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House of Representatives 
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 
f 

PRAYER 

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

Sovereign God, watch over us this 
day. Remind us of Your abiding pres-
ence in the valley of decision. Walk 
alongside each of us that we would re-
ceive Your assurance that we are not 
alone in our efforts to serve this coun-
try. The concerns we harbor both per-
sonally and professionally are safely in 
Your keeping. 

Guard our hearts and minds and fill 
them with the grace of Your spirit 
that, in the discourse of this day, we 
would take each thought captive in our 
obedience to You. 

Replenish our energy and purpose 
with the good treasure of hope found 
only in You, that we would trust that 
in Your loving mercy and prevenient 
grace, what is good will be brought 
forth from the work this week. 

Protect us from everything that 
would draw us away from You. In the 
multitude of decisions, actions, and all 
their consequences, remind us that our 
eyes should remain fixed on Your guid-
ance and our faith stand firm in dis-
cerning Your will this day and in the 
days ahead. 

In the certainty of Your name we 
pray. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to section 
3(z) of House Resolution 5, the Journal 
of the last day’s proceedings is ap-
proved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from Iowa (Mrs. HINSON) come 

forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mrs. HINSON led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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 

COMBATING SPOTTED 
LANTERNFLIES 

(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 draw at-
tention to an invasive species attack-
ing Pennsylvania agriculture. 

The spotted lanternfly was first dis-
covered in the Commonwealth in 2014 
and has since traveled to 51 out of our 
67 counties. This spotted lanternfly can 
impact the grape, fruit tree, plant 
nursery, and timber industries, which 
contribute billions of dollars each year 
to Pennsylvania’s economy. 

In efforts to prevent the spread of the 
spotted lanternfly, Pennsylvania has 
established quarantine zones, but it 
takes collective and intentional efforts 
to slow the spread of this insect. 

Across the Commonwealth, the Penn-
sylvania Department of Agriculture 
along with Penn State Extension pro-
vide education-based programs to the 
public. These programs are key re-
sources for community members look-
ing for information on how to combat 
and slow the spread of the spotted 
lanternfly. 

Mr. Speaker, with warmer weather 
comes spotted lanternfly hatching sea-
son, and residents are encouraged to 
squash the bug and their egg masses. 

It will take us all doing our part to 
prevent any further spread of this 
invasive insect, and I encourage all to 
utilize their local resources when com-
bating invasive species. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CONEN 
MORGAN 

(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
rise to honor an exceptional North Car-
olinian taken from us too soon, Conen 
Morgan. 

Conen grew up in Wake County, 
where he developed a love for science 
in middle school. He graduated from 
Garner High School and went on to 
earn his bachelor of science degree in 
computer science from North Carolina 
State. 

He was a Kappa brother and em-
bodied their motto: Achievement in 
every field of human endeavor. 

Like a Rube Goldberg machine, he 
was always doing so many different 
creative things. Conen was an activist, 
scientist, teacher, graphic artist, and 
entrepreneur. Occasionally, he did 
some politics, too. 

He served as the 67th president of the 
Young Democrats of North Carolina 
and worked on countless campaigns, 
including my own. 

However, after his wife, Reyna, and 
his family and friends, his greatest love 
was Science Olympiad. With over 30 
years of service to Science Olympiad, 
he gave back to the entire North Caro-
lina community by empowering young 
minds to explore science and find won-
der in the world. 

His friends, his family, his political 
colleagues, and the tens of thousands 
of students he reached will all miss 
Conen’s smile, his laugh, his compas-
sion, and, most of all, his faith that if 
a kid like him could succeed, every kid 
in our State should have the education 
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and opportunities they need so they 
could succeed, as well. 

Rest in peace, Conen. 
f 

CONGRATULATING CHAMBERS-
BURG HIGH SCHOOL TRACK AND 
FIELD 

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

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Chambersburg High School on winning 
the PIAA boys’ track and field cham-
pionship this past week at 
Shippensburg University. 

Under the leadership of Coach Bob 
Walker, Chambersburg outdistanced 
their competition on the way to scor-
ing 48 points and claiming the team’s 
first-ever State championship. 

Coach Walker has consistently 
worked with student athletes to dem-
onstrate that there are no shortcuts to 
success. Practice, hard work, and de-
termination are the hallmarks of what 
has made this an incredible team. 

Chambersburg’s commitment to aca-
demic excellence is an example of how 
student athletes can be supported both 
on and off the track. 

On behalf of the people of Pennsylva-
nia’s 13th Congressional District, I con-
gratulate the Chambersburg High 
School Trojans and wish them every 
continued success. 

f 

HIGHLIGHTING SOCIAL MOBILITY 
AND CSUSM 

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

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take a moment to highlight California 
State University San Marcos, located 
in my district in San Diego County. 

Recently, the university was ranked 
number one in the Nation in the 2022 
Social Mobility Index out of 14,000 col-
leges and universities. 

This annual index measures the op-
portunities universities provide eco-
nomically disadvantaged and first-gen-
eration students to graduate into well- 
paying jobs. 

With approximately 80 percent of 
their students remaining in our region 
after graduation, the university’s suc-
cess is a major benefit to the San Diego 
region. 

California State University San 
Marcos has opened its doors wide and 
welcomed students of all backgrounds: 
54 percent of students are the first in 
their family to attend college; 40 per-
cent have high financial need; 12 per-
cent are military-affiliated; and the 
campus has the highest enrollment of 
former foster youth per capita in the 
Nation. 

Through teaching hard skills and 
providing a world-class STEM edu-
cation, California State University San 
Marcos drives upward social and eco-
nomic mobility. We should encourage 

universities across the Nation to look 
to this institution as an example of 
how to put student success first. 

I congratulate California State Uni-
versity San Marcos and President 
Neufeldt. I am proud they are serving 
the citizens of my district, and I look 
forward to seeing the ongoing success 
of their graduates in our region and be-
yond. 

f 

ARE YOU SMARTER THAN A FIFTH 
GRADER? 

(Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize fifth grade 
students from Mid-Prairie Middle 
School in Kalona, Iowa, for serving as 
an excellent example of how young 
Americans can have a positive impact 
on their communities. They spent the 
last few months learning about finan-
cial literacy and entrepreneurship by 
starting their own endeavor selling 
candy to other students in the district, 
with the goal of donating their profits 
to a local animal shelter. 

What the students and teachers 
didn’t know when they started the 
business was how successful it would 
become. With an initial goal of raising 
$100, they blew everyone away when 
they presented their grand total of $750 
to the local shelter this past Tuesday. 
The money will go toward saving the 
lives of countless animals in need of a 
home. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have such 
bright young entrepreneurs in my dis-
trict. When they ask if you are smarter 
than a fifth grader, I would say to look 
to Kalona Mid-Prairie Middle School. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF CONEN 
MORGAN 

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

Mrs. FOUSHEE. Mr. Speaker, with a 
heavy heart, I rise today to join my 
colleagues in honoring the memory of 
Mr. Conen Morgan, an extraordinary 
North Carolinian who was taken from 
us far too soon. 

Conen was a steadfast advocate for 
equity and played a pivotal role in 
shaping North Carolina politics as a re-
nowned political consultant and a 
founding member of Advance North 
Carolina. 

He was a remarkable human being 
and had the unique ability to inspire 
and touch the lives of everyone he en-
countered through his kindness, com-
passion, and genuine care for others. 

Conen’s leadership, passion, and tire-
less efforts will have a lasting impact 
and will leave a profound void in many 
folks across North Carolina that will 
be felt for years to come. 

I am immensely honored to have 
known Conen, both personally and pro-
fessionally. Indeed, he was my friend. I 

extend my deepest condolences to his 
wife, Reyna Walters-Morgan, and his 
family, friends, and loved ones. 

f 

RECOGNIZING FIRST-EVER JMU 
VALLEY SCHOLARS GRADUATING 
CLASS 

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

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the first-ever graduating 
class from the Valley Scholars program 
at James Madison University in Harri-
sonburg, Virginia. 

Between eighth grade and high 
school graduation, potential first-gen-
eration college students are recruited 
as scholars from surrounding public 
school districts, and they engage in 
educational and cultural enrichment 
activities. 

During the Valley Scholars program, 
students are encouraged and motivated 
to become leaders in the classroom and 
the community while building skills 
that will increase awareness and access 
to institutions of higher education. 

With the goal of receiving scholar-
ship support to attend JMU, the stu-
dents have the opportunity to be the 
first in their families to earn college 
degrees. 

Virginia’s Sixth District is incredibly 
proud of these talented students for 
their hard work to achieve their Amer-
ican Dream. 

I congratulate the first graduating 
class of Valley Scholars and their fami-
lies back home. America can’t wait to 
see what the future has in store for 
them. 

f 

b 1415 

FIGHTING FOR VETERANS 

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

Mr. Speaker, extreme Republicans 
have been dead set on demanding 
harmful cuts that would be disastrous 
for the American people. If they didn’t 
get their way, they threatened to de-
fault on our economy. 

In fact, Republicans demanded: a 22 
percent cut to veterans’ healthcare; to 
make essential toxic exposure and burn 
pits funding discretionary so that vet-
erans would have to come hat in hand 
to the Federal Government every year; 
and to zero out funding for the PACT 
Act’s toxic exposure fund or use it for 
other purposes. 

Republicans were willing to cause an 
economic default that would have 
raised costs for families, cut one mil-
lion jobs for workers, and cost seniors 
their retirement, if they didn’t get 
their way. 

Now, under these horrendous cir-
cumstances, the House today will vote 
on a bipartisan budget agreement. 
Under President Biden’s leadership, 
this bill saved veterans’ healthcare 
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from Republicans’ harmful cuts and 
prevented an economic disaster for the 
American people. 

This bill will fully fund the PACT 
Act’s toxic exposure fund for veterans 
exposed to burn pits with an increase 
of $15 billion, and it makes this funding 
mandatory. That is why I will vote 
‘‘yes’’ today. 

f 

REMEMBERING DR. ALLAN 
BERNSTEIN 

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

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise to honor the life of Dr. 
Allan Bernstein, a former Tustin 
mayor known as ‘‘Doc’’. He passed 
away on May 24, 2023. 

Dr. Bernstein devoted many years to 
serving the city of Tustin, serving on 
the city council from 2012 to 2020 and 
as mayor in 2017 and also in 2020. He 
also served on several State and county 
boards and committees. 

He was committed to seeing Tustin 
thrive and always looked after the best 
interests of his residents, businesses, 
and staff. 

Doc was a dear friend of mine, and I 
know he truly cared about the Tustin 
community. I join our Tustin commu-
nity in mourning his passing and send 
my deepest condolences to his wife, 
Randi; son and daughter-in-law, Adam 
and Karlee; and his mother, Ruth. 

f 

OHIO ENERGY RATE HIKES 

(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 address an immense burden 
being shifted onto Ohio electric rate-
payers beginning this week while Con-
gress works to prevent a national de-
fault. 

Ohio customers who buy electricity 
directly from disgraced FirstEnergy 
Corporation may see rates increase by 
as much as 47 percent starting in June. 

If your energy bill is $50, you will 
now pay $73.50 a month. If your bill is 
$100 a month on average, you will pay 
$147 per month. These new rates will 
last through May of 2024. 

The State of Ohio seems to have no 
problem with a system where 
FirstEnergy, a criminal nuclear enter-
prise, can shift $1.3 billion in their 
losses to ratepayers. When it comes 
time to pay its taxes, the company has 
an effective tax rate of negative 1.3 per-
cent. Then FirstEnergy bilks millions 
more from the Federal Government in-
stead of paying its fair share. 

As Ohio families struggle to keep up 
with inflation, put food on the table, 
and pay for childcare, FirstEnergy is 
squeezing consumers to pay for its 
criminal behavior. For shame. This 
corruption cannot stand. 

RECOGNIZING GENERAL RANDY 
GEORGE 

(Mrs. HINSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. HINSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize General Randy 
George, a native of Alden, Iowa, who 
was recently nominated to be the next 
Army Chief of Staff. This is a tremen-
dous and well-deserved honor for Gen-
eral George. 

General George served our Nation 
both in Iraq and Afghanistan. He is a 
decorated military hero, having earned 
a Purple Heart and Defense Distin-
guished Service Medal, among many 
other accolades. 

General George exemplifies distin-
guished and selfless service. It is only 
because of brave Americans like Gen-
eral George that we can wave our 
American flag, we can speak freely, 
and we can practice the religion that 
we choose. 

I am hopeful that his service inspires 
the next generation of Iowans and 
Americans to answer our Nation’s call. 

General George has made his home-
town of Alden, Iowa, and the entire 
Hawkeye State proud. 

f 

CLEAN DEBT BILL 

(Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in awe of Republicans’ ability 
to hijack our economy and put lives at 
risk. 

We should be voting on a clean debt 
limit bill, not a quasi-budget bill that 
began with their phony default on 
America act. 

They usurped a legitimate policy 
process to get gains they knew would 
never make it across the finish line. 
This has been about a vengeful GOP 
party chomping at the bit for retribu-
tion and willing to push our country to 
the brink of economic catastrophe. 

Let’s not forget where we started. 
Republicans wanted to cut food bene-
fits, eliminate healthcare, and take 
away benefits from veterans. 

I want to know how they can say 
they stand for this Republic and the 
American people, when their actions 
say the opposite. They have proven 
what they were willing to do to our 
families and the global economy. 

They think they are drawing blood 
from Democrats, but really, they are 
exacting their pound of flesh from the 
American people. If that is what they 
stand for, then like the Speaker votes, 
later today should be easy for them. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF FAUSTO 
G. DIAZ 

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

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of my con-
stituent and friend, Fausto G. Diaz. 

A fellow member of the Christopher 
Columbus High School family, Fausto 
was a successful Cuban-American en-
trepreneur and job creator who, along 
with parents Remedios and Fausto and 
sister Rosie, took their business to new 
heights. 

Fausto was deeply patriotic, loved 
this country and never forgot about his 
parents’ native homeland of Cuba. He 
was a tireless advocate for Cuba’s free-
dom and the importance of keeping 
sanctions on the brutal regime that 
strangles the island. 

Above all, Fausto was a loving son, 
brother, father, grandfather, and uncle 
who was so proud of his growing fam-
ily. 

Fausto passed away unexpectedly on 
the morning of Tuesday, May 30, but 
his legacy lives on in his children, Jac-
queline and Fausto; and grandchildren, 
Victor and Katherine. 

Rest easy, my friend. 
f 

REMEMBERING CONEN MORGAN 

(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, I rise 
today and stand in solidarity with my 
fellow North Carolina delegation mem-
bers to honor and remember the life 
and legacy of Conen Morgan. 

Conen was a friend and a giant in the 
world of North Carolina political advo-
cacy and public policy. He had an un-
canny ability to connect with people 
from all walks of life, bridging divides 
and fostering a sense of unity. 

He wanted everyone to have access to 
the American Dream. His passion in 
life was to work for fairness and eq-
uity. 

Conen left this world a brighter place 
for current and future generations of 
North Carolinians. May we find 
strength in each other as we remember 
the profound impact Conen Morgan 
made in our lives, and may we strive to 
carry forward his legacy of compassion, 
dedication, and tireless advocacy. 

f 

RESTORING FISCAL SANITY 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, today on behalf of all Ameri-
cans, the House will be voting on the 
Fiscal Responsibility Act to restore fis-
cal sanity and hold Washington ac-
countable. 

Yesterday, a New York Post editorial 
acknowledged that the debt limit deal 
from Speaker KEVIN MCCARTHY is a win 
for the Nation. 

It advances the GOP’s control-spend-
ing agenda significantly, on multiple 
fronts. Most crucially, it starts reduc-
ing Federal outlays immediately and it 
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cuts some spending. That by itself is 
the first such major spending reduction 
ever. 

It also claws back tens of billions of 
dollars in unspent COVID relief. It adds 
work requirements for food stamps. It 
also adds some budgeting/appropria-
tions rules that should prevent another 
omnibus monster to avoid a govern-
ment shutdown. It is the first reform in 
decades of environmental rules that 
slow major energy and infrastructure 
projects. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops 
who successfully protected America for 
20 years as the global war on terrorism 
continues moving from the Afghani-
stan safe haven to America with 
Biden’s open borders. 

f 

HONORING CONEN MORGAN 

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

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I too rise to honor a true 
North Carolinian, Conen Morgan. 
Conen was taken from us at the age of 
42 in a recent boating accident. 

Mr. Speaker, he dearly loved North 
Carolina. Conen used his God-given tal-
ents to make our State and Nation bet-
ter. 

He led the Longleaf Agency. Conen 
was wise beyond his years and known 
for his knack and insights into our 
State and Nation. 

Conen’s hard work, determination, 
and dedication did not go unnoticed. 
He made a positive impact on the lives 
of people across North Carolina. 

We will miss his warmth whenever he 
walked into a room and his infectious 
smile. 

Mr. Speaker, I join those in eastern 
North Carolina and across our State in 
sending our deepest sympathy to his 
wife, Reyna; his family; and friends. 

f 

HONORING CLEVELAND JOSEPH 
FOUNTAIN 

(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 to honor the life of 
Cleve Fountain who was involved in his 
community with a deep commitment 
to public service. 

Early on in his life, he was a member 
of the YMCA and the Boy Scouts of 
America. He joined the U.S. Army at 
age 15 and served in the Pacific theater 
during World War II and finished his 
service with the rank of second lieuten-
ant. 

He moved to Port Wentworth, Geor-
gia, my hometown. He owned Fountain 
Funeral Home and Westview Nursing 
and Rehabilitation Center. He was our 
mayor. He was our county commis-
sioner. 

In 1988, I set out to achieve a goal of 
mine and that was to own my own busi-

ness. I went to two banks. Both of 
them turned me down. I went to the 
third bank. They gave me the loan. 

They gave me the loan because Cleve 
Fountain called and told them that I 
was a fine young man and that I came 
from a good family. 

Mr. Speaker, in our lives there are 
people and places we remember. I will 
always remember Cleve Fountain for 
what he did for me and what he did for 
my family. 

f 

ADVANCING ENVIRONMENTAL 
JUSTICE 

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

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, everyone, 
no matter their ZIP Code, should be 
able to enjoy natural resources. This 
week, Congresswoman MELANIE 
STANSBURY and I introduced the Envi-
ronmental Justice in Recreation Per-
mitting Act to require the Biden ad-
ministration to complete an inner- 
agency report on the effects of special 
recreation permits on environmental 
justice communities. 

