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DE PERE’S BOYS 
BASKETBALL TEAM 

HON. MIKE GALLAGHER 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the De Pere Boys Basketball 
Team for winning the WIAA Division 1 State 
Boys Basketball Championship. 

After an impressive undefeated season, the 
De Pere Boys Basketball Team traveled to the 
Kohl Center in Madison to compete in the 
2022 WIAA Boys State Basketball Tour-
nament. After quickly securing a 55–44 win in 
the semifinals over Kettle Moraine, the team 
advanced to the finals where they faced No. 2 
ranked Arrowhead in the State Championship. 
The boys’ strong defense led them to an im-

pressive 69–49 win over Arrowhead in the 
State Finals, bringing a state championship 
back to De Pere. 

Congratulations to Coach Winchester on a 
perfect season and the coveted state title. A 
special congratulations to the senior boys on 
the team, Johnny Kinzinger, Hogan 
Demovsky, Gabe Herman, Caleb Dietsche, 
Trey Plos, Ethan Ramos and Zack Kane. l 
wish them all the best in the next steps of 
their careers. 

A state title is an outstanding achievement 
and the pinnacle of high school sports. 
Achieving this goal is a testament to the tire-
less efforts and commitment displayed by 
every member of the team throughout the sea-
son. By finishing with an undefeated season, 
the Redbirds also set a record with the first- 
ever 30–0 season in WIAA history. This is a 
season that will be remembered by the De 
Pere community for generations to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend my sincere congratu-
lations to Head Coach Brian Winchester and 
the entire De Pere Boys Basketball team for 
this remarkable accomplishment. It is my 
honor to recognize the De Pere Boys Basket-
ball Team and I ask my colleagues to join me 
in applauding their outstanding season. 

f 

HONORING MR. RICHARD BUFORD 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Fire Chief Richard 
Buford of Jefferson County, Mississippi, for his 
love, compassion, and service. 

Richard Buford was born in Chicago, Illinois, 
in 1966. He is the first-born son of Horace 
Mac ‘‘Shorty’’ Buford and Ella Mae Henderson 
Buford. His grandparents moved him to 
Stampley, MS, 12 minutes from Fayette, MS, 
at the age of 2. 

Richard is a 1984 graduate of the Jefferson 
County School District and the former football 
team captain and student government presi-
dent. He is a retired Career Recruiter of the 
United States Marine Corps; a Desert Storm 
Combat Sargeant; with an Associated Degree 
in Supervisory Leadership from Hawaii Pacific 
University (Honolulu, HI) with further Leader-
ship Development from Chicago State Univer-
sity (Chicago, IL). 

In 2001, Richard returned to Jefferson 
County, MS, and became a small farm lob-
byist while still desiring to serve. He became 
a: 1) Volunteer Firefighter and now Chief; 2) 
Minister in church and serve the elderly and 
shut-in the county; 3) Fire Coordinator and 
Fire Consultant (Jefferson & Claiborne )—es-
tablished new Fire Grading Districts; Earned 
Class 8 and 9 Ratings and enlisted over 100 
volunteers in each county. 

Richard is married to Carla Robinson 
Buford, who is a special education teacher in 
the Jefferson County Elementary School Dis-
trict. They are the proud parents of three adult 
children—Marilyn, Richard Jr. and Ella. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Mr. Richard Buford, the 2022 
Volunteer Fire Chief of the Year, for his out-
standing service and commitment. 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
April 20, 2023 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

APRIL 25 

3:30 p.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Legislative Branch 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2024 for the Sergeant at 
Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate 
and the United States Capitol Police. 

SD–124 

APRIL 26 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 

Urban Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine building 

consensus to address housing chal-
lenges. 

SD–538 
Committee on the Budget 

To hold hearings to examine the health 
costs of climate change. 

SD–608/VTC 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
To hold hearings to examine opportuni-

ties to improve project reviews for a 
cleaner and stronger economy. 

SD–406 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 

and Pensions 
Business meeting to consider the nomi-

nation of Julie A. Su, of California, to 
be Secretary of Labor, and other pend-
ing calendar business. 