Our communities of color, Mr. Speak-
er, low-income communities, Tribal 
and indigenous communities are on the 
front lines of the climate crisis. 

Enabling greater connections be-
tween environmental justice commu-
nities and recreation opportunities on 
our public lands and waters is just the 
beginning of advancing true environ-
mental justice for our residents in 
Michigan’s 12th District and beyond. 

Every single American, Mr. Speaker, 
deserves the right to breathe clean air, 
and every American deserves to experi-
ence all that our public lands and 
waters have to offer. This body must do 
more to protect them instead of gut-
ting our bedrock environmental laws. 

This legislation, Mr. Speaker, did 
pass the House in the Protecting Amer-
ica’s Wilderness and Public Lands Act, 
and I urge my colleagues to pass this 
commonsense bill again this session. 

f 

USE OF AERIAL FIRE RETARDANT 
(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, there 
was a crazy lawsuit brought by an envi-
ronmental group here recently in the 
West to stop the usage of fire retardant 
that is used to fight forest fires, that 
red stuff that comes out of the aircraft 
that they drop on fires to keep them 
from getting worse. 

Thankfully, that lawsuit was over-
ruled. A district judge ruled that the 
U.S. Forest Service can keep using the 
aerial fire retardant for at least an-
other couple of years, so we have that 
going for us. 

Now, they do have to keep checking 
back every 6 months to make sure that 
they are working on a permit process 
to keep the ability to use that fire re-
tardant to put out forest fires. 

As you know, every year millions of 
acres of forest go up, sending even the 
smoke plume all the way back here to 
the East Coast sometimes and causing 
health days to not be able to go out-
side. 

Here in Congress, we have legislation 
ready. I have introduced H.R. 1586, the 
Forest Protection and Wildland Fire-
fighter Safety Act of 2023, so we will be 
ready in case there is a court ruling 
that comes in and says they can’t use 
that stuff anymore. Congress needs to 
act. 

f 

b 1430 

I AM HERE FOR STRUGGLING 
FAMILIES 

(Mrs. RAMIREZ asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, today 
we will vote on a bill that reflects how 
little Republicans care about everyday 
people, even their own constituents. 

We should be voting on a straight-
forward extension of the debt ceiling, 
but instead Republicans are more than 
willing to force our Nation and econ-
omy into default just to score political 
wins. 

They want to increase work require-
ments on SNAP, a cruel resumption of 
student loan payments, and more re-
strictions on TANF. They are clearly 
not here for families who are strug-
gling. Well, I am. 

I am here for the 1.3 million student 
loan borrowers in Illinois who are 
being forced a resumption of payments 
when people are struggling to keep up 
with their bills. 

I am here for the 76,836 people across 
Illinois who are counting on TANF 
cash assistance. I am also here for the 
1.9 million residents of Illinois who all 
count on SNAP to put food on their 
table. 

Representing them is my responsi-
bility, and it is why I know that we 
could have worked on a clean debt ceil-
ing, but this hostage situation is not 
something I can vote for. 

f 

SETTING OUR AIM HIGH ENOUGH 

(Mrs. SPARTZ asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. SPARTZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my grave concern 
with the fiscal state of our Nation, as 
someone who spent over a decade in 
the finance and accounting profession. 

We are going to be voting on the Fis-
cal Responsibility Act today. One side 
will say how great it is, and the other 
side will say how awful it is, but really 
it is meaningless, considering the im-
mense gravity of our fiscal problems. 

As Michelangelo once said: ‘‘The 
greater danger for most of us lies not 
in setting our aim too high and falling 
short; but in setting our aim too low, 
and achieving our mark.’’ 
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Unfortunately, this Congress is not 

setting its aim high enough for all of 
the people who died for our Republic 
and for future generations. I hope we 
will have a backbone to do it someday. 

f 

SAVING EDUARDO’S LIFE 
(Mr. GREEN of Texas asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise today, and I rise today 
to express my gratitude and apprecia-
tion for Eduardo. Eduardo, Mr. Speak-
er, is a person who was in an auto acci-
dent and hurt severely, and it was dis-
covered that he was at the end stage of 
severe renal disease. Upon finding this 
out, he had to be dialyzed three times 
a week. 

Mr. Speaker, this picture shows a 
press event which Eduardo attended be-
cause he was removed from the coun-
try. I am here to thank the President, 
the Vice President, and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security, as well as the 
Congressional Black Caucus for getting 
him back into the country and saving 
his life. 

Mr. Speaker, once he was returned, 
the question was asked: What would 
you like to be when you grow up? 

He said: I want to go into the mili-
tary, the United States military, so 
that I can protect the United States of 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an immigrant 
who wants to protect our country, and 
I am grateful to those who saved his 
life. 

f 

END HUNGER NOW 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
first, I join with my colleague, JIM 
MCGOVERN, on our constant fight for 
ending hunger. I thank my colleague, 
the Honorable Mickey Leland, along 
with the late Congressman Emerson for 
beginning the Congressional Hunger 
Center and starting the Select Com-
mittee on Hunger in this Congress. 

As I transition to why I stand here 
today, one would wonder why this is so 
relevant. In about 24 hours, the State 
of Texas will take over a majority-mi-
nority school district that has been 
fighting to overcome the pandemic ef-
fect, but there are children who do not 
eat unless they have the programs that 
our public school system has been able 
to provide for them. They are hungry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLOOD). The time of the gentlewoman 
has expired. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. If the title I 
funding and other funding is gone, they 
are hungry. 

The Houston Independent School Dis-
trict should not be taken over because 
I wonder about the children who will 
go hungry under the new administra-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is no longer recognized. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3746, FISCAL RESPONSI-
BILITY ACT OF 2023 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 456 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 456 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 3746) to provide for a re-
sponsible increase to the debt ceiling. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. The amendment printed in 
the report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto, 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means or their respective designees; and 
(2) one motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oklahoma is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
my very good friend, the ranking mem-
ber of the Rules Committee, pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on House Res-
olution 456. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 

the Rules Committee met and reported 
out a rule, House Resolution 456, pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 3746, 
the Fiscal Responsibility Act, under a 
closed rule. It provides 1 hour of gen-
eral debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and it provides for one motion 
to recommit. 

I rise today in support of the rule and 
the underlying legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, today’s legislation has 
been a long time coming. An agree-
ment like the one we are considering 
today could and should have been in 
place much earlier. Instead, President 
Biden dithered and refused to negotiate 
with House Republicans, pushing us 

right up to the very brink of a cata-
strophic default. 

From day one, Speaker MCCARTHY 
and House Republicans tried to get 
President Biden and congressional 
Democrats to come to the negotiating 
table, but for months they refused. 
Over and over again, President Biden 
refused to meet with Speaker MCCAR-
THY to discuss the debt limit and the 
budget. He insisted, over and over 
again, that it was his way or the high-
way, and he told us over and over again 
that the only thing he would accept 
was a clean debt ceiling increase. It 
was that or nothing. 

Of course, it is easy to understand 
why President Biden wouldn’t want to 
talk about cutting spending. Just look 
at the spending record he has amassed. 
Since he took office, President Biden 
and congressional Democrats have in-
creased the 10-year spending trajectory 
by $10 trillion. They did this by passing 
a partisan reconciliation bill that 
spent $1.9 trillion, and then by passing 
another partisan reconciliation bill 
that added up to another $600 billion in 
new spending. President Biden himself 
issued executive orders that added $1.5 
trillion in spending, including his reck-
less and unconstitutional $400 billion 
plan to cancel student loan debt. 

When you lay it out like that, it is 
easy to see how we have reached the 
statutory debt ceiling so quickly, and 
it is easy to see why President Biden 
and congressional Democrats wouldn’t 
want any barriers to spending more 
and more money. They want the gravy 
train to keep flowing and the spending 
to keep increasing, which will ulti-
mately lead the Nation further and fur-
ther into debt. 

However, House Republicans dis-
agreed, and last month we acted. We 
passed the Limit, Save, Grow Act, a 
bill that responsibly lifts the debt ceil-
ing and changes the trajectory of fu-
ture spending downward. We agreed 
that the United States cannot, should 
not, and will not default on our na-
tional debt, but we also put forward 
clear, commonsense, and responsible 
savings that will bring reckless spend-
ing under control. 

What did Democrats do? Nothing; not 
a thing. Not a single Democrat in the 
House voted to lift the debt ceiling. 
Not a single House Democrat voted to 
save trillions of dollars over the next 10 
years. Our friends in the Senate, which 
is controlled by the Democrats, refused 
to take up the Limit, Save, Grow Act; 
and to this day, the Senate has refused 
to pass any bill lifting the debt limit. 
Not one. 

However, House Republicans have. 
For all the posturing on the other side 
of the aisle, I would remind everyone 
that House Republicans are the only 
ones who have taken concrete action to 
avoid default. President Biden’s refusal 
to negotiate for so long was what 
brought us so close to the brink of a 
catastrophic default in the first place. 

Having said all that, today we are 
bringing a bill to the floor that will re-
solve this crisis. This bill is the result 
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of negotiations between President 
Biden and House Republicans. It is not 
a perfect bill, but it does represent a 
compromise between the administra-
tion and Congress that is necessary in 
a divided government. Nobody got ev-
erything they wanted, but the end re-
sult is a truly historic bill. 

Consider what the bill does, Mr. 
Speaker. It responsibly lifts the debt 
ceiling through January 1, 2025. In ex-
change, it also puts in place a series of 
fiscal reforms that will save taxpayers 
money. For the first time in history, 
we are pairing a debt ceiling increase 
with a year-over-year decrease in 
spending. We will be spending less in 
fiscal year 2024 than we are in fiscal 
year 2023, something that has never 
happened before in conjunction with a 
debt ceiling increase. We accomplish 
that goal while preserving funding for 
our national defense and ensuring our 
veterans get the care they need and de-
serve. 

We have also clawed back $28 billion 
in unspent COVID pandemic relief dol-
lars that are no longer needed, the 
largest rescission in history. We have 
cut $1.4 billion that President Biden 
and congressional Democrats want to 
give to the IRS for new agents. We will 
cap future spending at just 1 percent 
growth per year for the next 6 years. 
We accomplish all of this without in-
cluding any new taxes or new govern-
ment programs, rejecting President 
Biden’s demands to charge hard-
working Americans another $5 trillion 
in taxes. 

However, that is not all this bill 
does. It includes real policy victories, 
Mr. Speaker, that will improve the 
lives of everyday Americans. The bill 
includes the first major reforms to 
work requirements for SNAP and 
TANF, ensuring that we can help lift 
people on these programs out of pov-
erty and into the workforce. The bill 
also includes major permitting reform 
provisions, reducing approval time for 
essential infrastructure and energy 
projects. 

None of this would have happened 
but for President Biden’s decision to 
come to the table and negotiate. Addi-
tionally, none of this would have hap-
pened but for House Republicans doing 
the responsible thing and insisting on 
fiscal reforms. Together, we are doing 
something good for the Nation. We are 
avoiding a devastating default on the 
national debt, and we are enacting 
needed fiscal reform to put us on a 
more sustainable spending path. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, let me first thank the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, the distin-
guished chairman, for yielding me the 
customary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, with less than a week 
from default, we have been rushed back 
to Washington because Republicans de-
cided they wanted to waste months 
playing games with the debt limit. 

They said if Democrats and President 
Biden didn’t give House Republicans 
everything they wanted, they were pre-
pared to push the entire economy off a 
cliff, causing catastrophic, lasting, ir-
reparable damage to America. 

Even though the GOP voted three 
times to prevent default when Donald 
Trump was President, even though 97 
percent of the debt was accumulated 
before President Biden took office and 
over a quarter of the debt was accumu-
lated under Donald Trump, even 
though Republicans had no problem 
adding trillions to the debt with their 
giveaways to Big Oil and to Wall Street 
CEOs and lavish tax cuts for the very 
rich, now they choose to play Russian 
roulette with our economy. 

b 1445 

Frankly, we should not be here. We 
should have taken care of this months 
ago, but once again, Republicans are 
demonstrating that they cannot gov-
ern. 

Let’s rewind to the end of 2017. The 
last time Republicans held the major-
ity, they left our government with the 
longest shutdown in American history. 

Here we are today, dealing with a to-
tally manufactured crisis that jeopard-
izes the full faith and credit of the 
United States. 

Both then and now, Democrats have 
had to be the adults in the room to 
come in and clean up Republicans’ self- 
made mess. Every time Republicans 
are in charge, Mr. Speaker, they screw 
things up. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank President 
Biden, Shalanda Young, Steve 
Ricchetti, Louisa Terrell, Ashley 
Jones, Alicia Molt-West, and the White 
House team, as well as Leader 
JEFFRIES and his staff, for their leader-
ship throughout these negotiations. I 
am sure it wasn’t easy working with 
our Republican colleagues. I saw re-
ports that White House staff was holed 
up in a stuffy room late at night and 
early in the morning, arguing for hours 
on end with Republicans. 

All I can say as a longstanding mem-
ber of the Rules Committee: Welcome 
to the club. 

Mr. Speaker, because of their efforts, 
this bill is a lot less awful than it could 
have been. 

That said, I have some very real, 
very serious reservations about this 
bill. There are better ways to deal with 
our deficit than to further burden our 
Nation’s most vulnerable. 

We can make sure the wealthy and 
well connected pay their fair share. 

Let’s close the tax loopholes that 
millionaires and billionaires and cor-
porations exploit. This bill does the op-
posite. It cuts IRS funding that would 
have kept big corporations and the top 
1 percent in check. We have some of 
the wealthiest corporations on the en-
tire planet, and they pay little to no 
taxes. They should at least pay the 
rate their lowest paying workers pay. 

What about the military budget? ‘‘60 
Minutes’’ covered a story a couple of 

weekends ago where a former Pentagon 
official talked about the insane price 
gouging taking place at the Pentagon. 
He told us that the Pentagon overpays 
for almost everything—in one example, 
the Pentagon paid $10,000 for a $300 oil 
switch—but we are hearing from the 
Republicans that we can’t find any sav-
ings in the bloated Pentagon budget. 

Really? Instead, they say, let’s con-
tinue to take from the most vulnerable 
in our country. Give me a break. 

I know my Republican friends claim 
that investing less in military expendi-
tures would somehow undercut our na-
tional security. Yes, we want a defense 
budget that ensures we are second to 
none, but to put everything in perspec-
tive here, we spend more on our na-
tional defense than the next 10 coun-
tries combined, including China and 
Russia. Defense spending accounts for 
nearly half of discretionary spending. 

Our national security is so much 
more than bullets and bombs. It is 
healthcare. It is education and food. It 
is a clean environment. It is good jobs 
and safe neighborhoods. It includes 
adequate support for our veterans, our 
seniors, and for our children—all the 
things that strengthen our commu-
nities. 

Honestly, Mr. Speaker, thank God for 
Joe Biden. He secured expanded food 
benefits for some of the most vulner-
able individuals, like veterans, kids 
emerging from the foster care system, 
and the unhoused. 

It is clear the President entered 
these negotiations trying to protect as 
many people as possible from the 
GOP’s war on the poor, but at the end 
of the day, we should not be making 
tradeoffs between which vulnerable 
population gets to eat. 

I have a hard time understanding 
why we are kicking up to 700,000 older 
adults off of SNAP. It is just cruel. 
Food and hunger should not be a par-
tisan issue. It is a human issue, but Re-
publicans don’t care who they hurt. 

We have over 30 million people in this 
country who do not know where their 
next meal will come from. The current 
SNAP benefit, on average, is $6 per per-
son per day. That is $2 per meal. The 
majority of people on SNAP who can 
work do work, and we also know that 
work requirements do not work. 

In a February 2021 report titled: ‘‘The 
Effects of Changing SNAP Work Re-
quirement on the Health and Employ-
ment Outcomes of Able-Bodied Adults 
without Dependents,’’ exactly what we 
are talking about here today, it was re-
ported that losing SNAP made people 
less healthy and had no significant 
change in employment status. Again, 
work requirements do not work. 

By the way, if my Republican col-
leagues don’t believe me, they could 
have held a hearing. They could have 
held a hearing in the Agriculture Com-
mittee or in the Nutrition, Foreign Ag-
riculture, and Horticulture Sub-
committee. 

They didn’t hold a single hearing on 
this issue, not one. They have no clue 
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who this will adversely impact, and I 
don’t even think they care. You would 
think that we want to go into this 
knowing exactly how this legislation 
would affect our constituents, but they 
didn’t even have time for a hearing. 

Here is the kicker, Mr. Speaker. You 
are going to love this. Many of the peo-
ple in this Chamber who are trying to 
take food away from struggling Ameri-
cans are the same people who had their 
PPP loans forgiven. Some of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
received hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars—some, millions—in taxpayer dol-
lars that were used to forgive some of 
their loans. 

They had no problem with that. They 
just shrugged that off, but they say we 
cannot afford to help make sure that 
families can put food on their tables. It 
is ridiculous. 

I also have issues with the 
antienvironmental language in the 
deal. The bill slashes key NEPA protec-
tions, approves the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline, and doesn’t include trans-
mission reform. 

Look, we all knew there would have 
to be compromise. No side was going to 
get everything they wanted out of this 
deal, but Republicans have used this 
manufactured crisis to force policy 
changes that are so unpopular that 
they could not possibly get them 
through regular order. 

For some on the far, far right—and 
there are a lot of them over there—this 
bill isn’t mean enough. Let that sink 
in, everybody. 

By weaponizing the debt ceiling, Re-
publicans are establishing a precedent 
that will haunt us forever, that one 
party can use the full faith and credit 
of the United States as a hostage to 
pass their widely unpopular ideas that 
they could not get done through the 
normal legislative process. It is a 
lousy, lousy way to govern. 

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude by say-
ing that in this Republican-led Con-
gress, it has become unfashionable to 
worry about the poor and the vulner-
able, to believe in the principle that we 
should bring everyone along, that we 
must meet the needs of the many, not 
just of the few. 

Mr. Speaker, our goal should be to 
elevate people, not demean them. The 
policies being advocated and forced 
upon us by my Republican friends do 
not reflect my values. It is sad that, for 
them, solving problems and uplifting 
all people apparently is not their mis-
sion. 