SD–430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 

Spending Oversight 
To hold hearings to examine 10 years 

since the Boston Marathon bombings, 
focusing on lessons learned. 

SD–562 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine a post-Dobbs 
America. 

SH–216 
10:30 a.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Military Construction, 

Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies 
To hold hearings to examine proposed 

budget estimates and justification for 
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fiscal year 2024 and advance appropria-
tions requests for fiscal year 2025 for 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

SD–124 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Near East, South Asia, 

Central Asia, and Counterterrorism 
To hold hearings to examine U.S. policy 

on Tunisia. 
SD–419 

2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, 

Science, and Related Agencies 
To hold hearings to examine proposed 

budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2024 for the Department of 
Commerce. 

SD–192 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Airland 

To hold hearings to examine Air Force 
modernization in review of the Defense 
Authorization Request for Fiscal Year 
2024 and the Future Years Defense Pro-
gram. 

SR–232A 

Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

Subcommittee on Government Operations 
and Border Management 

To hold hearings to examine the effects 
of increased migration on communities 
along the southern border. 

SD–562 
3 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Personnel 

To hold hearings to examine public in-
tegrity and anti-corruption laws at the 
Department of Defense. 

SR–222 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine pending cal-
endar business. 

SR–418 
3:30 p.m. 

Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the SBA’s implementation of final 
rules to expand access to capital. 

SR–428A 

APRIL 27 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
Subcommittee on Chemical Safety, Waste 

Management, Environmental Justice, 
and Regulatory Oversight 

To hold hearings to examine impacts of 
plastic production and disposal on en-
vironmental justice communities. 

SD–406 

MAY 3 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
To hold hearings to examine the 2024 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers budget 
and implementation of Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2022. 

SD–406 
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Wednesday, April 19, 2023 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S1219–S1273 
Measures Introduced: Thirty-two bills and one res-
olution were introduced, as follows: S. 1189–1220, 
and S. Res. 164.                                                  Pages S1255–56 

Measures Reported: 
Special Report entitled ‘‘Report on the Activities 

of the Committee on the Judiciary United States 
Senate During the One Hundred Seventeenth Con-
gress’’. (S. Rept. No. 118–11) 

S. 264, to amend the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 
1995 to require certain disclosures by registrants re-
garding exemptions under the Foreign Agents Reg-
istration Act of 1938, as amended. (S. Rept. No. 
118–12)                                                                           Page S1255 

Measures Considered: 
Fire Grants and Safety Act—Agreement: Senate 
continued consideration of S. 870, to amend the 
Federal Fire Prevention and Control Act of 1974 to 
authorize appropriations for the United States Fire 
Administration and firefighter assistance grant pro-
grams, taking action on the following amendments 
proposed thereto:                             Pages S1219–27, S1238–43 

Rejected: 
By 45 yeas to 54 nays (Vote No. 88), Paul 

Amendment No. 79, related to COVID–19 vaccines. 
                                                                                    Pages S1225–26 

By 45 yeas to 54 nays (Vote No. 89), Hagerty 
Modified Amendment No. 72, related to the Emer-
gency Food and Shelter Program. (Pursuant to the 
order of Tuesday, April 18, 2023, the amendment 
having failed to achieve 60 affirmative votes, was not 
agreed to.)                                                              Pages S1226–27 

By 47 yeas to 49 nays (Vote No. 91), Scott (FL) 
Amendment No. 81, to use unspent COVID–19 re-
lief funds to offset the costs of grants. (Pursuant to 
the order of Tuesday, April 18, 2023, the amend-
ment having failed to achieve 60 affirmative votes, 
was not agreed to.)                                                    Page S1239 

Pending: 
Schumer Amendment No. 58, to add an effective 

date.                                                                                  Page S1219 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding that at 11:15 a.m., on Thursday, April 20, 
2023, Senate vote on or in relation to Van Hollen 
Amendment No. 85, and Sullivan Amendment No. 
83; and that Senate vote on passage of the bill, as 
amended, if amended, at 1:45 p.m., with all provi-
sions under the previous order of Tuesday, April 18, 
2023 remaining in effect.                                      Page S1273 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the bill at ap-
proximately 10 a.m., on Thursday, April 20, 2023. 
                                                                                            Page S1273 

Reproductive Health Services: By 48 yeas to 51 
nays (Vote No. 90), Senate did not agree to the mo-
tion to proceed to consideration of S.J. Res. 10, pro-
viding for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule submitted 
by the Department of Veterans Affairs relating to 
‘‘Reproductive Health Services’’. 
                                                                Pages S1227–36, S1236–38 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S1249 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S1249–53 

Petitions and Memorials:                           Pages S1253–55 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S1256–57 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S1257–72 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S1248–49 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S1272 

Record Votes: Four record votes were taken today. 
(Total—91)                                        Pages S1226–27, S1238–39 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 7:34 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Thursday, 
April 20, 2023. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S1273.) 
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Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

SNAP IN THE FARM BILL 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry: Sub-
committee on Food and Nutrition, Specialty Crops, 
Organics, and Research concluded a hearing to ex-
amine SNAP and other nutrition assistance in the 
Farm Bill, after receiving testimony from Ty Jones 
Cox, Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Wash-
ington, D.C.; Heather Reynolds, University of Notre 
Dame Wilson Sheehan Lab for Economic Opportuni-
ties, Notre Dame, Indiana; Loree D. Jones Brown, 
Philabundance, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; James 
Whitford, Watered Gardens Ministries, Joplin, Mis-
souri; and Whitley Hasty, Hunger Free America and 
Foodlink, Rochester, New York. 

APPROPRIATIONS: USAID 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on State, 
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs concluded 
a hearing to examine proposed budget estimates and 
justification for fiscal year 2024 for the United 
States Agency for International Development, after 
receiving testimony from Samantha Power, Adminis-
trator, United States Agency for International Devel-
opment. 

APPROPRIATIONS: MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION AND FAMILY HOUSING 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related 
Agencies concluded a hearing to examine proposed 
budget estimates and justification for fiscal year 
2024 for military construction and family housing, 
after receiving testimony from Brendan Owens, As-
sistant Secretary (Energy, Installations, and Environ-
ment), Vice Admiral Rick Lee Williamson, USN, 
Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for Fleet Readi-
ness and Logistics, Lieutenant General Edward D. 
Banta, USMC, Deputy Commandant, Installations 
and Logistics, Lieutenant General Kevin Vereen, 
USA, Headquarters, Department of the Army Dep-
uty Chief of Staff, G–9, Lieutenant General Tom D. 
Miller, USAF, Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, 
Engineering, and Force Protection, and Bruce Holly-
wood, Associate Chief Operations Officer, United 
States Space Force, all of the Department of Defense. 

APPROPRIATIONS: FDA 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies concluded a hearing 
to examine proposed budget estimates and justifica-
tion for fiscal year 2024 for the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, after receiving testimony from Robert 

M. Califf, Commissioner of Food and Drugs, Food 
and Drug Administration, Department of Health 
and Human Services. 

CYBERSECURITY 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Cyber-
security concluded a hearing to examine artificial in-
telligence and machine learning applications to en-
able cybersecurity, after receiving testimony from 
Jason Matheny, RAND Corporation; Shyam Sankar, 
Palantir Technologies Inc.; and Josh Lospinoso, 
Shift5. 

ALL-DOMAIN ANOMALY RESOLUTION 
OFFICE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Emerg-
ing Threats and Capabilities concluded open and 
closed hearings to examine the mission, activities, 
oversight, and budget of the All-Domain Anomaly 
Resolution Office, after receiving testimony from 
Sean M. Kirkpatrick, Director, All-Domain Anomaly 
Resolution Office, Department of Defense. 

INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readi-
ness and Management Support concluded a hearing 
to examine military construction, energy, installa-
tions, environmental, and base closure programs in 
review of the Defense Authorization Request for fis-
cal year 2024 and the future years defense program, 
including the Department of Defense’s need for bet-
ter data, stronger oversight, and increased trans-
parency to address significant infrastructure and en-
vironmental challenges, after receiving testimony 
from Brendan Owens, Assistant Secretary (Energy, 
Installations, and Environment), Rachel Jacobson, 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations, En-
ergy, and Environment), Meredith Berger, Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy (Energy, Installations, and En-
vironment), and Ravi I. Chaudhary, Assistant Sec-
retary of the Air Force for Energy, Installations, and 
Environment, all of the Department of Defense; and 
Elizabeth A. Field, Director of Defense Capabilities 
and Management, Government Accountability Of-
fice. 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
BUDGET 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee concluded a hearing to examine the Presi-
dent’s proposed budget request for fiscal year 2024 
for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, after receiv-
ing testimony from Christopher T. Hanson, Chair, 
and Jeff Baran, David A. Wright, Annie Caputo, 
and Bradley Crowell, each a Commissioner, all of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:29 Apr 20, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D19AP3.REC D19APPT1LP
er

ry
 o

n 
D

S
K

4W
B

1R
N

3P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 D
IG

E
S

T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST D347 April 19, 2023 

IRS BUDGET 
Committee on Finance: Committee concluded a hearing 
to examine the President’s proposed budget request 
for fiscal year 2024 for the Internal Revenue Service 
and the IRS’s 2023 tax filing season, after receiving 
testimony from Daniel Werfel, Commissioner, Inter-
nal Revenue Service, Department of the Treasury. 

PEPFAR AT 20 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine PEPFAR at 20, focusing on 
achieving and sustaining epidemic control, after re-
ceiving testimony from John N. Nkengasong, Global 
AIDS Coordinator, Special Representative for Global 
Health Diplomacy, Department of State; Elton John, 
Elton John AIDS Foundation, London, United King-
dom; and Mark Dybul, Georgetown University Med-
ical Center, Washington, D.C. 

CRIMES AGAINST UKRAINE 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine holding Russian kleptocrats and 

human rights violators accountable for their crimes 
against Ukraine, after receiving testimony from Lisa 
O. Monaco, Deputy Attorney General, Department 
of Justice. 

PREVENTING FINANCIAL EXPLOITATION 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine veterans consumer protection, fo-
cusing on preventing financial exploitation of vet-
erans and their benefits, after receiving testimony 
from David Barrans, Chief Counsel, Benefits Law 
Group, Office of General Counsel, and John 
Boerstler, Chief Veterans Experience Officer, Vet-
erans Experience Office, both of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; James S. Rice, Assistant Director, 
Office of Servicemembers Affairs, Consumer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau; and Monica Vaca, Deputy 
Director, Bureau of Consumer Protection, Federal 
Trade Commission. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 33 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 2700–2732; and 4 resolutions, H. 
Res. 306–309, were introduced.                 Pages H1885–87 

Additional Cosponsors:                                       Page H1888 

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today. 
Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Bean to act as Speaker pro 
tempore for today.                                                     Page H1849 

Recess: The House recessed at 10:11 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                               Page H1850 

Protection of Women and Girls in Sports Act of 
2023: The House considered H.R. 734, to amend 
the Education Amendments of 1972 to provide that 
for purposes of determining compliance with title IX 
of such Act in athletics, sex shall be recognized 
based solely on a person’s reproductive biology and 
genetics at birth. Further consideration is expected 
to resume tomorrow, April 20th.              Pages H1858–71 

Pursuant to the Rule, it shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 118–3, in lieu of the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Education and the Workforce 
now printed in the bill. 

H. Res. 298, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 734) and the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 
42) was agreed to yesterday, April 18th. 

Recess: The House recessed at 2:33 p.m. and recon-
vened at 4:30 p.m.                                                    Page H1872 

Disapproving the action of the District of Co-
lumbia Council in approving the Comprehensive 
Policing and Justice Reform Amendment Act of 
2022: The House passed H.J. Res. 42, disapproving 
the action of the District of Columbia Council in ap-
proving the Comprehensive Policing and Justice Re-
form Amendment Act of 2022, by a yea-and-nay 
vote of 229 yeas to 189 nays, Roll No. 188. 
                                                                Pages H1852–58, H1872–73 

H. Res. 298, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 734) and the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 
42) was agreed to yesterday, April 18th. 

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following 
measure. Consideration began Monday, April 17th. 