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

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

I would quickly respond to my 
friend’s statement about the origins of 
the national debt. 

Let me remind him that much of this 
debt was accumulated in just the last 2 
years as a consequence of President 
Biden and congressional Democrats’ 
reckless spending spree. 

Consider this: In the spring of 2021, 
congressional Democrats, without a 

single Republican vote, pushed through 
a $1.9 trillion partisan spending bill. 

Last year, they enacted another par-
tisan spending bill, without a single 
Republican vote, with $600 billion in 
new spending, partly offset by budget 
gimmicks and higher taxes. 

President Biden himself put forward 
the unconstitutional and illegal stu-
dent debt cancellation, which, if al-
lowed to stand, would add another $400 
billion to the national debt. This is on 
top of all regular Federal spending and 
emergency spending for the COVID–19 
pandemic. 

As for the military budget, my 
friends call it bloated. Frankly, I think 
we should be spending more, but I will 
remind him we are giving the President 
what he asked for. If this budget is 
bloated for the Pentagon, they can ask 
the White House about it because it is 
the budget that they proposed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY), my 
very good friend and a distinguished 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), 
the chairman, for giving me time, de-
spite the fact that I voted against the 
rule in the Rules Committee. 

I respect that. I respect it immensely 
so that we can have a full and open de-
bate here on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I listened to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts wax on, 
talking about governing. I would say to 
the gentleman that we don’t govern; 
we represent. That is what we are sup-
posed to do, anyway, represent the peo-
ple of this country fed up with a gov-
ernment that is now 40 percent bigger 
since the beginning of COVID, a gov-
ernment barreling toward $36 trillion 
of debt, and an absolute devastating 
burden on the future of this country, 
on our children and our grandchildren, 
who are not going to be able to afford 
homes, not be able to go to school, not 
be able to afford food, groceries. 

Talk about food programs, I don’t 
hear a whole hell of a lot about what 
we are doing to devastate American 
families with rampant inflation be-
cause we keep spending money we 
don’t have. 

To my colleagues on this side of the 
aisle, my beef isn’t that I don’t under-
stand the struggle with the negotiators 
against that kind of reasoning. My beef 
is that you cut a deal that shouldn’t 
have been cut. 

The fact is, at best, we have a 2-year 
spending freeze that is full of loopholes 
and gimmicks that would allow for in-
creased funding for the Federal bu-
reaucracy in order to receive a $4 tril-
lion increase in the debt by January 1, 
2025. 

Mr. Speaker, we have permitting re-
form, which might have some good ele-
ments in it. The problem is, you have 
the Biden administration saying it will 
‘‘accelerate implementation of the his-
toric clean energy and environmental 
justice investments in the Inflation Re-
duction Act,’’ the very policies de-

stroying the American way of life and 
making them unable to afford energy 
and afford their food. 

We have watered-down work require-
ments that the CBO just said will actu-
ally increase the cost of SNAP by $2 
billion, a supposed 1 percent automatic 
top-line reduction in spending at the 
end of the year that will actually make 
a Christmas omnibus more likely, and 
a 2 percent cut to Biden’s $80 billion 
IRS expansion. 

Administrative paygo, I am told, we 
are not going to do the REINS Act. We 
are not going to restrain the regu-
latory state. We are going to do a 
waivable administrative paygo. 

Great. We will pass a bill next week. 
Yay us. It will die in the Senate. 

Why aren’t we using this leverage—a 
complete punt to SCOTUS on the Biden 
administration’s unfair, half-trillion- 
dollar student loan bailout; billions in 
COVID dollars left untouched to fund 
things like vaccines and COVID–19 
testing; and the loss of one of our big-
gest leverage points to force Biden to 
actually secure the southern border. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule and to 
oppose this legislation. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD a report by The 
Balance titled: ‘‘President Trump’s Im-
pact on the National Debt.’’ 

[From the balance, Jan. 26, 2022] 
PRESIDENT TRUMP’S IMPACT ON THE NATIONAL 

DEBT 
(By Kimberly Amadeo) 

The national debt increased by almost 36% 
during Trump’s tenure. 

Republican candidate Donald Trump prom-
ised during the 2016 presidential campaign 
that he would eliminate the nation’s debt in 
eight years. 

Instead, his budget estimates showed that 
he would actually add at least $8.3 trillion, 
increasing the U.S. debt to $28.5 trillion by 
2025. But the national debt reached that fig-
ure much sooner. The national debt stood at 
$19.9 trillion when President Trump took of-
fice in January 2017, and it reached a high of 
$27 trillion in October 2020. 

The national debt reached another high of 
$28 trillion less than two months after Presi-
dent Trump left office. In December 2021, 
Congress then increased the debt limit by 
$2.5 trillion, to almost $31.4 trillion, as debt 
rose again under President Joe Biden. 

HOW DID THE NATIONAL DEBT INCREASE? 
At first it seemed that Trump was low-

ering the debt. It fell $102 billion in the first 
six months after he took office. The debt was 
$19.9 trillion on Jan. 20, the day Trump was 
inaugurated. It was $19.8 trillion on July 30, 
thanks to the federal debt ceiling. 

Trump signed a bill increasing the debt 
ceiling on Sept. 8, 2017. The debt exceeded $20 
trillion for the first time in U.S. history 
later that day. Trump signed a bill on Feb. 9, 
2018, suspending the debt ceiling until March 
1, 2019. The total national debt was at $22 
trillion by February 2019. Trump again sus-
pended the debt ceiling in July 2019 until 
after the 2020 presidential election. 

The debt hit a record $27 trillion on Oct. 1, 
2020 before reaching further peaks in 2021 
that caused Congress to act again to raise 
the debt limit in December. 

Trump oversaw the fastest increase in the 
debt of any president, almost 36% from 2017 
to 2020. 
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DID PRESIDENT TRUMP REDUCE THE NATIONAL 

DEBT? 
Trump promised two strategies to reduce 

U.S. debt before taking office: He would in-
crease growth by 4% to 6%, and he would 
eliminate wasteful federal spending 

INCREASING GROWTH 
Trump promised while on the campaign 

trail to grow the economy by 4% to 6% annu-
ally to increase tax revenues. Once in office, 
he lowered his growth estimates to between 
2% and 3%. These more realistic projections 
are within the 2% to 3% healthy growth rate. 

President Trump also promised to achieve 
between 2% and 4% growth with tax cuts. 
The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act cut the corporate 
tax rate from 35% to 21% beginning in 2018. 
The top individual income tax rate dropped 
to 37%. The TCJA doubled the standard de-
duction and eliminated personal exemptions. 
The corporate cuts are permanent, but the 
individual changes expire at the end of 2025. 

According to the Laffer curve, tax cuts 
only stimulate the economy enough to make 
up for lost revenue when the rates are above 
50%. It worked during the Reagan adminis-
tration because the highest tax rate was 70% 
at that time. 

ELIMINATING WASTEFUL FEDERAL SPENDING 
Trump’s second strategy was to eliminate 

waste and redundancy in federal spending. 
He demonstrated this cost-consciousness 
during his campaign when he used his Twit-
ter account and rallies instead of expensive 
television ads. 

Trump was right that there is waste in fed-
eral spending. The problem isn’t finding it. 
The problem is in cutting it. Each program 
has a constituency that lobbies Congress. 
Eliminating these benefits may lose voters 
and contributors. Congressional representa-
tives may agree to cut spending in someone 
else’s district, but they resist doing so on 
their own. 

More than two-thirds of government spend-
ing goes to mandatory obligations made by 
previous acts of Congress. Social Security 
benefits cost $1.2 trillion in Fiscal Year 2021. 
Medicare cost $722 billion, and Medicaid cost 
$448 billion. The interest on the debt was $378 
billion. 

Military spending must also be cut to 
lower the debt because it’s such a large por-
tion of the budget. But Trump increased 
military spending in Fiscal Year (FY) 2021 to 
$933 billion. That includes three components: 

$636 billion base budget for the Department 
of Defense 

$69 billion in overseas contingency oper-
ations for DoD to fight the Islamic State 
group 

$229 billion to fund the other agencies that 
protect our nation, including the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs ($105 billion), 
Homeland Security ($50 billion), the State 
Department ($44 billion), the National Nu-
clear Security Administration in the Depart-
ment of Energy ($20 billion), and the FBI and 
Cybersecurity for the eDepartment of Jus-
tice ($10 billion) 

Only $595 billion was left to pay for every-
thing else budgeted for FY 2021 after manda-
tory and military spending. That includes 
agencies that process Social Security and 
other benefits. It also includes the necessary 
functions performed by the Department of 
Justice and the Internal Revenue Service. 
We’d have to eliminate it all to make a dent 
in the $966 billion deficit. 

You can’t reduce the deficit or debt with-
out major cuts to defense and mandated ben-
efits programs. Cutting waste isn’t enough. 

DID TRUMP’S BUSINESS DEBT AFFECT HIS 
APPROACH TO U.S. DEBT? 

Trump said in an interview with CNBC 
during his 2016 campaign that he would ‘‘bor-

row, knowing that if the economy crashed, 
you could make a deal.’’ But sovereign debt 
is different from personal debt. It can’t be 
handled the same way. 

A 2016 Fortune magazine analysis revealed 
Trump’s business was $1.11 billion in debt. 
That includes $846 million owed on five prop-
erties. These include Trump Tower, 40 Wall 
Street, and 1290 Avenue of the Americas in 
New York. It also includes the Trump Hotel 
in Washington, D.C., and 555 California 
Street in San Francisco. But the income gen-
erated by these properties easily pays their 
annual interest payment. Trump’s debt is 
reasonable in the business world. 

The U.S. debt-to-GDP ratio was 129% at 
the end of 2020. That’s the $27.8 trillion U.S. 
debt as of December 2020, divided by the $21.5 
trillion nominal GDP at the end of the sec-
ond quarter this year. 

The World Bank compares countries based 
on their total debt-to-gross domestic product 
ratio. It considers a country to be in trouble 
if that ratio is greater than 77%. 

The high U.S. debt-to-GDP ratio didn’t dis-
courage investors. America is one of the 
safest economies in the world and its cur-
rency is the world’s reserve currency. Inves-
tors purchase U.S. Treasurys in a flight to 
safety even during a U.S. economic crisis. 
That’s one reason why interest rates plunged 
to historical lows in March 2020 after the 
coronavirus outbreak. Those falling interest 
rates meant that America’s debt could in-
crease, but interest payments remain stable. 

The U.S. also has a massive fixed pension 
expense and health insurance costs. A busi-
ness can renege on these benefits, ask for 
bankruptcy, and weather the resulting law-
suits, but a president and Congress can’t cut 
back those costs without losing their jobs at 
the next election. As such, Trump’s experi-
ence in handling business debt did not trans-
fer to managing the U.S. debt. 

HOW THE NATIONAL DEBT AFFECTS YOU 

The national debt doesn’t affect you di-
rectly until it reaches the tipping point. It 
slows economic growth once the debt-to-GDP 
ratio exceeds 77% for an extended period of 
time. Every percentage point of debt above 
this level costs the country 0.017 percentage 
points in economic growth, according to a 
World Bank analysis. 

The first sign of trouble is when interest 
rates start to rise significantly. Investors 
need a higher return to offset the greater 
perceived risk. They start to doubt that the 
debt can be paid off. 

The second sign is that the U.S. dollar 
loses value. You will notice that as inflation 
rises, imported goods cost more. Gas and 
grocery prices rise. Travel to other countries 
also becomes much more expensive. 

The cost of providing benefits and paying 
the interest on the debt will skyrocket as in-
terest rates and inflation rise. That leaves 
less money for other services. The govern-
ment will be forced to cut services or raise 
taxes at that point. This will further slow 
economic growth. Continued deficit spending 
will no longer work at that point. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, talk 
about spending. The national debt in-
creased by almost 36 percent from 2017 
to 2020 during Trump’s tenure. 

I wish the gentleman from Texas was 
on the floor screaming then as he is 
now. He has no problem with spending 
trillions of dollars on tax cuts for rich 
people and taxpayer subsidies for Big 
Oil companies, but when it comes to 
providing people the basics to be able 
to put food on the table, he has a prob-
lem. We just don’t share the same val-
ues. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. RUIZ). 

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, let’s be clear. 
This bill is not about fiscal responsi-
bility. It is about the extreme GOP 
pushing their extreme agenda. 

Extreme Republicans demanded to 
cut veterans’ healthcare; to zero out 
the toxic exposures fund for sick, burn- 
pit-exposed veterans; to end protec-
tions for our environment and allow 
polluters to expose workers and com-
munities to toxic chemicals for cor-
porate profits; to cut Medicare, 
childcare, and education; and to repeal 
efforts to make our air and water 
cleaner, especially in vulnerable com-
munities. 

If they didn’t get their way, they 
held hostage the American economy 
and threatened to send America into 
default, raising costs for families, cut-
ting 1 million jobs for workers, and 
devastating seniors’ retirements. 

Mr. Speaker, today, under this Re-
publican-manufactured extreme crisis, 
we will take up the bipartisan budget 
agreement to prevent a Republican cat-
astrophic default. 

President Biden, in this bill, made 
sure veterans got the care that they 
needed by funding the toxic exposures 
fund for burn pit veterans and keeping 
in place the key provisions of the Infla-
tion Reduction Act’s environmental 
and clean energy protections to stop 
polluters from harming people. He was 
able to protect Medicaid, with no 
changes to Medicaid, and maintain 
healthcare access for millions of fami-
lies across the country. He preserved 
funding for clean energy programs to 
clean up our air. 

b 1500 
Look, if extreme Republicans were 

serious about fiscal responsibility, they 
would have accepted President Biden’s 
budget that would have reduced the 
deficit by $3 trillion. Instead, this bill 
only reduces it by $1.5 trillion. Never-
theless, today I will vote for the bipar-
tisan agreement. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for 
the purpose of a response. 

I remind my friend from California 
that we actually filed a veterans’ bill 
that increased veteran spending, so 
that canard is just simply not the case. 
We, from the very beginning, were 
going to take care of veterans, and we 
filed legislation to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS), 
my very good friend, my classmate, 
and the distinguished vice chairman of 
the Rules Committee. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak in support of the rule 
and the underlying legislation. In-
cluded within the rule measure is H.R. 
3746, the Fiscal Responsibility Act. 
Fortunately, the Fiscal Responsibility 
Act makes worthwhile reforms that 
will safeguard America’s fiscal sol-
vency. 

Mr. Speaker, 100 days, that is how 
long President Biden flirted with eco-
nomic calamity because he was too 
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stubborn to come to terms with the 
new political reality. The American 
people did not send a Republican ma-
jority to continue business as usual. 

Mr. Speaker, the typical business as 
usual is where elected lawmakers come 
together in a lameduck session and 
knock the bottom out of the country’s 
finances. 

Well, no more, Mr. Speaker. 
With the passage of this legislation, 

Republicans are putting America back 
on a sound fiscal footing by reducing 
nondiscretionary funding, reforming 
entitlement programs, and adding re-
quirements that Congress pass its 12 
appropriations bills on time. That is a 
massive change from the status quo. 

Credit our fellow Rules Committee 
member, THOMAS MASSIE, for the con-
cept of including this in the debt limit 
bill, because if the appropriators can-
not pass all 12 of their appropriations 
bills by September 30, it automatically 
goes to a continuing resolution with a 
1 percent reduction. That is the first 
time that that has ever happened. So 
we have budget enforcement, in fact, 
without blowing up the filibuster over 
in the Senate, and we all know what 
that could lead to. 

While no one can say that they got 
everything they wanted in this bill, 
and candidly, I don’t think the permit-
ting reforms are nearly enough. The 
NEPA reform included in this bill is an 
important first step, but there is no 
question that we will need to do much 
more. 

The full faith and credit of the 
United States is preserved with this 
legislative product. Bear this in mind: 
If the United States were to default on 
its debt, there actually is another 
country, the People’s Republic of 
China, who would like to be the reserve 
currency of the world. We will not give 
them that chance when we pass this 
bill. 

I commend PATRICK MCHENRY and 
GARRET GRAVES for their hard work in 
bringing us this vital piece of legisla-
tion. I commend the Speaker for bring-
ing it to a vote on the floor today after 
72 hours for Members to read and un-
derstand the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge everyone to sup-
port the rule and the underlying legis-
lation. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Ms. LEGER 
FERNANDEZ), a member of the Rules 
Committee. 

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr. 
Speaker, we are where we are at today, 
at the precipice of ruin, because ex-
treme Republicans chose to hold Amer-
icans hostage by refusing to pay Amer-
ica’s bills. Their chaos created fear and 
stress as Americans worried about a 
catastrophic recession. 

Extreme Republicans’ ransom de-
mand was the default on America act, 
a proposal which targeted rural com-
munities, Head Start, veterans’ 
healthcare, and more, with 22 percent 
tax cuts—all to pay for the Trump tax 

cuts for the wealthiest CEOs that 
added $2 trillion to the deficit. 

Rather than making the wealthiest 
pay their fair share, extreme Repub-
licans wanted to balance the budget on 
American’s growling, hungry stom-
achs. 

Democrats proposed amendments to 
the default on America act to protect 
programs like rural development and 
veterans’ healthcare programs. Repub-
licans rejected every amendment. 

So we went to our communities. We 
told them the truth about what the Re-
publicans’ default on America act 
would do. Americans listened, and they 
spoke out against the Republicans’ 
plan. 

When Democrats and President 
Biden’s team went into the room to ne-
gotiate with Republicans, the voices of 
veterans, seniors, and working Ameri-
cans went in, too. 

Now, we have H.R. 3746. The bill does 
save us from economic catastrophe. It 
rejects the most extreme and cruel pro-
posals contained in the Republicans’ 
default on America act. It allows ad-
vanced appropriations for the Indian 
Health Service, and protects clean en-
ergy tax credits and healthcare for vet-
erans. 

Is it perfect? Absolutely not. 
I do not support many of the changes 

to our environmental laws and our so-
cial safety net programs. 

Let’s talk fiscal responsibility for a 
moment. President Trump increased 
the debt by $8 trillion. In contrast, 
President Biden reduced the deficit in 
his first 2 years alone by $1.7 trillion, 
while creating 12 million jobs, bringing 
manufacturing back, and making the 
largest investments to address the cli-
mate crisis ever. 