Countering Untrusted Telecommunications 
Abroad Act: H.R. 1149, amended, to establish cer-
tain reporting and other requirements relating to 
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telecommunications equipment and services pro-
duced or provided by certain entities, by a 2⁄3 yea- 
and-nay vote of 410 yeas to 8 nays, Roll No. 189. 
                                                                                    Pages H1873–74 

Meeting Hour: Agreed by unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet 
at 9 a.m. tomorrow, April 20th.                        Page H1874 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Two yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H1872–73 and H1873–74. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:52 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF RECEIVING 
TESTIMONY FROM THE HONORABLE 
MICHAEL REGAN, ADMINISTRATOR, U.S. 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Committee on Agriculture: Full Committee held a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘For the Purpose of Receiving Testi-
mony from the Honorable Michael Regan, Adminis-
trator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’’. Tes-
timony was heard from Michael S. Regan, Adminis-
trator, Environmental Protection Agency. 

APPROPRIATIONS—NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Com-
merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies held a 
budget hearing on the National Science Foundation. 
Testimony was heard from Sethuraman 
Panchanathan, Director, National Science Founda-
tion. 

APPROPRIATIONS—U.S. COAST GUARD 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Home-
land Security held a budget hearing on the U.S. 
Coast Guard. Testimony was heard from Admiral 
Linda Fagan, Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard. 

APPROPRIATIONS—CENTERS FOR DISEASE 
CONTROL AND PREVENTION, 
ADMINISTRATION FOR STRATEGIC 
PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE, AND 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF HEALTH 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Labor, 
Health and Human Services, Education, and Related 
Agencies held a budget hearing and oversight hear-
ing on the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion, Administration for Strategic Preparedness and 
Response, and National Institute of Health. Testi-
mony was heard from the following Department of 
Health and Human Services officials: Dawn 
O’Connell, Assistant Secretary for Preparedness and 
Response, Administration for Strategic Preparedness 

and Response; Lawrence Tabak, Performing the Du-
ties of the Director, National Institutes for Health; 
and Rochelle Walensky, M.D., Director, Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention. 

APPROPRIATIONS—NATIONAL 
AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Com-
merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies held a 
budget hearing on the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. Testimony was heard from 
Bill Nelson, Administrator, National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration. 

APPROPRIATIONS—U.S. CUSTOMS AND 
BORDER PROTECTION AGENCY 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Home-
land Security held a budget hearing on the U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection Agency. Testimony 
was heard from Troy Miller, Acting Commissioner, 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection Agency, De-
partment of Homeland Security. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY FISCAL YEAR 
2024 BUDGET REQUEST 
Committee on Armed Services: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Department of the Army Fiscal 
Year 2024 Budget Request’’. Testimony was heard 
from General James C. McConville, Chief of Staff, 
U.S. Army; and Christine E. Wormuth, Secretary of 
the Army, U.S. Army. 

FISCAL YEAR 2024 ROTARY WING 
AVIATION BUDGET REQUEST 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Tac-
tical Air and Land Forces held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Fiscal Year 2024 Rotary Wing Aviation Budget 
Request’’. Testimony was heard from Douglas R. 
Bush, Assistant Secretary of the Army for Acquisi-
tion, Logistics, and Technology; Major General Mi-
chael McCurry, U.S. Army, Commanding General, 
U.S. Army Aviation Center of Excellence and Fort 
Novosel; Frederick Stefany, Acting Assistant Sec-
retary of the Navy for Research, Development, and 
Acquisition; Rear Admiral Andrew J. Loiselle, U.S. 
Navy, Director, Air Warfare Division, Office of the 
Chief of Naval Operations; and Lieutenant General 
Michael S. Cederholm, U.S. Marine Corps, Deputy 
Commandant for Aviation. 

FISCAL YEAR 2024 BUDGET REQUEST FOR 
MILITARY READINESS 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readi-
ness held a hearing entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2024 Budg-
et Request for Military Readiness’’. Testimony was 
heard from General David W. Allvin, Vice Chief of 
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Staff, Department of the Air Force; Admiral Lisa M. 
Franchetti, Vice Chief of Naval Operations, Depart-
ment of the Navy; General Randy A. George, Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Army, Department of the Army; 
General Eric M. Smith, Assistant Commandant of 
the Marine Corps, U.S. Marine Corps; and General 
David T. Thompson, Vice Chief of Space Operations, 
U.S. Space Force. 