The bill today reduces the deficit by 
only $1.5 trillion. If we had merely 
passed the President’s budget, we 
would have decreased the deficit by $3 
trillion, without creating the fear and 
economic insecurity that extreme 
MAGA Republicans have forced Ameri-
cans to endure. 

Let me repeat this point: This crisis 
didn’t have to happen. Everything in 
this bill could have been negotiated 
through the normal process without a 
debt crisis. Indeed, that is how it has 
almost always been done, except for in 
2011 when the Republicans did this be-
fore. The American people need to tell 
the Republicans: No more hostage tak-
ing. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. RESCHENTHALER), my 
very good friend, a distinguished mem-
ber of both the Appropriations and the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman of the Rules 
Committee for being generous in yield-
ing me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of this rule and in support of the under-
lying legislation. 

Today, the House is taking historic 
steps to address our Nation’s out-of- 

control debt. This House Republican 
win rescinds $28 billion in unobligated 
COVID funds. It cuts over $2 trillion in 
government spending. It reins in the 
executive branch, and it rejects the 
President’s extreme $5 trillion in pro-
posed tax increases. 

Further, this legislation will help lift 
Americans out of poverty and grow our 
economy by cutting red tape and 
streamlining energy and infrastructure 
projects. 

H.R. 3746 also includes an important 
provision championed by House Repub-
licans, and that is to complete the 
Mountain Valley Pipeline. MVP is near 
completion, but the last 14 miles— 
there are just 14 miles left—are being 
held up by extreme radical, far-left 
judges. 

When completed, this pipeline will 
help reduce costs for hardworking 
Americans in South Carolina, North 
Carolina, and Virginia. It will simulta-
neously help the economies of Pennsyl-
vania, Ohio, and West Virginia with 
thousands of construction jobs and mil-
lions of dollars in royalty payments, 
just in Pennsylvania alone. It will be 
$150 million a year in royalty payments 
just to Pennsylvania alone, and it will 
lead to direct investment in rural com-
munities. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the rule and 
the underlying legislation. I urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
honored to yield 2 minutes to the very 
distinguished gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, there has 
been a lot of argument about who is re-
sponsible for why we are here. 

Mr. ROY, the gentleman from Texas, 
as I was coming in, spoke about keep-
ing leverage. 

Now, what do you keep leverage for? 
You keep it so you can make some-
thing that you want to happen happen. 

The Speaker of this House has said 
default is not an option. The leader of 
the Democratic Party in this House 
has said default is not an option. But 
that wasn’t good enough that we 
agreed. 

It was, as the gentleman from Texas 
said, our Republican friends that want-
ed to keep leverage. They wanted to ac-
complish, essentially, in the appropria-
tion bill, what they couldn’t either ac-
complish or pass in the Appropriations 
Committee here because of their ex-
traordinarily devastating bill that they 
offered and passed, which some of them 
are going to have to answer for in the 
next election. 

What today is about is whether we 
are going to hurt 330 million Ameri-
cans; whether we are going to hurt the 
global economy. That is what this is 
about. 

From my perspective, there is only 
one answer: to pass a bill that, in fact, 
does not have America welch on its 
debts or, alternatively, to defeat a bill 
which will devastate our economy and 
be catastrophic globally. That is why 
we are here. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge every Member to 

think of those 330 million Americans, 
all of whom will be hurt if we fail to do 
our duty. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. 
MOLINARO), my very good friend. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Speaker, I have 
only been here for 5 months, but I al-
ready have been blamed for things I 
have and have not done, for actions we 
did or didn’t take. 

We are here now. We are here now at 
a moment where Americans, by design 
or default, have given us a bipartisan 
government, and the House Repub-
licans delivered on a promise to hold 
up the Federal Government for ac-
countability and we have an agree-
ment. That agreement will move this 
Nation forward. 

I will speak very specifically about 
one component. I, Mr. Speaker, grew 
up on food stamps. My mother, diag-
nosed with depression, would not have 
survived without that assistance. She 
was encouraged and worked hard and 
got on her feet and ultimately achieved 
independence. 

For the last 12 years, I have adminis-
tered a social service agency in the 
State of New York. 

The Fiscal Responsibility Act takes 
important action, not to punish our 
most vulnerable at all. In fact, takes 
real steps to ensure those most vulner-
able among us are protected and served 
and have access to the support that 
they deserve and, by the way, find 
their way to work. 

This bill holds States like New York 
and others accountable. It holds them 
accountable for waiving restrictions, 
expanding access, not to help the most 
vulnerable, but to bloat and to grow 
and to increase State government. 

Because of action States have taken, 
the most vulnerable are left to fend for 
themselves, demoralized, dehumanized, 
and feeling worthless, while States like 
New York increase their infrastruc-
ture, their government, and leverage 
Federal taxpayer dollars, not to benefit 
those who need the help the most, but 
to benefit State government. 

This bill starts a very important step 
of holding States accountable and as-
sisting those who are most vulnerable 
among us. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues 
not only to support the rule, but to 
support the underlying bill. We have an 
opportunity here to make a measurable 
difference in the lives of those who 
struggle the most, and this is an effort 
to ensure that happens. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just remind the gentleman that 
under the new standards in this bill, 
700,000 older Americans, vulnerable 
Americans, will lose their food bene-
fits. If that is his idea of protecting the 
vulnerable, we don’t want your help. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
COHEN). 

b 1515 
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, before us 

today, we have a difficult vote. Like 
many of my Democratic colleagues, I 
would have preferred to vote on a clean 
debt ceiling bill. I signed a discharge 
petition, along with all of my Demo-
cratic colleagues to bring a debt ceil-
ing bill to the House floor, but we 
couldn’t get just five Republicans to 
join us to force that vote. 

That is why we are here today be-
cause not just five Republicans could 
do that. I don’t like the language in 
the bill to bypass environmental re-
views and approve the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline. There are pipelines that have 
leaked and there are pipelines that 
have leaked. 

I joined Representatives McClellan, 
Beyer, and others in the Virginia dele-
gation in support of an amendment of-
fered to remove that language, but it 
wasn’t allowed to be voted upon. I 
don’t like the permitting reform that 
strips NEPA of its authorities. 

Instead of rolling back regulations, 
we should be adequately funding the 
agency so that staff can help projects 
be built in a timely and responsible 
manner. I don’t like that tax cuts for 
the wealthiest Americans are pro-
tected. The Trump tax scam, which 
was not funded, raised the debt by $2 
trillion, and not an effort was made to 
put more duty and responsibility on 
those individuals. 

I sponsored a bill to make billion-
aires pay their fair share. They should. 
Despite all the things we don’t like 
about this bill, including the addition 
of work requirements for SNAP recipi-
ents in their 50s, as Members of Con-
gress, we have tough decisions to make 
and ultimately do what is best for our 
constituents and our country. 

In my district, in particular, we have 
to protect the progress we have made 
in the last 2 years that is providing a 
boost to Memphis; for instance, in 
healthcare and energy savings we have 
secured for seniors and others through-
out the district under the Inflation Re-
duction Act and the Infrastructure In-
vestment and Jobs Act. 

These investments are funding im-
provements and smart development in 
my district now, but Republicans have 
tried to defund them. We need to pro-
tect Medicaid, Medicare, and Social Se-
curity, but the Republican majority 
was trying to take away those benefits 
from over 20 million Americans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, we pro-
tected Social Security, Medicaid, and 
Medicare in these bills. We needed a 
clean debt ceiling. We didn’t get it. The 
fact is, the Republicans brought us to 
this brink because they wanted to ex-
tract political damage on President 
Biden, and if the American people were 
there as collateral damage, so be it. 

When Trump was President, they ap-
proved every extension of the debt re-
lief, and yet when Biden is here, no. 
This is extortion, but we have to deal 
with it. It is for the benefit of our 
country and the world’s economy, and I 
will vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to say my good friend, Mr. 
COLE—because he is my good friend— 
Mr. COLE had the facts very much in-
correct. 

The President of the United States 
was protecting the American people, 
protecting their future, and being, in 
essence, the great protector, while my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
were passing legislation that was tak-
ing away H.R. 1, 30 million medical ap-
pointments for veterans, and throwing 
millions of Americans off of Medicaid. 
That is why the President was trying 
to get a clean debt ceiling, so we could 
come back as a House, Democrats 
working to get a fair budget bill. 

That did not happen as he waited 
over and over again to see whether or 
not the Republicans would do what was 
done in the last administration and 
raise the debt ceiling not for debt, but 
to pay America’s bills. 

Now, this picture depicts the Speaker 
Emeritus and Good Hope Baptist 
Church with the children in daycare. 
Under the leadership of my friends, 
without the work that we are doing 
now to pay our bills, nondiscretionary 
funding, which takes care of Head 
Starts and childcare, would have been 
literally thrown out and families would 
be standing in line looking for an 
empty chair for their child to go in so 
they could go to work. In actuality, 
that is what Democrats did to ensure 
that did not happen. 

Today, we stand on this floor to say 
that we will not allow the cruelty of 
default. We will not allow hostage tak-
ing. We will stand for the American 
people. We will ensure that the expan-
sion of veterans and homeless persons 
and children in foster care that are 
now able to get SNAP, that is because 
we continue to fight, even though we 
could not get the Republicans to come 
to the table for 4 or 5 months. 

I offered amendments to provide an 
increase or provision for those students 
who are still in their families’ homes. 

Mr. Speaker, I am here today to speak on 
the Rule offered here today in consideration of 
H.R. 3746, the Fiscal Responsibility Act of 
2023. 

It is important to highlight and discuss how 
we got here and what is at stake with this crit-
ical and momentous measure. 

I know I am not alone in the disappointment 
at what steps have been taken to hold our na-
tion’s economy hostage and put American 
lives at risk. 

It is shameful that, while we have a bipar-
tisan agreement here today, we have taken 
painful compromises to get here. 
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And although arduous efforts on both sides 

of the aisle allowed for us to move forward 
with this agreement, and some critical protec-
tions for the American people have been pre-
served—it must be stated that this agreement 
is not one that entirely reflects what we in 
Congress should be united on—namely, our 
most basic and fundamental truths that hold 
us together as a democracy. 

We are a nation that upholds the ability for 
all to prosper, as well as one that upholds the 
ability for all Americans to be protected and 
cared for in our times of greatest need. 

It is important to understand that the foun-
dations of a society do not extend only to its 
political and economic system; they must ex-
tend to its social and moral system as well. 

Taking all of these in balance there is no 
other comparable governmental system that 
has raised the standard of living of millions of 
people, created vast new wealth and re-
sources, or inspired so many beneficial inno-
vations and technologies. 

Governmental structures providing for pro-
tections and safety nets for all Americans is 
what makes us all successful as a nation 
united. 

Creating and preserving such structure is 
the critical investment in our government, our 
nation, our security, and our development and 
growth for current and future generations to 
benefit from. 

Yet, instead of investing in America, many 
of my Republican colleagues would rather 
focus on holding our economy hostage to ad-
vance unpopular and dangerous priorities. 

Holding our nation’s debt ceiling as collat-
eral to inflict painful cuts that will impact the 
lives of millions of Americans and knowing 
that breaching the debt limit would provoke 
unprecedented economic damage and insta-
bility in the U.S. and around the world is a sad 
state that we have found ourselves in. 

Yes, it is evident that my Republican col-
leagues will not prioritize the wellbeing, safety, 
health, and prosperity of the American people 
when looking at what we have had to give up 
in this bill. 

While much is unknown about the dev-
astating impact this bill will have, we do know 
that some immediate changes will inevitably 
cause harm to many American families, chil-
dren and vulnerable individuals. 

That is why I offered several amendments 
during the Rules Committee that will make ad-
ditional exemptions and elimination of disquali-
fications for several additional special popu-
lations in which we must protect and continue 
to support when they are in their most des-
perate and fragile times of need. 

Ensuring that we are not taking critical re-
sources and money for food away from chil-
dren and families living in poverty is not only 
the right thing to do, but also the economically 
smart thing to do. 

The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram (SNAP) is the nation’s most important 
and effective anti-hunger program. 

Any changes in SNAP will have an incred-
ible impact on millions of Americans and Tex-
ans. 

As of 2020, there were 18.66 million house-
holds relying on SNAP and 7.11 million SNAP 
households with children. 

Texas holds the second highest number of 
households using the SNAP program in 2023 
at 1,167,720, making up 11.5 percent of 
Texas households. 

As of April 2023, there were 284,794 SNAP 
cases and 6l5,463 eligible individuals in Harris 
County, my district’s biggest county. 

This included 92,214 individuals aged less 
than 5 and 228,5l9 individuals between the 
ages of 5–17. 

My first amendment for H.R. 3746, listed on 
the Rules Committee roster as Amendment 
#56, would have added a provision to extend 
exemption regarding current work requirement 
exemptions in the Food and Nutrition Act for 
a parent or person responsible for dependent 
child up to age 24 in SNAP household. 

In Texas, 79 percent of SNAP participants 
are families with children. That’s more than 
the national rate of 69 percent of SNAP par-
ticipants across the country being families with 
children. 

Further, the SNAP participation rate in 
Texas for working poor people is 72 percent 
which is also more than the national rate of 4l 
percent of SNAP participants nationwide being 
in working families. 

We need to understand that parents con-
tinue to support children beyond the age of 
adolescence impacting financial resources for 
families well into a child’s early twenties. 

Across the country there 5.134 million, and 
528,000 in Texas aged 18–24 in poverty as of 
2021. 

Nearly 1 in 3 parents (31 percent) have 
made a significant financial sacrifice to help 
their adult children financially. 

Over two-thirds (68 percent) of parents of 
adult children have made or are currently 
making a financial sacrifice to help their kids 
financially. 

Parents say they sacrificed retirement sav-
ings (43 percent), emergency savings (51 per-
cent), paying down their own debt (49 percent) 
or reaching a financial milestone (55 percent). 

Over 40 percent of American children rely 
primarily on their mothers’ earnings for finan-
cial support in cross-sectional surveys. 

In July 2022, half of adults ages 18 to 29 
were living with one or both of their parents. 

Significantly higher than the share who were 
living with their parents in 2010 (44 percent on 
average that year) or 2000 (38 percent on av-
erage). 

What this means is that we need to under-
stand that support for families with dependent 
children under the age of 24 and who are liv-
ing in poverty need to be protected and ex-
tended the grace of an exemption in this bill. 

My second amendment for H.R. 3746, listed 
on the Rules Committee roster as Amendment 
#59, would have extended the former foster 
care exemption to all individuals 24 or younger 
under state custody and aging out of critical 
support services. 

More than 23,000 children will age out of 
the US foster care system every year. 

Every year in Texas, more than 1,200 
young adults age out of the foster care system 
without being adopted. 

Less than half of Texas foster care alumni 
(46.9 percent) were currently employed at 
least ten hours per week. 

Only half of alumni (51.6 percent) reported 
having a household income that was greater 
than the poverty line. 

By 24 years old, 50 percent of former foster 
kids had been ‘‘couch surfing’’ since leaving 
care. 

One in ten interviewed alumni (11.1 percent) 
was currently incarcerated; nearly seven in ten 
males (68.0 percent) had been arrested since 

leaving care, 55.2 percent had been convicted 
of a crime, and 62.3 percent had spent at 
least one night incarcerated. 

Over 90 percent of foster youth who move 
more than four times will end up in juvenile 
justice. 

Many youth in the juvenile and criminal jus-
tice system are not deemed to be indigent but 
have also had contact with the foster care sys-
tem and have been removed from their homes 
even if they have not been formerly adju-
dicated as a foster child. 

Far too often children in state custody are 
taken from their homes for significant periods 
of times during their adolescence and at a 
time when they are most vulnerable to 
recidivating upon their return to their homes 
due to gaps and lack of resources to help 
them get jobs, education, mental health care, 
substance abuse and housing. 

It is important that we continue to provide 
necessary resources for all children and youth 
aging out of state custody where they have 
been removed from their homes during critical 
times of development and growth—and often 
are left to survive on their own and/or cannot 
return to their homes upon their release. 

We need to do more to support youth aging 
out of state custody. 

Despite no Democratic common-sense 
amendments being accepted at this posture, 
we have no choice but to continue to move 
forward and still try to make a better way for 
our nation. And to stop a devastating default 
where all Americans would suffer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 
The gentlewoman is no longer recog-
nized. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN). 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today with a testimony, the gen-
esis of which is, I believe that Presi-
dent Biden did the best that he could in 
developing this legislation. I support 
him. I thank him for what he has done. 
I believe that Leader JEFFRIES did an 
outstanding job in making it perspicu-
ously clear that default was not an op-
tion, but here is the essence of my tes-
timony: I had the preeminent privilege 
of serving in Congress in 2008 Sep-
tember, I believe it was, when we had 
the downturn in the economy and there 
was a clarion call for help to do what 
was called bail out the banks. 

I was adamantly, totally, completely 
opposed to bailing out the banks be-
cause I thought it was not the thing to 
do, given that the banks did not ask for 
our help in getting into the position 
that they were in. 

I stood in the rear of this Chamber, 
and I could see the votes as they were 
being tallied. I could also see the stock 
market reacting to the votes as they 
were being tallied. The stock market 
went down as the bill went down—777 
points, a 7 percent drop in the stock 
market. 

My constituents had told me not to 
vote for that bill, and I concurred with 
them. The next day my constituents 
called, Why didn’t you vote for that 
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bill? Why did you let the market go 
down? 

I learned a lesson: Votes like this are 
votes of conscience, and you have to 
vote your conscience knowing what the 
consequences are. 

Mr. Speaker, I will vote for this bill 
because I understand the consequences 
of the market tanking. I was here, and 
I saw it. I understand we have to take 
care of our people. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from 
Texas for his remarks. I actually voted 
for that bill in 2008 twice, and I am 
glad that he is here today. The reality 
is the bill we are dealing with—it is 
hard to tell by listening to the debate— 
is a compromise between House Repub-
licans and the President of the United 
States. 

In that compromise, nobody got ev-
erything they wanted. We certainly 
didn’t get everything we wanted, but I 
think we are acting together, as my 
friend from Texas suggested, to try and 
make sure that we don’t default; that 
we don’t have a day like we had in 2008. 
That, at least, is something we can 
agree on together and celebrate to-
gether, and we will continue to try to 
work together. 

However, the preeminent problem we 
have is my friends on the other side 
think we can spend forever. President 
Obama never introduced a budget that 
balanced—ever—not in 10 years, 20, or 
100. 

Frankly, President Biden has never 
introduced a budget that comes into 
balance at any point. You can’t sustain 
that indefinitely. This effort is to both, 
one, to responsibly raise our debt ceil-
ing, but to begin to address the under-
lying spending problem. 

I wish we could have done more in 
that regard, but I am glad we got done 
what we did, and we will continue to 
work at this. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the 
last time I checked, the Republican 
Conference hasn’t provided us with a 
budget. 

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

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to encourage my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support to-
night’s vote, a vote on the Bipartisan 
Budget Act. 

There are three aspects of this bill, a 
bill that will avoid default and a bill 
that protects Social Security and 
Medicare that I hope my colleagues 
and fellow citizens take into account. 
One, we can’t keep doing this. The 
brinkmanship around this question of 
default and paying our bills has to end. 
It is a terrible process. 

Folks have been calling our offices. 
They are worried about their Social Se-

curity checks. They are worried about 
their healthcare. They are worried 
about whether or not the economy will 
crash. We cannot keep normalizing this 
behavior. 

Two, the bill does represent the fact 
that Congress is divided. The President 
negotiated with Speaker MCCARTHY, 
and even though a majority of Ameri-
cans want Congress to balance this 
budget by fixing the tax code, the ma-
jority has said—— 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
majority has said that is off the table. 
What I needed to see from this bill was 
that no veterans would lose their bene-
fits and folks would continue to receive 
Social Security checks and no child 
would lose access to food through the 
SNAP program. 

This bill does that, so I am voting 
‘‘yes.’’ We need more bipartisan, prag-
matic leaders to stand up and pass this 
bill tonight and to continue to work on 
behalf of the American people. 

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

Mr. Speaker, just to quickly make a 
point to my friend, the Democratic 
Congress didn’t produce a budget in 4 
years—4 years while they were in the 
majority, not out of Budget Com-
mittee, let alone across the floor of the 
House. So Democrats left things in 
quite a mess and it is going to take a 
while to fix it, but we are working on 
a budget. I hope we get one. 

The reality is, though, the country 
has allowed itself, primarily under 
Democratic leadership, to get so deeply 
in debt, it is pretty tough to write a 
budget that gets us out of debt in any 
reasonable time. 

This bill is, at least, a step in the 
right direction. We would have liked to 
have taken a bigger step. We weren’t 
able to do that given the fact that we 
have a Democratic Senate and a Demo-
cratic President, both of whom seem to 
think they can spend endlessly, reck-
lessly, and without end indefinitely. 

That is not going to happen. Sooner 
or later that reckoning will come. This 
is an effort to forestall that and buy 
some time. I am glad we worked to-
gether. I am glad the President came 
to the negotiating table, despite wast-
ing months saying he wasn’t going to. 
I am glad we made the minimal 
progress that we did. 

Let’s not kid ourselves. This is the 
first step in the right direction, and it 
is not as big a step as anybody on my 
side of the aisle would have liked to 
take. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if we 
want to talk about messes, let me just 
remind everybody that the last time 
my Republican friends were in charge, 
they left us with the longest govern-
ment shutdown in U.S. history. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ). 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of the bipar-
tisan budget agreement and thank 
President Biden and his team, particu-
larly OMB Director Shalanda Young, 
for putting people over politics, defend-
ing our values, and protecting the full 
faith and credit of the United States. 

My colleagues across the aisle were 
prepared to force a disastrous default 
and crash the economy into the side of 
a cliff, but Democrats will always put 
people over politics and our economy’s 
durability over default. 

My friend from Oklahoma knows well 
that Republicans’ VA appropriations 
bill zeroed out guaranteed funding for 
our toxic-exposed veterans in fiscal 
year 2025. It is in the bill in black and 
white. It is why they were afraid to 
vote on it and pulled the bill from con-
sideration. 

Democrats protected toxic-exposed 
veterans’ healthcare, expanded SNAP 
benefits to more food insecure people, 
and stopped Republicans’ dangerous 
budget cuts in the default on America 
act. 

Yesterday, CBO officially scored the 
bill and found that participation rates 
in SNAP will increase because of this 
compromise. President Biden nego-
tiated a deal that gets us through the 
short-term and puts us in a good posi-
tion to work through the appropria-
tions process. 

As an appropriator, I look forward to 
working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to efficiently finish 
this year’s budget. 

Furthermore, I will remind my friend 
from Oklahoma that under the Trump 
administration, Republicans blew a 
hole in the deficit with a $1.5 trillion 
tax cut package that was unpaid for, so 
that is on them. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote in favor of the under-
lying legislation. 

b 1530 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
To my good friend from Florida, 

what unbalanced the budget was 
COVID. We all know that. We worked, 
actually, together on that. That is 
what spent billions of dollars in a rel-
atively short period of time. 

Quite frankly, in terms of where we 
are today, my friends have never sub-
mitted a budget that comes into bal-
ance. President Obama didn’t. The last 
President to do that who was a Demo-
crat was President Clinton. We dis-
agreed over how to get to balance, but 
he actually submitted budgets that 
came to balance in 10 years. President 
Obama didn’t do that. President Biden 
hasn’t done that. 

Until you return to the Clinton era, 
where we actually did believe in bal-
anced budgets but disagreed on how to 
get there, I think we are going to have 
a hard time getting on top of our fiscal 
problem. 
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On this bill, we do agree that we 

don’t like every part of it. We would 
have liked to have done more. My 
friends would have liked to have spent 
more. The reality is it does move us in 
the right direction. 

I am happy for the bipartisanship, 
but I do note it took us a long time. 

I also note, for my Democratic 
friends, remember, so far, to this point, 
the only people who voted to raise the 
debt ceiling are on this side of the 
aisle. My friends have not yet provided 
a single vote to raise the debt ceiling. 
The body they control, the United 
States Senate, has not presented a bill, 
let alone moved one across the floor. 
We did. 

My friends didn’t like that bill. We 
sat down and negotiated and came to 
something different, but at least we 
voted to raise the debt ceiling. My 
friends who are concerned about it 
have neither presented a plan to deal 
with it nor have voted to act upon the 
problem. 

I am hopeful today that many of 
them will actually join us in that ef-
fort because the President of the 
United States has come to the negoti-
ating table, and we will move forward 
together. 

Rest assured, we are not moving for-
ward as fast as we should; we are not 
going as far as we should; and we have 
had to bring you to this point kicking 
and screaming every step of the way. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

The gentleman is absolutely right 
that COVID did add to the deficit, but 
he neglected to mention the multitril-
lion-dollar tax cut for the rich that was 
unpaid for. 

Mr. Speaker, I think there is a dif-
ference between Democrats and Repub-
licans. I think that Democrats have 
proven that we can govern and that Re-
publicans have proven they cannot. 

We have seen the great things that 
government is capable of doing. 

In the last Congress, with Democrats 
in charge of the House, we invested to 
rebuild our neglected infrastructure: 
airports, roads, bridges, and ports in all 
of our communities. We will see the 
benefits of that infrastructure bill for 
years and years to come. We brought 
manufacturing back to the United 
States. We passed the CHIPS and 
Science Act to drive innovation and 
create good-paying jobs. We made the 
largest investment in climate, pro-
tecting our water and our air. We 
strengthened our supply chains and set 
up new programs to support minority 
businesses. We lifted a record number 
of kids out of poverty in this country. 
We ensured that our veterans get the 
healthcare they earned. 

It is possible for us to deliver for the 
American people, though I haven’t seen 
much of it this year. Instead, Repub-
licans spent a week in January trying 
to elect a Speaker. Republicans spent 
the last 5 months trying to destroy ev-

erything that we built over the last 2 
years. They have only enacted three 
laws in 5 months, and those laws don’t 
do much. 

The bill we are debating today may 
become their fourth law. It will be 
their biggest legislative accomplish-
ment of the year. Think about that. 
The biggest accomplishment will be 
ending a crisis that they created. 

We have wasted time going back and 
forth on how to pay our bills. The fact 
that we have had to bend and contort 
ourselves to get this done, to prevent 
our economy from falling off a cliff be-
cause Republicans wanted to play 
games, is unconscionable and doesn’t 
bode well for the future. 

Finally, let me say, I plead with my 
colleagues on the Republican side to 
stop this assault against the poor. 
Every concession in this bill, every de-
mand that Republicans made in this 
bill, hurts somebody. It hurts the most 
vulnerable in our country. Going after 
SNAP for older people, a measly $6 a 
day benefit, shame on you for doing 
that. 

We are here to help people. We are 
here to uplift people. We are not here 
to demean people. We are not here to 
try to punish people. 

Quite frankly, the narrative that the 
Republicans have been utilizing in this 
whole debate doesn’t reflect the re-
ality. Talk to the people in your dis-
trict who are struggling. Let them tell 
you how difficult it is to make ends 
meet and how maddening it is to not 
know whether you can put food on the 
table. 

We can do so much better, but you 
have to stop this assault against the 
poor, against the vulnerable in this 
country. 

We need to do better, and I urge all 
my colleagues, as we move forward in 
the coming months, to keep that in 
mind. We are here to bring everybody 
forward, not just a select few. We are 
here to represent everybody, not just 
the rich and powerful and well-con-
nected and people who give to our cam-
paigns. 

Again, the contrast here is that we 
have Members of Congress who accept-
ed government-subsidized loan forgive-
ness for PPP who are the ones out here 
demanding that we nickel and dime 
programs like SNAP and TANF. It is 
disgusting, quite frankly, that we are 
even having this debate. We should be 
able to do so much better. 

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time for closing. 

My friend ticked through the impres-
sive list of accomplishments in the last 
Congress. He forgot to mention Demo-
crats also added $10 trillion to the pro-
jected debt the United States will have 
to deal with over the next 10 years. 

Mr. Speaker, $10 trillion is a lot of 
money, but worse than the money was 
the inflation that they unleashed by 
their reckless spending. If you care 
about Americans, you don’t push up 

the price of gasoline, home heating, 
and interest rates on any purchase 
they make and what they pay at the 
grocery store. 

My friends managed to unleash the 
worst bout of inflation in 40 years. I 
look around this Chamber, and I am 
probably the only guy on the floor, Mr. 
Speaker, who can actually remember 
that. This was an unprecedented dis-
aster that they unleashed on the coun-
try. 

Everything in the bill that we fought 
for, the things that are there and the 
things that aren’t there, were to lower 
the excess spending and to try to tame 
inflation. My friends act as if it doesn’t 
exist. 

I guarantee you, just go to the gro-
cery store and ask any American who 
hasn’t gotten a 15 or 20 percent raise 
what their life has been like in the last 
2 years. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I urge all my 
colleagues to support this resolution. 
With today’s bill, we are putting for-
ward commonsense reforms that will 
save taxpayers money while also pre-
venting an economic crisis. 

The reforms included in this bill are 
historic: the first year-over-year cut in 
spending in a debt ceiling bill; the 
large rescission of appropriated but 
unspent funds in history; the first real 
reforms to requirements for SNAP and 
TANF, which will help lift people out 
of poverty; and real reforms to the per-
mitting process, which will streamline 
major infrastructure and energy 
projects and cut the red tape that is 
holding them back. 

Those are reforms, by the way, that 
my friends did not support. Those were 
things that were put in the bill by Re-
publicans and negotiated for. Sadly, 
they weren’t willing to work with us on 
those, and it was only the threat of the 
debt ceiling that actually brought 
them to the table. 

It is the responsible thing to do to 
pass this legislation. In the end, the 
American people will be better off for 
it. 

I do want to be clear on something, 
Mr. Speaker. This is not the end of 
House Republicans’ fight for necessary 
fiscal reforms. We have more than $31 
trillion in debt. Programs like Medi-
care and Social Security, which are the 
bedrock of our safety net, are growing 
in an unsustainable manner. 

For too long, this Congress has seen 
fit to just allow mandatory programs 
to eat up more and more of our budget. 
Indeed, the President himself refused 
to talk about those programs. Manda-
tory programs are now more than two- 
thirds of what we spend in any given 
year. Without real reforms to those 
programs, we will have no chance to 
right the fiscal imbalance the country 
finds itself in. 

Republicans are committed to pre-
serving America’s status as the great-
est Nation in the world. To do that, we 
must get serious about the national 
debt. At the end of the day, the journey 
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of a thousand miles begins with a sin-
gle step. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is that 
first step. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on adoption of the resolu-
tion. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on adoption of the resolu-
tion will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on the motion to suspend the rules and 
agree to H. Res. 382. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays 
187, not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 241] 

YEAS—241 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bost 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Case 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 

Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gooden (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harder (CA) 
Hern 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kildee 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 

Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Manning 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meeks 
Meuser 
Mfume 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Peltola 
Pence 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Quigley 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Rutherford 
Ryan 

Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Sherrill 
Simpson 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 

Spanberger 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Strong 
Sykes 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 

Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Vasquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—187 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Biggs 
Bishop (NC) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Boebert 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brecheen 
Brown 
Brownley 
Buck 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Bush 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Clyde 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Crane 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davis (IL) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 

Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gaetz 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Good (VA) 
Gosar 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Luna 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Menendez 
Meng 
Miller (IL) 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (WI) 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Neguse 
Norman 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perez 
Perry 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Rosendale 
Roy 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Self 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Smith (WA) 
Spartz 
Stansbury 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiffany 
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—7 

Craig 
DesJarlais 
Gonzales, Tony 

Houlahan 
Jackson (TX) 
Mooney 

Ross 

b 1625 

Mr. NEAL changed his vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Ms. STEVENS, Messrs. BISHOP of 
Georgia, MORELLE, Mses. 
SCHOLTEN, MANNING, Messrs. 
MEEKS, QUIGLEY, HIMES, STAN-
TON, GALLEGO, MOULTON, PAS-
CRELL, SORENSEN, RYAN, Ms. 

JACKSON LEE, Messrs. CORREA, 
MFUME, FOSTER, MRVAN, and 
KEATING changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE RISE OF ANTI-
SEMITISM AND CALLING ON 
ELECTED OFFICIALS TO IDEN-
TIFY AND EDUCATE OTHERS ON 
THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE 
JEWISH AMERICAN COMMUNITY 

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 agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 382) condemning 
the rise of antisemitism and calling on 
elected officials to identify and educate 
others on the contributions of the Jew-
ish American community, as amended, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ISSA) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, as amend-
ed. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 429, nays 0, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 242] 

YEAS—429 

Adams 
Aderholt 
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 
Boebert 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brecheen 
Brown 
Brownley 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 

Burgess 
Burlison 
Bush 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carey 
Carl 
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 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
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 
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 
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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 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
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) 
Kelly (PA) 
Khanna 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kildee 
Kiley 
Kilmer 
Kim (CA) 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LaTurner 

Lawler 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Lynch 
Mace 
Magaziner 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Manning 
Massie 
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 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Ogles 
Omar 
Owens 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
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 
Scott, David 
Self 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simpson 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Strickland 
Strong 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Tenney 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Titus 
Tlaib 
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 

NOT VOTING—6 

Craig 
DesJarlais 

Gonzales, Tony 
Houlahan 

Jackson (TX) 
Ross 

b 1637 

Mrs. TORRES of California changed 
her vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, due to un-
avoidable travel delays, I was unable to be 
present for this afternoon’s votes. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
No. 241, H. Res. 456, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
No. 242, H. Res. 382. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 25 

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Speaker, I hereby 
remove my name as cosponsor of H.R. 
25. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s request is accepted. 

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 4 o’clock and 41 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1915 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WENSTRUP) at 7 o’clock 
and 15 minutes p.m. 

f 

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 
2023 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 456, I call 
up the bill (H.R. 3746) to provide for a 
responsible increase to the debt ceil-
ing, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 456, the 
amendment printed in House Report 
118–81 is adopted and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3746 

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 ‘‘Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows: 

Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Table of contents. 
Sec. 3. References. 
DIVISION A—LIMIT FEDERAL SPENDING 

TITLE I—DISCRETIONARY SPENDING 
LIMITS FOR DISCRETIONARY CATEGORY 
Sec. 101. Discretionary spending limits. 
Sec. 102. Special adjustments for fiscal years 

2024 and 2025. 
Sec. 103. Budgetary treatment of previously 

enacted emergency require-
ments. 

TITLE II—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Sec. 111. Authority for Fiscal Year 2024 
Budget Resolution in the House 
of Representatives. 

Sec. 112. Limitation on Advance Appropria-
tions in the House of Represent-
atives. 

Sec. 113. Exercise of rulemaking powers. 
TITLE III—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT IN 

THE SENATE 
Sec. 121. Authority for fiscal year 2024 budg-

et resolution in the Senate. 
Sec. 122. Authority for fiscal year 2025 budg-

et resolution in the Senate. 
Sec. 123. Limitation on advance appropria-

tions in the Senate. 
Sec. 124. Exercise of rulemaking powers. 
DIVISION B—SAVE TAXPAYER DOLLARS 
TITLE I—RESCISSION OF UNOBLIGATED 

FUNDS 
Sec. 1. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 2. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 3. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 4. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 5. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 6. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 7. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 8. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 9. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 10. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 11. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 12. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 13. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 14. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 15. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 16. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 17. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 18. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 19. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 20. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 21. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 22. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 23. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 24. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 25. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 26. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 27. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 28. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 29. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 30. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 31. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 32. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 33. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 34. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 35. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 36. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 37. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 38. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 39. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 40. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 41. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 42. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 43. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 44. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 45. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 46. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 47. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 48. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 49. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 50. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 51. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 52. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
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June 1, 2023 Congressional Record
Correction to Page H2681
 CORRECTION

June 1, 2023 Congressional Record
Correction to Page H2681
On May 31, 2023, on page H2681, in the second column, the following appeared: Mr. DesJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, due to unavoidable travel delays, I was unable to be present for this afternoon's votes. Had I been present, I would have voted "yea" on rollcall No. 241, H.R. 456, and "yea" on rollcall No. 242, H.R. 382. The online version has been corrected to read: Mr. DesJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, due to unavoidable travel delays, I was unable to be present for this afternoon's votes. Had I been present, I would have voted "yea" on rollcall No. 241, H. Res. 456, and "yea" on rollcall No. 242, H. Res. 382. 
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Sec. 53. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 54. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 55. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 56. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 57. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 58. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 59. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 60. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 61. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 62. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 63. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 64. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 65. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 66. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 67. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 68. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 69. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 70. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 71. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 72. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 73. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 74. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 75. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 76. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 77. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 78. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 79. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 80. Rescission of unobligated funds. 
Sec. 81. Rescission of unobligated funds. 