EXAMINING BIDEN’S WAR ON 
INDEPENDENT CONTRACTORS 
Committee on Education and Workforce: Subcommittee 
on Workforce Protection held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Examining Biden’s War on Independent Contrac-
tors’’. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

EXAMINING EXISTING FEDERAL 
PROGRAMS TO BUILD A STRONGER 
HEALTH WORKFORCE AND IMPROVE 
PRIMARY CARE 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Health held a hearing entitled ‘‘Examining Existing 
Federal Programs to Build a Stronger Health Work-
force and Improve Primary Care’’. Testimony was 
heard from Carole Johnson, Administrator, Health 
Resources and Services Administration, Department 
of Health and Human Services. 

BREAKING BARRIERS: STREAMLINING 
PERMITTING TO EXPEDITE BROADBAND 
DEPLOYMENT 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Communications and Technology held a hearing en-
titled ‘‘Breaking Barriers: Streamlining Permitting 
to Expedite Broadband Deployment’’. Testimony was 
heard from public witnesses. 

WHO IS SELLING YOUR DATA: A CRITICAL 
EXAMINATION OF THE ROLE OF DATA 
BROKERS IN THE DIGITAL ECONOMY 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Who is Selling Your Data: A Critical Examination 
of the Role of Data Brokers in the Digital Econ-
omy’’. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

UNDERSTANDING STABLECOINS’ ROLE IN 
PAYMENTS AND THE NEED FOR 
LEGISLATION 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Dig-
ital Assets, Financial Technology and Inclusion held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Understanding Stablecoins’ Role 
in Payments and the Need for Legislation’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Adrienne A. Harris, Super-
intendent, New York State Department of Financial 
Services; and public witnesses. 

A ROADMAP FOR GROWTH: REFORMS TO 
ENCOURAGE CAPITAL FORMATION AND 
INVESTMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR ALL 
AMERICANS 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Cap-
ital Markets held a hearing entitled ‘‘A Roadmap for 
Growth: Reforms to Encourage Capital Formation 
and Investment Opportunities for All Americans’’. 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

EXPOSING PUTIN’S CRIMES: EVIDENCE OF 
RUSSIAN WAR CRIMES AND OTHER 
ATROCITIES IN UKRAINE 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Exposing Putin’s Crimes: Evidence 
of Russian War Crimes and Other Atrocities in 
Ukraine’’. Testimony was heard from a public wit-
ness. 

A REVIEW OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2024 
BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
Committee on Homeland Security: Full Committee held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘A Review of the Fiscal Year 
2024 Budget Request for the Department of Home-
land Security’’. Testimony was heard from Alejandro 
Mayorkas, Secretary, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee began a 
markup on legislation on the Border Security En-
forcement Act of 2023; and H. J. Res. 44, providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of title 
5, United States Code, of the rule submitted by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explo-
sives relating to ‘‘Factoring Criteria for Firearms 
with Attached ’Stabilizing Braces’ ’’. 

EXAMINING THE PRESIDENT’S FY 2024 
BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE DEPARTMENT 
OF THE INTERIOR 
Committee on Natural Resources: Full Committee held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the President’s FY 
2024 Budget Request for the Department of the In-
terior’’. Testimony was heard from the following De-
partment of the Interior officials: Deb Haaland, Sec-
retary; Tommy Beaudreau, Deputy Secretary; and 
Denise Flanagan, Director of Budget. 

THE BIDEN ADMINISTRATION’S 
DISASTROUS WITHDRAWAL FROM 
AFGHANISTAN, PART I: REVIEW BY THE 
INSPECTORS GENERAL 
Committee on Oversight and Accountability: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘The Biden Adminis-
tration’s Disastrous Withdrawal from Afghanistan, 
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Part I: Review by the Inspectors General’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Nicole Angarella, Acting Dep-
uty Inspector General, Performing the Duties of the 
Inspector General, U.S. Agency for International De-
velopment; Diana Shaw, Acting Inspector General, 
Performing the Duties of the Inspector General, De-
partment of State; John Sopko, Inspector General, 
Special Inspector General for Afghanistan Recon-
struction; and Robert Storch, Inspector General, De-
partment of Defense. 