TITLE II—FAMILY AND SMALL BUSINESS 
TAXPAYER PROTECTION 

Sec. 251. Rescission of certain balances 
made available to the Internal 
Revenue Service. 

TITLE III—STATUTORY 
ADMINISTRATIVE PAY-AS-YOU-GO 

Sec. 261. Short title. 
Sec. 262. Definitions. 
Sec. 263. Requirements for administrative 

actions that affect direct spend-
ing. 

Sec. 264. Issuance of administrative guid-
ance. 

Sec. 265. Waiver. 
Sec. 266. Exemption. 
Sec. 267. Judicial review. 
Sec. 268. Sunset. 
Sec. 269. GAO report. 
Sec. 270. Congressional Review Act compli-

ance assessment. 

TITLE IV—TERMINATION OF SUSPEN-
SION OF PAYMENTS ON FEDERAL STU-
DENT LOANS; RESUMPTION OF AC-
CRUAL OF INTEREST AND COLLEC-
TIONS 

Sec. 271. Termination of suspension of pay-
ments on Federal student 
loans; resumption of accrual of 
interest and collections. 

DIVISION C—GROW THE ECONOMY 

TITLE I—TEMPORARY ASSISTANCE TO 
NEEDY FAMILIES 

Sec. 301. Recalibration of the caseload re-
duction credit. 

Sec. 302. Pilot projects for promoting ac-
countability by measuring 
work outcomes. 

Sec. 303. Elimination of small checks 
scheme. 

Sec. 304. Reporting of work outcomes. 
Sec. 305. Effective date. 

TITLE II—SNAP EXEMPTIONS 

Sec. 311. Modification of work requirement 
exemptions. 

Sec. 312. Modification of general exemp-
tions. 

Sec. 313. Supplemental nutrition assistance 
program under the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008. 

Sec. 314. Waiver transparency. 

TITLE III—PERMITTING REFORM 

Sec. 321. Builder Act. 
Sec. 322. Interregional Transfer Capability 

Determination Study. 

Sec. 323. Permitting streamlining for energy 
storage. 

Sec. 324. Expediting completion of the 
Mountain Valley Pipeline. 

DIVISION D—INCREASE IN DEBT LIMIT 
Sec. 401. Temporary extension of public debt 

limit. 
SEC. 3. REFERENCES. 

Except as expressly provided otherwise, 
any reference to ‘‘this Act’’ contained in any 
division of this Act shall be treated as refer-
ring only to the provisions of that division. 

DIVISION A—LIMIT FEDERAL SPENDING 
TITLE I—DISCRETIONARY SPENDING 

LIMITS FOR DISCRETIONARY CATEGORY 
SEC. 101. DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIMITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 251(c) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (7)(B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(9) for fiscal year 2024— 
‘‘(A) for the revised security category, 

$886,349,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(B) for the revised nonsecurity category; 

$703,651,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(10) for fiscal year 2025— 
‘‘(A) for the revised security category, 

$895,212,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(B) for the revised nonsecurity category; 

$710,688,000,000 in new budget authority;’’. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO ADJUST-

MENTS.— 
(1) CONTINUING DISABILITY REVIEWS AND 

REDERMINATIONS.—Section 251(b)(2)(B)(i) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 is amended— 

(A) in subclause (IX), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(B) in subclause (X), by striking the period 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subclause (X) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(XI) for fiscal year 2024, $1,578,000,000 in 
additional new budget authority; and 

‘‘(XII) for fiscal year 2025, $1,630,000,000 in 
additional new budget authority.’’. 

(2) HEALTH CARE FRAUD AND ABUSE CON-
TROL.—Section 251(b)(2)(C)(i) of such Act is 
amended— 

(A) in subclause (IX), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(B) in subclause (X), by striking the period 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subclause (X) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(XI) for fiscal year 2024, $604,000,000 in ad-
ditional new budget authority; and 

‘‘(XII) for fiscal year 2025, $630,000,000 in ad-
ditional new budget authority.’’. 

(3) DISASTER FUNDING.—Section 
251(b)(2)(D)(i) of such Act is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding subclause (I), 
by striking ‘‘for fiscal years 2012 through 
2021’’ and inserting ‘‘for fiscal years 2024 and 
2025’’; and 

(B) by amending subclause (II) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(II) notwithstanding clause (iv), five per-
cent of the total appropriations provided in 
the previous 10 years, net of any rescissions 
of budget authority enacted in the same pe-
riod, with respect to amounts provided for 
major disasters declared pursuant to the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
and designated by the Congress in statute as 
an emergency; and’’. 

(4) REEMPLOYMENT SERVICES AND ELIGI-
BILITY ASSESSMENTS.—Section 251(b)(2)(E)(i) 
of such Act is amended— 

(A) in subclause (III), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(B) in subclause (IV), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subclause (IV) the 
following: 

‘‘(V) for fiscal year 2024, $265,000,000 in addi-
tional new budget authority; and 

‘‘(VI) for fiscal year 2025, $271,000,000 in ad-
ditional new budget authority.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATING TO 
SEQUESTRATION REPORTS.—Section 254 of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 904) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘2021’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2025’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)(2)(A), by striking 
‘‘2021’’ and inserting ‘‘2025’’. 

(d) APPROPRIATION FOR COST OF WAR TOXIC 
EXPOSURES FUND.—In addition to amounts 
otherwise available for such purposes, there 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for in-
vestment in the delivery of veterans’ health 
care associated with exposure to environ-
mental hazards, the expenses incident to the 
delivery of veterans’ health care and benefits 
associated with exposure to environmental 
hazards, and medical and other research re-
lating to exposure to environmental hazards, 
as authorized by section 324 of title 38, 
United States Code— 

(1) $20,268,000,000, which shall become avail-
able on October 1, 2023, and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2028; and 

(2) $24,455,000,000, which shall become avail-
able on October 1, 2024, and shall remain 
available until September 30, 2029. 

(e) APPROPRIATION FOR DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMERCE NONRECURRING EXPENSES FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to amounts 
otherwise available, there is appropriated to 
the Department of Commerce Nonrecurring 
Expenses Fund for fiscal year 2023, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, $22,000,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which— 

(A) $11,000,000,000 is to carry out programs 
related to Government efficiencies in fiscal 
year 2024; and 

(B) $11,000,000,000 is to carry out programs 
related to Government efficiencies in fiscal 
year 2025. 

(2) LIMITATION ON TRANSFER.—Funds pro-
vided by paragraph (1) shall not be subject to 
any transfer authority provided by law. 

(3) REPORT REQUIREMENTS.—Reporting re-
quirements in section 111(a) of division B of 
Public Law 116–93 shall apply to funds pro-
vided by paragraph (1). 

(4) STATUTORY PAYGO SCORECARDS.—The 
budgetary effects of this subsection shall not 
be entered on either PAYGO scorecard main-
tained pursuant to section 4(d) of the Statu-
tory Pay As-You-Go Act of 2010. 

(5) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARDS.—The budg-
etary effects of this subsection and each suc-
ceeding division shall not be entered on any 
PAYGO scorecard maintained for purposes of 
section 4106 of H. Con. Res. 71 (115th Con-
gress). 

(6) CLASSIFICATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.—Notwithstanding Rule 3 of the Budg-
et Scorekeeping Guidelines set forth in the 
joint explanatory statement of the com-
mittee of conference accompanying Con-
ference Report 105–217 and section 250(c)(7) 
and (c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, the budg-
etary effects of this subsection shall be esti-
mated for purposes of section 251 of such Act 
and as appropriations for discretionary ac-
counts for purposes of the allocation to the 
Committee on Appropriations pursuant to 
section 302(a) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 and the concurrent resolution on 
the budget. 

(f) ADDITIONAL SPENDING LIMITS.—For pur-
poses of section 302(a)(5) of the Congressional 
Budget and Impoundment Control Act of 
1974, in the following applicable fiscal years, 
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the following discretionary spending limits 
shall apply: 

(1) Fiscal year 2026, $1,621,959,000,000. 
(2) Fiscal year 2027, $1,638,179,000,000. 
(3) Fiscal year 2028, $1,654,560,000,000. 
(4) Fiscal year 2029, $1,671,106,000,000. 

SEC. 102. SPECIAL ADJUSTMENTS FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 2024 AND 2025. 

Section 251 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) REVISED DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIM-
ITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2024.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3), 
if on or after January 1, 2024, there is in ef-
fect an Act making continuing appropria-
tions for part of fiscal year 2024 for any dis-
cretionary budget account, the discretionary 
spending limits specified in subsection (c)(9) 
for fiscal year 2024 shall be adjusted in the 
final sequestration report, in accordance 
with paragraph (2), as follows: 

‘‘(A) For the revised security category, the 
amount that is equal to the total budget au-
thority for such category for base funding, as 
published in the Congressional Budget Office 
cost estimate for the applicable appropria-
tions Acts for the preceding fiscal year (table 
1–S of H.R. 2617, published on December 21, 
2022), reduced by one percent. 

‘‘(B) For the revised non-security category, 
the amount that is equal to the total budget 
authority for such category for base funding 
as published in the Congressional Budget Of-
fice cost estimate for the applicable appro-
priations Acts for the preceding fiscal year 
(table 1–S of H.R. 2617, published on Decem-
ber 21, 2022), reduced by one percent. 

‘‘(2) FINAL REPORT; SEQUESTRATION 
ORDER.—If the conditions specified in para-
graph (1) are met during fiscal year 2024, the 
final sequestration report for such fiscal 
year pursuant to section 254(f)(1) and any 
order pursuant to section 254(f)(5) shall be 
issued on the earlier of— 

‘‘(A) 10 days, not including weekends and 
holidays, for the Congressional Budget Office 
and 15 days, not including weekends and 
holidays, for the Office of Management and 
Budget and the President, after the enact-
ment into law of annual full-year appropria-
tions for all budget accounts that normally 
receive such annual appropriations (or the 
enactment of the applicable full-year appro-
priations Acts without any provision for 
such accounts); or 

‘‘(B) April 30, 2024. 
‘‘(3) REVERSAL.—If, after January 1, 2024, 

there are enacted into law each of the full 
year discretionary appropriation Acts, then 
the adjustment to the applicable discre-
tionary spending limits in paragraph (1) 
shall have no force or effect, and the discre-
tionary spending limits for the revised secu-
rity category and revised nonsecurity cat-
egory for the applicable fiscal year shall be 
such limits as in effect on December 31 of the 
applicable fiscal year. 

‘‘(e) REVISED DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIM-
ITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2025.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3), 
if on or after January 1, 2025, there is in ef-
fect an Act making continuing appropria-
tions for part of fiscal year 2025 for any dis-
cretionary budget account, the discretionary 
spending limits specified in subsection (c)(10) 
for fiscal year 2025 shall be adjusted in the 
final sequestration report, in accordance 
with paragraph (2), as follows: 

‘‘(A) for the revised security category, the 
amount calculated for such category in sec-
tion (d)(1)(A); and 

‘‘(B) for the revised non-security category, 
the amount calculated for each category in 
section (d)(1)(B). 

‘‘(2) FINAL REPORT; SEQUESTRATION 
ORDER.—If the conditions specified in para-
graph (1) are met during fiscal year 2025, the 

final sequestration report for such fiscal 
year pursuant to section 254(f)(1) and any 
order pursuant to section 254(f)(5) shall be 
issued on the earlier of— 

‘‘(A) 10 days, not including weekends and 
holidays, for the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, and 15 days, not including weekends and 
holidays, for the Office of Management and 
Budget and the President, after the enact-
ment into law of annual full-year appropria-
tions for all budget accounts that normally 
receive such annual appropriations (or the 
enactment of the applicable full-year appro-
priations Acts without any provision for 
such accounts); or 

‘‘(B) April 30, 2025. 
‘‘(3) REVERSAL.—If, after January 1, 2025, 

there are enacted into law each of the full 
year discretionary appropriation Acts, then 
the adjustment to the applicable discre-
tionary spending limits in paragraph (1) 
shall have no force or effect, and the discre-
tionary spending limits for the revised secu-
rity category and revised nonsecurity cat-
egory for the applicable fiscal year shall be 
such limits as in effect on December 31 of the 
applicable fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 103. BUDGETARY TREATMENT OF PRE-

VIOUSLY ENACTED EMERGENCY RE-
QUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
905(c) of division J of Public Law 117–58 and 
section 23005(c) of division B of Public Law 
117–159, Rule 3 of the Budget Scorekeeping 
Guidelines set forth in the joint explanatory 
statement of the committee of conference 
accompanying Conference Report 105–217, 
and sections 250(c)(7) and (c)(8) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, the budgetary effects for any fis-
cal year for the amounts specified in sub-
section (b) shall not count for purposes of 
section 251 of such Act. 

(b) AMOUNTS.—The amounts specified in 
this subsection are— 

(1) amounts designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 4001(a)(1) and section 4001(b) of 
S. Con. Res. 14 (117th Congress), the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 
2022, in division B of the Bipartisan Safer 
Communities Act (Public Law 117–159); 

(2) amounts designated by the Congress as 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec-
tion 251(b) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 in division 
J of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs 
Act (Public Law 117–58); and 

(3) amounts designated by the Congress as 
being for an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 4001(a)(1) and section 4001(b) of 
S. Con. Res. 14 (117th Congress), the concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 
2022, and section 1(e) of H. Res. 1151 (117th 
Congress) in section 443(b) in division G of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2023 
(Public Law 117–328). 
TITLE II—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT IN THE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SEC. 111. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2024 

BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2024.—For the purpose of 
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 for fiscal year 2024, the allocations, ag-
gregates, and levels provided for in sub-
section (b) shall apply in the House of Rep-
resentatives in the same manner as for a 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2024 with appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal year 2024 and for fiscal years 
2025 through 2033. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—In the House of Representa-
tives, the Chair of the Committee on the 
Budget shall submit a statement for publica-
tion in the Congressional Record as soon as 
practicable containing— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations, 
committee allocations for fiscal year 2024 
consistent with discretionary spending lim-
its set forth in section 251(c)(9) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as added by this Act, and the 
outlays flowing therefrom, and committee 
allocations for fiscal year 2024 for current 
law mandatory budget authority and out-
lays, for the purpose of enforcing section 302 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974; 

(2) for all committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives other than the Committee on 
Appropriations, committee allocations for 
fiscal year 2024 and for the period of fiscal 
years 2025 through 2033 consistent with the 
most recent baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted, to the extent 
practicable, for the budgetary effects of any 
provision of law enacted during the period 
beginning on the date such baseline is issued 
and ending on the date of submission of such 
statement, for the purpose of enforcing sec-
tion 302 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974; 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2024 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974; and 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal year 
2024 and for the period of fiscal years 2025 
through 2033 consistent with the most recent 
baseline of the Congressional Budget Office, 
as adjusted, to the extent practicable, for the 
budgetary effects of any provision of law en-
acted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline is issued and ending on 
the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep-
resentatives may adjust the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other budgetary levels in-
cluded in the statement referred to in sub-
section (b)— 

(1) to reflect changes resulting from the 
Congressional Budget Office’s updates to its 
baseline for fiscal years 2024 through 2033; or 

(2) for any bill, joint resolution, amend-
ment, or conference report by the amounts 
provided in such measure if such measure 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2024 to 
fiscal year 2028 or fiscal year 2024 to fiscal 
year 2033. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—Subsections (a) through 
(c) shall no longer apply if a concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2024 is 
agreed to by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives. 
SEC. 112. LIMITATION ON ADVANCE APPROPRIA-

TIONS IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House of Rep-
resentatives, except as provided in sub-
section (b), any general appropriation bill or 
bill or joint resolution continuing appropria-
tions, or amendment thereto or conference 
report thereon, may not provide an advance 
appropriation. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—An advance appropriation 
may be provided for programs, activities or 
accounts identified in lists submitted for 
printing in the Congressional Record by the 
Chair of the Committee on the Budget— 

(1) for fiscal year 2025, under the heading 
‘‘ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR ADVANCE APPRO-
PRIATIONS’’ in an aggregate amount not to ex-
ceed $28,852,000,000 in new budget authority; 

(2) for fiscal year 2025, under the heading 
‘‘VETERANS ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR ADVANCE 
APPROPRIATIONS’’; and 

(3) for fiscal year 2025, under the heading 
‘‘INDIAN HEALTH ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR AD-
VANCE APPROPRIATIONS’’ in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed the total budget au-
thority provided for such accounts for fiscal 
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year 2024 in bills or joint resolutions making 
appropriations for fiscal year 2024. 

(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘advance appro-
priation’’ means any new discretionary budg-
et authority provided in a general appropria-
tion bill or bill or joint resolution con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year 2024, or 
any amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that first becomes available fol-
lowing fiscal year 2024. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—The preceding subsections 
of this section shall expire if a concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2024 
is agreed to by the Senate and the House of 
Representatives pursuant to section 301 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 
SEC. 113. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS. 

This title is enacted by the House of Rep-
resentatives— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House, and as such shall be considered 
as part of the rules of the House, and such 
rules shall supersede other rules only to the 
extent that it is inconsistent therewith; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of the House to change such 
rules (so far as relating to the House) at any 
time, in the same manner, and to the same 
extent as in the case of any other rule of the 
House. 