DATA BREACH AT THE DC HEALTH 
EXCHANGE 
Committee on Oversight and Accountability: Sub-
committee on Cybersecurity, Information Tech-
nology, and Government Innovation; and Sub-
committee on Oversight of the House Committee on 
House Administration held a joint hearing entitled 
‘‘Data Breach at the DC Health Exchange’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Mila Kofman, Executive Di-
rector, D.C. Health Benefit Exchange Authority; and 
Catherine Szpindor, Chief Administrative Officer, 
U.S. House of Representatives. 

PROTECTING AMERICAN TAXPAYERS: 
HIGHLIGHTING EFFORTS TO PROTECT 
AGAINST FEDERAL WASTE, FRAUD, AND 
MISMANAGEMENT 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Protecting American 
Taxpayers: Highlighting Efforts to Protect Against 
Federal Waste, Fraud, and Mismanagement’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Paul K. Martin, Inspector 
General, National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration; Allison C. Lerner, Inspector General, Na-
tional Science Foundation; Teri L. Donaldson, In-
spector General, Department of Energy; Eric J. 
Soskin, Inspector General, Department of Transpor-
tation; and Sean W. O’Donnell, Inspector General, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORTS 
TO CONGRESS ON INVESTIGATIONS OF 
SBA PROGRAMS 
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Over-
sight, Investigations, and Regulations held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Office of Inspector General Reports to 
Congress on Investigations of SBA Programs’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Hannibal Ware, Inspector 
General, Small Business Administration. 

FAA REAUTHORIZATION: EXAMINING 
THE CURRENT AND FUTURE CHALLENGES 
FACING THE AEROSPACE WORKFORCE 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Aviation held a hearing entitled ‘‘FAA 
Reauthorization: Examining the Current and Future 

Challenges Facing the Aerospace Workforce’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Heather Krause, Director, 
Physical Infrastructure, Government Accountability 
Office; and public witnesses. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations held a hearing on H.R. 592, 
the ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs Electronic 
Health Record Modernization Improvement Act’’; 
H.R. 608, to terminate the Electronic Health 
Record Modernization Program of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; H.R. 1658, the ‘‘Manage VA Act’’; 
H.R. 1659, the ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs IT 
Modernization Improvement Act’’; and H.R. 2499, 
the ‘‘VA Supply Chain Management System Author-
ization Act’’. Testimony was heard from the fol-
lowing Department of Veterans Affairs officials: 
Phillip Christy, Deputy Executive Director, Office of 
Acquisition, Logistics, and Construction; and Leslie 
Sofocleous, Executive Director, Program Manage-
ment Office, Electronic Health Record Moderniza-
tion Integration Office, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Dis-
ability Assistance and Memorial Affairs held a mark-
up on H.R. 234, the ‘‘Gerald’s Law Act’’; H.R. 984, 
the ‘‘Commitment to Veteran Support and Outreach 
Act’’; H.R. 1329, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to provide for an increase in the maximum 
number of judges who may be appointed to the 
United States Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims; 
H.R. 1378, the ‘‘Veterans Appeals Backlog Improve-
ment Act’’; H.R. 1529, the ‘‘Veterans’ Cost-of-Liv-
ing Adjustment Act’’; and H.R. 1530, the ‘‘Veterans 
Benefits Improvement Act’’. H.R. 1529 was for-
warded to the full Committee, without amendment. 
H.R. 234, H.R. 1329, H.R. 1378, H.R. 1530, and 
H.R. 984 were forwarded to the full Committee, as 
amended. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Committee on Ways and Means: Full Committee held 
a markup on H.J. Res 39, disapproving the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Commerce relating to 
‘‘Procedures Covering Suspension of Liquidation, 
Duties and Estimated Duties in Accord with Presi-
dential Proclamation 10414’’. H.J. Res. 39 was or-
dered reported, without amendment. 
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HEARING ON THE U.S. TAX CODE 
SUBSIDIZING GREEN CORPORATE 
HANDOUTS AND THE CHINESE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 
Committee on Ways and Means: Full Committee held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Hearing on the U.S. Tax Code 
Subsidizing Green Corporate Handouts and the Chi-
nese Communist Party’’. Testimony was heard from 
public witnesses. 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BUDGET 
HEARING 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Sub-
committee on Central Intelligence Agency held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Central Intelligence Agency Budg-
et Hearing’’. This hearing was closed. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
APRIL 20, 2023 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry: Sub-