TITLE III—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT IN 
THE SENATE 

SEC. 121. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2024 
BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE SEN-
ATE. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2024.—For the purpose of 
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.) and enforcing budg-
etary points of order in prior concurrent res-
olutions on the budget, the allocations, ag-
gregates, and levels provided for in sub-
section (b) shall apply in the Senate in the 
same manner as for a concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2024 with appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2024 
and for fiscal years 2025 through 2033. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—The Chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate shall 
submit a statement for publication in the 
Congressional Record as soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act that 
includes— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate, committee allocations for fiscal 
year 2024 consistent with the discretionary 
spending limits set forth in section 251(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended by this Act, 
and the outlays flowing therefrom, for the 
purpose of enforcing section 302 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974; 

(2) for all committees other than the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, committee alloca-
tions for fiscal years 2024, 2024 through 2028, 
and 2024 through 2033, consistent with the 
May 2023 baseline of the Congressional Budg-
et Office, as adjusted for the budgetary ef-
fects of any provision of law enacted during 
the period beginning on the date such base-
line was issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing section 302 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633); 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2024 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal years 
2024, 2024 through 2028, and 2024 through 2033, 
consistent with the May 2023 baseline of the 
Congressional Budget Office, as adjusted for 
the budgetary effects of any provision of law 
enacted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline was issued and ending on 

the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(5) levels of Social Security revenues and 
outlays for fiscal years 2024, 2024 through 
2028, and 2024 through 2033, consistent with 
the May 2023 baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted for the budgetary 
effects of any provision of law enacted dur-
ing the period beginning on the date such 
baseline was issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing sections 302 and 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633, 642); and 

(6) a statement under the heading ‘‘Ac-
counts Identified for Advance Appropria-
tions’’ for the purpose of enforcing section 
123 of this title. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTER.—The statement 
referred to in subsection (b) may also include 
for fiscal year 2024 the deficit-neutral reserve 
fund in section 3003 of S. Con. Res. 14 (117th 
Congress), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2022, updated by 2 fis-
cal years. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—This section shall expire 
if a concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2024 is agreed to by the Senate 
and the House of Representatives pursuant 
to section 301 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632). 
SEC. 122. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2025 

BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE SEN-
ATE. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2025.—For the purpose of 
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.), after April 15, 2024, 
and enforcing budgetary points of order in 
prior concurrent resolutions on the budget, 
the allocations, aggregates, and levels pro-
vided for in subsection (b) shall apply in the 
Senate in the same manner as for a concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 
2025 with appropriate budgetary levels for 
fiscal year 2025 and for fiscal years 2026 
through 2034. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—After April 15, 2024, but not 
later than May 15, 2024, the Chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget of the Senate shall 
submit a statement for publication in the 
Congressional Record that includes— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate, committee allocations for fiscal 
year 2025 consistent with the discretionary 
spending limits set forth in section 251(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended by this Act, 
and the outlays flowing therefrom, for the 
purpose of enforcing section 302 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633); 

(2) for all committees other than the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, committee alloca-
tions for fiscal years 2025, 2025 through 2029, 
and 2025 through 2034 consistent with the 
most recent baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted for the budgetary 
effects of any provision of law enacted dur-
ing the period beginning on the date such 
baseline is issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing section 302 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633); 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2025 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal years 
2025, 2025 through 2029, and 2025 through 2034 
consistent with the most recent baseline of 
the Congressional Budget Office, as adjusted 
for the budgetary effects of any provision of 
law enacted during the period beginning on 
the date such baseline is issued and ending 

on the date of submission of such statement, 
for the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(5) levels of Social Security revenues and 
outlays for fiscal years 2025, 2025 through 
2029, and 2025 through 2034 consistent with 
the most recent baseline of the Congres-
sional Budget Office, as adjusted for the 
budgetary effects of any provision of law en-
acted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline is issued and ending on 
the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing sections 302 and 311 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 633, 642); and 

(6) a statement under the heading ‘‘Ac-
counts Identified for Advance Appropria-
tions’’ for the purpose of enforcing section 
123 of this title. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTER.—The statement 
referred to in subsection (b) may also include 
for fiscal year 2025 the deficit-neutral reserve 
fund in section 3003 of S. Con. Res. 14 (117th 
Congress), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2022, updated by 3 fis-
cal years. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—This section shall expire 
if a concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2025 is agreed to by the Senate 
and the House of Representatives pursuant 
to section 301 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632). 
SEC. 123. LIMITATION ON ADVANCE APPROPRIA-

TIONS IN THE SENATE. 
(a) POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ADVANCE AP-

PROPRIATIONS IN THE SENATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) POINT OF ORDER.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), it shall not be in order in the 
Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution, 
motion, amendment, amendment between 
the Houses, or conference report that would 
provide an advance appropriation for a dis-
cretionary account. 

(B) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘advance appropriation’’ means any 
new budget authority provided in a bill or 
joint resolution making appropriations for 
fiscal year 2024 that first becomes available 
for any fiscal year after 2024 or any new 
budget authority provided in a bill or joint 
resolution making appropriations for fiscal 
year 2025 that first becomes available for any 
fiscal year after 2025. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Advance appropriations 
may be provided— 

(A) for fiscal years 2025 and 2026, for pro-
grams, projects, activities, or accounts iden-
tified in a statement submitted to the Con-
gressional Record by the Chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget of the Senate 
under the heading ‘‘Accounts Identified for 
Advance Appropriations’’ in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed $28,852,000,000 in new 
budget authority in each fiscal year; 

(B) for the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting; 

(C) for the Department of Veterans Affairs 
for the Medical Services, Medical Support 
and Compliance, Veterans Medical Commu-
nity Care, and Medical Facilities accounts of 
the Veterans Health Administration; and 

(D) for the Department of Health and 
Human Services for the Indian Health Serv-
ices and Indian Health Facilities accounts— 

(i) for fiscal year 2025, in an amount that is 
not more than the amount provided for fiscal 
year 2024 in a bill or joint resolution making 
appropriations for fiscal year 2023 or 2024 for 
programs, projects, and activities that are 
not prohibited from using amounts provided 
for fiscal year 2024 in a bill or joint resolu-
tion making appropriations for fiscal year 
2023; and 

(ii) for fiscal year 2026, in an amount that 
is not more than the amount provided for fis-
cal year 2025 in a bill or joint resolution 
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making appropriations for fiscal year 2024 or 
2025 for programs, projects, and activities 
that are not prohibited from using amounts 
provided for fiscal year 2025 in a bill or joint 
resolution making appropriations for fiscal 
year 2024. 

(3) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.— 
(A) WAIVER.—In the Senate, paragraph (1) 

may be waived or suspended only by an af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem-
bers, duly chosen and sworn. 

(B) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly 
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sus-
tain an appeal of the ruling of the Chair on 
a point of order raised under paragraph (1). 

(4) FORM OF POINT OF ORDER.—A point of 
order under paragraph (1) may be raised by a 
Senator as provided in section 313(e) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
644(e)). 

(5) CONFERENCE REPORTS.—When the Sen-
ate is considering a conference report on, or 
an amendment between the Houses in rela-
tion to, a bill or joint resolution, upon a 
point of order being made by any Senator 
pursuant to this subsection, and such point 
of order being sustained, such material con-
tained in such conference report or amend-
ment between the Houses shall be stricken, 
and the Senate shall proceed to consider the 
question of whether the Senate shall recede 
from its amendment and concur with a fur-
ther amendment, or concur in the House 
amendment with a further amendment, as 
the case may be, which further amendment 
shall consist of only that portion of the con-
ference report or House amendment, as the 
case may be, not so stricken. Any such mo-
tion in the Senate shall be debatable. In any 
case in which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this paragraph), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order. 

(b) EXPIRATION.—Subsection (a) shall ter-
minate on the date on which a concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2024 
or for fiscal year 2025 is agreed to by the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives pursuant 
to section 301 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632). 
SEC. 124. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS. 

This title is enacted by the Senate— 
(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 

of the Senate, and as such shall be consid-
ered as part of the rules of the Senate, and 
such rules shall supersede other rules only to 
the extent that it is inconsistent therewith; 
and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of the Senate to change such 
rules (so far as relating to the Senate) at any 
time, in the same manner, and to the same 
extent as in the case of any other rule of the 
Senate. 

DIVISION B—SAVE TAXPAYER DOLLARS 
TITLE I—RESCISSION OF UNOBLIGATED 

FUNDS 
SEC. 1. Each rescission made by this title 

shall be applied to the unobligated balances 
for each applicable appropriation as of the 
date of enactment of this title. 

SEC. 2. The unobligated balances from the 
following appropriations, in the following 
amounts and subject to the conditions speci-
fied below, are hereby permanently re-
scinded: 

(1) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Public 
Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund’’ in title III of division A of Public Law 
116–123, including any funds transferred from 
such heading that remain unobligated, with 
the exception of $59,000,000. 

(2) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Public 

Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund’’ in title V of division A of Public Law 
116–127, including any funds transferred from 
such heading that remain unobligated. 

(3) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Public 
Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund’’ in title VIII of division B of Public 
Law 116–136, including any funds transferred 
from such heading that remain unobligated, 
with the exception of $2,127,000,000 and— 

(A) any funds that were transferred and 
merged with the Covered Countermeasure 
Process Fund authorized by section 319F–4 of 
the Public Health Service Act; and 

(B) any funds that were transferred and 
merged with funds made available under the 
heading ‘‘Office of the Secretary—Office of 
Inspector General’’ pursuant to section 18113 
of title VIII of division B of Public Law 116– 
136. 

(4) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available in the first paragraph under 
the heading ‘‘Public Health and Social Serv-
ices Emergency Fund’’ in title I of division B 
of Public Law 116–139, including any funds 
transferred from such heading that remain 
unobligated, with the exception of 
$300,000,000, which shall remain available for 
necessary expenses for program administra-
tion and oversight. 

(5) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available in the second paragraph 
under the heading ‘‘Public Health and Social 
Services Emergency Fund’’ in title I of divi-
sion B of Public Law 116–139, including any 
funds transferred from such heading that re-
main unobligated, with the exception of 
$243,000,000 and any funds that were trans-
ferred and merged with funds made available 
under the heading ‘‘Office of the Secretary— 
Office of Inspector General’’ pursuant to sec-
tion 103 of title I of division B of Public Law 
116–139. 

(6) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Public 
Health and Social Services Emergency 
Fund’’ in title III of division M of Public Law 
116–260, including any funds transferred from 
such heading that remain unobligated, with 
the exception of $205,000,000. 

(7) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention—CDC– 
Wide Activities and Program Support’’ in 
title III of division A of Public Law 116–123, 
including any funds transferred from such 
heading that remain unobligated, with the 
exception of $195,000,000 and any funds that 
were transferred and merged with the Infec-
tious Diseases Rapid Response Reserve Fund 
established by section 231 of division B of 
Public Law 115–245. 

(8) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention—CDC– 
Wide Activities and Program Support’’ in 
title VIII of division B of Public Law 116–136, 
including any funds transferred from such 
heading that remain unobligated, with the 
exception of $446,000,000 and any funds that 
were transferred and merged with the Infec-
tious Diseases Rapid Response Reserve Fund 
established by section 231 of division B of 
Public Law 115–245. 

(9) All of the unobligated balances of funds 
made available under the heading ‘‘Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention—CDC– 
Wide Activities and Program Support’’ in 
title III of division M of Public Law 116–260, 
including any funds transferred from such 
heading that remain unobligated, with the 
exception of $177,000,000. 

(10) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available under the heading ‘‘Na-
tional Institutes of Health—National Insti-
tute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases’’ in 
title III of division A of Public Law 116–123, 

including any funds transferred from such 
heading that remain unobligated. 

(11) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available to ‘‘Centers for Medi-
care & Medicaid Services—Program Manage-
ment’’ in title VIII of division B of Public 
Law 116–136. 

(12) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2301 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2, with the exception of 
$103,000,000. 

(13) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2302 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(14) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2303 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2, with the exception of 
$69,000,000. 

(15) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2401 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2, with the exception of 
$7,323,000,000. 

(16) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2402 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2, with the exception of 
$714,000,000. 

(17) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2403 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(18) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2501 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(19) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2502 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(20) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2601 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(21) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2602 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(22) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2603 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(23) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2604 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(24) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2605 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(25) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2703 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(26) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2704 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(27) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2705 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(28) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2711 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(29) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2712 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(30) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 2801 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2. 

(31) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 3101 of Pub-
lic Law 117–2, with the exception of 
$793,000,000. 

(32) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 511A(a) of 
the Social Security Act, as added by section 
9101 of Public Law 117–2. 

(33) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 1150C(a) of 
the Social Security Act, as added by section 
9911 of Public Law 117–2. 

(34) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 1947(e) of the 
Social Security Act, as added by section 9813 
of Public Law 117–2. 

(35) All of the unobligated balances of 
funds made available by section 1862(g)(2) of 
the Social Security Act, as added by section 
9401 of Public Law 117–2. 
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SEC. 3. The unobligated balances of 

amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Agricultural Programs—Office of the Sec-
retary’’ in title I of division B of Public Law 
116–136 are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 4. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 751 in 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded, except for 
funds made available by section 601 of divi-
sion HH of Public Law 117–328. 

SEC. 5. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 753 in 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 6. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 754 in 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 7. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 762(i) in 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 8. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 764(f) in 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 9. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 1001 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 10. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 4027 of 
title IV of division A of Public Law 116–136, 
$200,000,000 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 11. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 4120 of 
title IV of division A of Public Law 116–136, 
$295,000,000 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 12. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 7301(c) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 13. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 104A(m) 
of the Community Development Banking and 
Financial Institutions Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 
4701 et seq.), as added by section 522 of title 
V of division N of Public Law 116–260 are 
hereby permanently rescinded, with the ex-
ception of $284,500,000, which shall remain 
available for necessary expenses associated 
with the making of awards announced prior 
to the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 14. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 
3301(a)(2)(A) of Public Law 117–2, $150,000,000 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 15. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 411 in 
subtitle A of title IV of division N of Public 
Law 116–260 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 16. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by subsection (a) of 
section 2206 of Public Law 117–2 are hereby 
permanently rescinded, with the exception of 
amounts allocated under paragraphs (6) and 
(7) of subsection (b) of such section. 

SEC. 17. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2001 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 18. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2002 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 19. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2003 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 20. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Federal Highway Administration—Highway 
Infrastructure Programs’’ in title IV of divi-
sion M of Public Law 116–260 are hereby per-
manently rescinded. 

SEC. 21. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 7202(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 22. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by sections 5002(b) 
and 5006(a)(2) of Public Law 117–2, including 
any amounts transferred and merged with 
‘‘Small Business Administration—Disaster 
Loans Program Account’’ pursuant to sec-
tion 90007(b)(2)(A) of Public Law 117–58 that 
remain unobligated, are hereby permanently 
rescinded. 

SEC. 23. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Independent Agencies—Small Business Ad-
ministration—Disaster Loans Program Ac-
count’’ in title II of division B of Public Law 
116–139 are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 24. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2118(a) of 
title II of division A of Public Law 116–136, as 
added by section 9032 of Public Law 117–2, 
$1,000,000,000 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 25. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Public and Indian Housing—Tenant- 
Based Rental Assistance’’ in title XII of divi-
sion B of Public Law 116–136 are hereby per-
manently rescinded. 

SEC. 26. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Public and Indian Housing—Native 
American Programs’’ in title XII of division 
B of Public Law 116–136 are hereby perma-
nently rescinded. 

SEC. 27. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Housing Programs—Housing for Per-
sons with Disabilities’’ in title XII of divi-
sion B of Public Law 116–136 are hereby per-
manently rescinded. 

SEC. 28. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Housing Programs—Project-Based 
Rental Assistance’’ in title XII of division B 
of Public Law 116–136 are hereby perma-
nently rescinded. 

SEC. 29. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment—Housing Programs—Housing for the 
Elderly’’ in title XII of division B of Public 
Law 116–136 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 30. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 3208(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 31. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Transportation—Office of 
the Secretary—Salaries and Expenses’’ in 
title XII of division B of Public Law 116–136 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 32. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Transportation—Office of 
the Secretary—Essential Air Service’’ in 
title XII of division B of Public Law 116–136 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 33. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Transportation—Federal 
Aviation Administration—Grants-In-Aid for 
Airports’’ in title XII of division B of Public 
Law 116–136 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 34. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 7101 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 35. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 7102(a)(1) 

of Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently 
rescinded. 

SEC. 36. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 501(a)(1) 
of title V of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 37. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 9601(d)(1) 
of Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently 
rescinded. 

SEC. 38. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 4009 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 39. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Justice—General Adminis-
tration—Justice Information Sharing Tech-
nology’’ in title II of division B of Public 
Law 116–136 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 40. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Defense—Procurement—De-
fense Production Act Purchases’’ in title III 
of division B of Public Law 116–136, $61,381,230 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 41. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of State—Administration of 
Foreign Affairs—Diplomatic Programs’’ in 
title XI of division B of Public Law 116–136 
and subsequently transferred to the Depart-
ment of State’s ‘‘Educational and Cultural 
Exchange Programs’’ account are hereby 
permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 42. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance—Depart-
ment of State—Migration and Refugee As-
sistance’’ in title XI of division B of Public 
Law 116–136 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 43. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance—Funds Ap-
propriated to the President—International 
Disaster Assistance’’ in title XI of division B 
of Public Law 116–136 are hereby perma-
nently rescinded. 

SEC. 44. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of State—Administration of 
Foreign Affairs—Sudan Claims’’ in title IX 
of division K of Public Law 116–260 are here-
by permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 45. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Bilateral Economic Assistance—Funds Ap-
propriated to the President—Economic Sup-
port Fund’’ in title IX of division K of Public 
Law 116–260 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 46. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Federal Communications Commission—Sal-
aries and Expenses’’ in title V of division B 
of Public Law 116–136 are hereby perma-
nently rescinded. 

SEC. 47. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Independent Agencies—Small Business Ad-
ministration—Emergency EIDL Grants’’ in 
title II of division B of Public Law 116–139 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 48. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 
323(d)(1)(B) of title III of division N of Public 
Law 116–260 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 49. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 
323(d)(1)(E)(i) of title III of division N of Pub-
lic Law 116–260 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 50. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 902(c)(5) 
of title IX of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 
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SEC. 51. The unobligated balances of 

amounts made available by section 905(b) of 
title IX of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 52. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 
5003(b)(2)(A) of Public Law 117–2 are hereby 
permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 53. The unobligated balances of 
amounts described in the tenth proviso 
under the heading ‘‘Administration for Chil-
dren and Families—Payments to States for 
the Child Care and Development Block 
Grant’’ in title III of division M of Public 
Law 116–260 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 54. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2201(b) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 55. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2204(d)(1) 
of Public Law 117–2, including any amounts 
made available by amendments made by 
such section, are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 56. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2205 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 57. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2912(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 58. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 403(c) of 
the Social Security Act, as added by section 
9201 of Public Law 117–2 are hereby perma-
nently rescinded. 

SEC. 59. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 816(f) of 
the Native American Programs Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 2992d(f)), as added by section 11004 
of Public Law 117–2, are hereby permanently 
rescinded. 