committee on Conservation, Climate, Forestry, and Nat-
ural Resources, to hold hearings to examine the Farm 
Bill, focusing on making conservation programs work for 
farmers and ranchers, 10 a.m., SR–328A. 

Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and Related 
Agencies, to hold hearings to examine proposed budget 
estimates and justification for fiscal year 2024 for the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development, 10 a.m., 
SD–192. 

Committee on Armed Services: to hold a closed session in 
SVC–217; to be immediately followed by an open hear-
ing to examine the posture of United States Indo-Pacific 
Command and United States Forces Korea in review of 
the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2024 
and the future years defense program, 8 a.m., SD–G50. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold hear-
ings to examine the President’s proposed budget request 
for fiscal year 2024 for the Department of Energy, 10 
a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: to 
hold hearings to examine the nomination of Julie A. Su, 
of California, to be Secretary of Labor, 10 a.m., SD–430. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
to hold hearings to examine Government Accountability 
Office’s 2023 High Risk List, focusing on recommenda-
tions for reducing waste, fraud, and abuse, 10 a.m., 
SD–562. 

Committee on the Judiciary: business meeting to consider 
S. 1080, to amend the Controlled Substances Act to re-
quire electronic communication service providers and re-
mote computing services to report to the Attorney Gen-
eral certain controlled substances violations, an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘EARN IT Act’’, an original bill entitled, 
‘‘STOP CSAM Act’’, and the nominations of Michael Ar-
thur Delaney, of New Hampshire, to be United States 
Circuit Judge for the First Circuit, Monica Ramirez 
Almadani, and Wesley L. Hsu, both to be a United 
States District Judge for the Central District of Cali-
fornia, Charnelle Bjelkengren, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Eastern District of Washington, 
Amanda K. Brailsford, to be United States District Judge 
for the District of Idaho, S. Kato Crews, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Colorado, Jeffrey 
Irvine Cummings, and LaShonda A. Hunt, both to be a 
United States District Judge for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Michael Farbiarz, and Robert Kirsch, both to be 
a United States District Judge for the District of New 
Jersey, Marian F. Gaston, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of California, Orelia Eleta 
Merchant, to be United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of New York, Molly R. Silfen, of the 
District of Columbia, to be a Judge of the United States 
Court of Federal Claims, and Todd Gee, of the District 
of Columbia, to be United States Attorney for the South-
ern District of Mississippi, and William R. Hart, to be 
United States Marshal for the District of New Hamp-
shire, both of the Department of Justice, 10 a.m., 
SH–216. 

Special Committee on Aging: to hold hearings to examine 
dismantling barriers and building economic resilience for 
older workers, 9:30 a.m., SD–106. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Military 

Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies, 
budget hearing on the Air Force and Space Force Military 
Construction and Family Housing, 9 a.m., 2362–B Ray-
burn. 

Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban 
Development, and Related Agencies, budget hearing on 
the Department of Transportation, 10 a.m., 2359 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Global 
Health, Global Human Rights, and International Organi-
zations, hearing entitled ‘‘China’s Political Prisoners: 
Where’s Gao Zhisheng?’’, 11 a.m., 2200 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Thursday, April 20 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of S. 870, Fire Grants and Safety Act, with votes 
on or in relation to Van Hollen Amendment No. 85, and 
Sullivan Amendment No. 83, at 11:15 a.m., and on final 
passage of the bill, as amended, if amended, at 1:45 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

9 a.m., Thursday, April 20 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Complete consideration of H.R. 
734—Protection of Women and Girls in Sports Act of 
2023. 
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