SEC. 60. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Rural Development Programs—Rural Utili-
ties Service—Distance Learning, Telemedi-
cine, and Broadband Program’’ in title I of 
division B of Public Law 116–136 are hereby 
permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 61. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 752 of 
title VII of division N of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 62. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 1002(c) of 
Public Law 117–2, are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 63. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 3207(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 64. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Energy—Energy Programs— 
Science’’ in title IV of division B of Public 
Law 116–136 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 65. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 6003 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 66. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 11002(a) 
of Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently 
rescinded. 

SEC. 67. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘Department of Education—Departmental 
Management—Program Administration’’ in 
title III of division M of Public Law 116–260 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 68. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2007 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 69. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2010 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 70. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2011 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 71. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 11006 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 72. Of the unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 6002(a) of 
Public Law 117–2, all but $22,000,000 are here-
by permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 73. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2101(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded, with the exception of $1,892,718 for 
the Office of the Solicitor within the Depart-
mental Management account and amounts 
allocated for the Office of Inspector General 
under paragraph (2) of subsection (b) of such 
section. 

SEC. 74. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2110(g) of 
Public Law 116–136, as amended, are hereby 
permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 75. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available under the heading 
‘‘General Services Administration—General 
Activities—Federal Citizen Services Fund’’ 
in title V of division B of Public Law 116–136 
are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 76. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2021 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 77. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2022 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 78. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2023 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

SEC. 79. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 
2(c)(2)(D)(v) of the Railroad Unemployment 
Insurance Act (45 U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(v)), as 
amended, are hereby permanently rescinded. 

SEC. 80. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 2904 of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded, with the exception of $500,000 for the 
Railroad Retirement Board Office of Inspec-
tor General. 

SEC. 81. The unobligated balances of 
amounts made available by section 7404(a) of 
Public Law 117–2 are hereby permanently re-
scinded. 

TITLE II—FAMILY AND SMALL BUSINESS 
TAXPAYER PROTECTION 

SEC. 251. RESCISSION OF CERTAIN BALANCES 
MADE AVAILABLE TO THE INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE. 

Of the unobligated balances of amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available for 
activities of the Internal Revenue Service by 
paragraphs (1)(A)(ii), (1)(A)(iii), (1)(B), (2), (3), 
(4), and (5) of section 10301 of Public Law 117– 
169 (commonly known as the ‘‘Inflation Re-
duction Act of 2022’’) as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act, $1,389,525,000 are hereby 
rescinded. 

TITLE III—STATUTORY ADMINISTRATIVE 
PAY-AS-YOU-GO 

SEC. 261. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Adminis-

trative Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 262. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title— 
(1) the term ‘‘administrative action’’ 

means a ‘‘rule’’ as defined in section 804(3) of 
title 5, United States Code; 

(2) the term ‘‘agency’’ means any author-
ity of the United States that is an ‘‘agency’’ 
under section 3502(1) of title 44, United 
States Code, other than those considered to 
be independent regulatory agencies, as de-
fined in section 3502(5) of such title; 

(3) the term ‘‘covered discretionary admin-
istrative action’’ means a discretionary ad-
ministrative action that would affect direct 
spending; 

(4) the term ‘‘direct spending’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 250(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 900(c)); 

(5) the term ‘‘Director’’ means the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget; 

(6) the term ‘‘discretionary administrative 
action’’— 

(A) means any administrative action that 
is not required by law; and 

(B) includes an administrative action re-
quired by law for which an agency has dis-
cretion in the manner in which to implement 
the administrative action; and 

(7) the term ‘‘increase direct spending’’ 
means that the amount of direct spending 
would increase relative to— 

(A) the most recently submitted projection 
of the amount of direct spending presented 
in baseline estimates as defined in section 
257 of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amended, 
under— 

(i) the budget of the President submitted 
under section 1105 of title 31, United States 
Code; or 

(ii) the supplemental summary of the budg-
et submitted under section 1106 of title 31, 
United States Code; 

(B) with respect to a discretionary admin-
istrative action that is incorporated into the 
applicable projection described in subpara-
graph (A) and for which a proposal has not 
been submitted under section 263(a)(2)(A), a 
projection of the amount of direct spending 
if no administrative action were taken; or 

(C) with respect to a discretionary admin-
istrative action described in paragraph 
(6)(B), a projection of the amount of direct 
spending under the least costly implementa-
tion option reasonably identifiable by the 
agency that meets the requirements under 
the statute. 

SEC. 263. REQUIREMENTS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
ACTIONS THAT AFFECT DIRECT 
SPENDING. 

(a) DISCRETIONARY ADMINISTRATIVE AC-
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before an agency may fi-
nalize any covered discretionary administra-
tive action, the head of the agency shall sub-
mit to the Director for review written notice 
regarding the covered discretionary adminis-
trative action, which shall include an esti-
mate of the budgetary effects of the covered 
discretionary administrative action. 

(2) INCREASING DIRECT SPENDING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—If the covered discre-

tionary administrative action would in-
crease direct spending, the written notice 
submitted by the head of the agency under 
paragraph (1) shall include a proposal to un-
dertake 1 or more other administrative ac-
tions that would provide a reduction in di-
rect spending greater than or equal to the in-
crease in direct spending attributable to the 
covered discretionary administrative action. 

(B) REVIEW.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall deter-

mine whether the reduction in direct spend-
ing in a proposal in a written notice from an 
agency under subparagraph (A) is greater 
than or equal to the increase in direct spend-
ing attributable to the covered discretionary 
administrative action to which the written 
notice relates. 
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(ii) NO OFFSET.—If the written notice re-

garding a proposed covered discretionary ad-
ministrative action that would increase di-
rect spending does not include a proposal to 
offset the increased direct spending as deter-
mined in clause (i), the Director shall return 
the written notice to the agency for resub-
mission in accordance with this title. 

(b) NONDISCRETIONARY ACTIONS.—If an 
agency determines that an administrative 
action that would increase direct spending is 
required by law and therefore is not a cov-
ered discretionary administrative action, be-
fore the agency finalizes that administrative 
action, the head of the agency shall— 

(1) submit to the Director a written opin-
ion by the general counsel of the agency, or 
the equivalent employee of the agency, ex-
plaining that legal conclusion; 

(2) submit to the Director a projection of 
the amount of direct spending under the 
least costly implementation option reason-
ably identifiable by the agency that meets 
the requirements under the statute; and 

(3) consult with the Director regarding im-
plementation of the administrative action. 

(c) PROJECTIONS.—Any projection for pur-
poses of this title shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–11, or any successor there-
to. 

SEC. 264. ISSUANCE OF ADMINISTRATIVE GUID-
ANCE. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Director shall issue 
instructions regarding the implementation 
of this title, including how covered discre-
tionary administrative actions that increase 
direct spending and nontax receipts will be 
evaluated. 

SEC. 265. WAIVER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director may waive 
the requirements of section 263 if the Direc-
tor concludes that the waiver— 

(1) is necessary for the delivery of essential 
services; or 

(2) is necessary for effective program deliv-
ery. 

(b) PUBLICATION.—Any waiver determina-
tion under subsection (a) shall be published 
in the Federal Register. 

SEC. 266. EXEMPTION. 

This title shall not apply to administrative 
actions with direct spending cost of less 
than— 

(1) $1,000,000,000 over the 10-year period be-
ginning with the current year; or 

(2) $100,000,000 in any given year during 
such 10-year period. 

SEC. 267. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

No determination, finding, action, or omis-
sion under this title shall be subject to judi-
cial review. 

SEC. 268. SUNSET. 

This title shall expire on December 31, 2024. 

SEC. 269. GAO REPORT. 

Within 180 days of the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Comptroller General shall issue 
a report on the implementation of this title. 

SEC. 270. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW ACT COMPLI-
ANCE ASSESSMENT. 

Section 801(a)(2)(A) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after ‘‘compli-
ance with procedural steps required by para-
graph (1)(B)’’ the following: ‘‘, and shall in 
addition include an assessment of the agen-
cy’s compliance with such requirements of 
the Administrative Pay-As-You-Go Act of 
2023 as may be applicable’’. 

TITLE IV—TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION 
OF PAYMENTS ON FEDERAL STUDENT 
LOANS; RESUMPTION OF ACCRUAL OF 
INTEREST AND COLLECTIONS 

SEC. 271. TERMINATION OF SUSPENSION OF PAY-
MENTS ON FEDERAL STUDENT 
LOANS; RESUMPTION OF ACCRUAL 
OF INTEREST AND COLLECTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sixty days after June 30, 
2023, the waivers and modifications described 
in subsection (c) shall cease to be effective. 

(b) PROHIBITION.—Except as expressly au-
thorized by an Act of Congress enacted after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Education may not use any author-
ity to implement an extension of any execu-
tive action or rule specified in subsection (c). 

(c) WAIVERS AND MODIFICATIONS DE-
SCRIBED.—The waivers and modifications de-
scribed in this subsection are the waivers 
and modifications of statutory and regu-
latory provisions relating to an extension of 
the suspension of payments on certain loans 
and waivers of interest on such loans under 
section 3513 of the CARES Act (20 U.S.C. 1001 
note)— 

(1) described by the Department of Edu-
cation in the Federal Register on October 12, 
2022 (87 Fed. Reg. 61513 et seq.); and 

(2) most recently extended in the an-
nouncement by the Department of Education 
on November 22, 2022. 

DIVISION C—GROW THE ECONOMY 
TITLE I—TEMPORARY ASSISTANCE TO 

NEEDY FAMILIES 
SEC. 301. RECALIBRATION OF THE CASELOAD RE-

DUCTION CREDIT. 
Section 407(b)(3) of the Social Security Act 

(42 U.S.C. 607(b)(3)) is amended in each of 
subparagraphs (A)(ii) and (B), by striking 
‘‘2005’’ and inserting ‘‘2015’’. 
SEC. 302. PILOT PROJECTS FOR PROMOTING AC-

COUNTABILITY BY MEASURING 
WORK OUTCOMES. 

Section 411 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 611) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) PILOT PROJECTS FOR PROMOTING AC-
COUNTABILITY BY MEASURING WORK OUT-
COMES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a pilot program under which the 
Secretary may select up to 5 States to which 
a grant is made under section 403(a) for a fis-
cal year to negotiate performance bench-
marks for work and family outcomes for re-
cipients of assistance under the State pro-
gram funded under this part, and programs 
funded with qualified State expenditures. 
The Secretary shall issue guidance on how 
States apply for participation in the pilot. 
The benchmarks shall include— 

‘‘(A) the percentage of work-eligible indi-
viduals under the State program funded 
under this part who are in unsubsidized em-
ployment during the 2nd quarter after 
exiting the program; 

‘‘(B) the level of earnings of such individ-
uals in the 2nd and 4th quarters after exit; 
and 

‘‘(C) other indicators of family stability 
and well-being as established by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(2) LEVEL OF PERFORMANCE BENCHMARK.— 
The Secretary and a State selected under 
paragraph (1) shall agree to the requisite 
level of performance on these benchmarks 
after developing baseline data in the State 
and comparative data in other States. 

‘‘(3) FAILURE OF STATE TO MEET BENCH-
MARK.—If a State fails to meet a measured 
benchmark standard agreed to under para-
graph (2) for 2 successive fiscal years, the 
State, in order to continue in the pilot shall 
enter into a plan with the Secretary to 
achieve the required level of performance or, 
if mutually agreed to, adjust the benchmark 

based on new information about the feasi-
bility of meeting such benchmark. 

‘‘(4) DURATION.—The pilot under this sub-
section shall be in effect for 6 fiscal years, 
with one year to establish benchmark data 
and negotiate targets and five years to meas-
ure performance against the targets, and 
shall supersede the requirements under sec-
tion 407 for such fiscal years, notwith-
standing any other provision of law. 

‘‘(5) APPLICATION OF PENALTY FOR FAILURE 
TO REDUCE ASSISTANCE FOR RECIPIENTS REFUS-
ING WITHOUT GOOD CAUSE TO WORK.—For pur-
poses of section 409(a)(14), a State operating 
a pilot must have a system for reducing the 
amount of assistance payable to a family if 
an individual refuses, without good cause 
(including for reasons described in 407(e)(2)), 
to engage in any such activities as the State 
has required of such an individual. A State 
without such a system shall be considered to 
have failed to comply with the requirements 
of section 407(e) for so long as the failure to 
comply continues. 

‘‘(6) COLLECTION OF PERFORMANCE DATA.— 
Each State selected under paragraph (1), in 
consultation with the Secretary, shall col-
lect and submit to the Secretary data on the 
performance of the State operating such a 
pilot program. 

‘‘(7) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(A) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 12 

months after the date of the enactment of 
this subsection the Secretary shall submit a 
report to Congress on the status of the pro-
gram under this section. 

‘‘(B) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 12 
months after the date on which the programs 
under this section have terminated, the Sec-
retary shall submit a comprehensive report 
to Congress on outcomes achieved under 
such programs.’’. 
SEC. 303. ELIMINATION OF SMALL CHECKS 

SCHEME. 
Section 407(b) of the Social Security Act 

(42 U.S.C. 607(b)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(6) SPECIAL RULE REGARDING CALCULATION 
OF THE MINIMUM PARTICIPATION RATE.—The 
Secretary shall determine participation 
rates under this section without regard to 
any individual engaged in work in a family 
that receives no assistance under this part 
and less than $35 in assistance funded with 
qualified State expenditures (as defined in 
section 409(a)(7)(B)(i)).’’. 
SEC. 304. REPORTING OF WORK OUTCOMES. 

Section 411 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 611), as amended by section 302, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) REPORTING PERFORMANCE INDICA-
TORS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary, shall collect and 
submit to the Secretary the information nec-
essary for each indicator described in para-
graph (2), for fiscal year 2025 and each fiscal 
year thereafter. 

‘‘(2) INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE.—The in-
dicators described in this paragraph for a fis-
cal year are the following: 

‘‘(A) The percentage of individuals who 
were work-eligible individuals as of the time 
of exit from the program, who are in unsub-
sidized employment during the second quar-
ter after the exit. 

‘‘(B) The percentage of individuals who 
were work-eligible individuals who were in 
unsubsidized employment in the second 
quarter after the exit, who are also in unsub-
sidized employment during the fourth quar-
ter after the exit. 

‘‘(C) The median earnings of individuals 
who were work-eligible individuals as of the 
time of exit from the program, who are in 
unsubsidized employment during the second 
quarter after the exit. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:37 Jun 01, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A31MY7.004 H31MYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2689 May 31, 2023 
‘‘(D) The percentage of individuals who 

have not attained 24 years of age, are attend-
ing high school or enrolled in an equivalency 
program, and are work-eligible individuals 
or were work-eligible individuals as of the 
time of exit from the program, who obtain a 
high school degree or its recognized equiva-
lent while receiving assistance under the 
State program funded under this part or 
within 1 year after the exit. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITION OF EXIT.—In paragraph (2), 
the term ‘exit’ means, with respect to a 
State program funded under this part, ceases 
to receive assistance under the program 
funded by this part. 

‘‘(4) REGULATIONS.—In order to ensure na-
tionwide comparability of data, the Sec-
retary, after consultation with the Secretary 
of Labor and with States, shall issue regula-
tions governing the reporting of performance 
indicators under this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 305. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by this title shall 
take effect on October 1, 2024, except for sec-
tions 301 and 303 which shall take effect on 
October 1, 2025. 

TITLE II—SNAP EXEMPTIONS 
SEC. 311. MODIFICATION OF WORK REQUIRE-

MENT EXEMPTIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(o)(3) of the 

Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2015(6)(o)(3)) is amended to read as follows: 

(1) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A)(i) under 18 years of age; or 
‘‘(ii) in— 
‘‘(I) fiscal year 2023 over 51 years of age; 
‘‘(II) fiscal year 2024 over 53 years of age; 
‘‘(III) fiscal year 2025 and each fiscal year 

thereafter over 55 years of age;’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’ at 

the end; 
(3) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘;’’; and 
(4) adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) a homeless individual; 
‘‘(G) a veteran; or 
‘‘(H) an individual who is 24 years of age or 

younger and who was in foster care under the 
responsibility of a State on the date of at-
taining 18 years of age or such higher age as 
the State has elected under section 
475(8)(B)(iii) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 675(8)(B)(iii)).’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.— 
(1) STATE AGENCY.—A state agency shall 

apply section 6(o)(3) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008, as amended by subsection 
(a), to any application for initial certifi-
cation or recertification received starting 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) SUNSET.—The amendments made by 
subsection (a) shall cease to have effect on 
October 1, 2030. 
SEC. 312. MODIFICATION OF GENERAL EXEMP-

TIONS. 
Section 6(o)(6) of the Food and Nutrition 

Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(o)(6)) is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (E)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SUBSE-

QUENT FISCAL YEARS’’ and inserting ‘‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2020 THROUGH 2023’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘(F) through (H)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(G) through (I)’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘year,’’ and inserting ‘‘year 
through fiscal year 2023,’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘or 
(E)’’ and inserting ‘‘, (E) or (F)’’; 

(3) by redesignating subparagraphs (F), (G), 
and (H) as subparagraphs (G), (H), and (I), re-
spectively; 

(4) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

‘‘(F) SUBSEQUENT FISCAL YEARS.—Subject 
to subparagraphs (G) through (I), for fiscal 
years 2024 and each subsequent fiscal year, a 
State agency may provide a number of ex-

emptions such that the average monthly 
number of exemptions in effect during the 
fiscal year does not exceed 8 percent of the 
number of covered individuals in the State, 
as estimated by the Secretary under sub-
paragraph (C), adjusted by the Secretary to 
reflect changes in the State’s caseload and 
the Secretary’s estimate of changes in the 
proportion of members of households that re-
ceive supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram benefits covered by waivers granted 
under paragraph (4)’’; 

(5) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(H)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(I)’’; 

(6) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘(F) 
and (H)’’ and inserting ‘‘(G) and (I)’’; 

(7) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘(F) 
through (H)’’ and inserting ‘‘(G) through (I)’’; 
and 

(8) by adding at end the following: 
‘‘(J) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION FOR EXEMPTION 

ADJUSTMENT.—During fiscal year 2024 and 
each subsequent fiscal year, nothing in this 
paragraph shall be interpreted to allow a 
State agency to accumulate unused exemp-
tions to be provided beyond the subsequent 
fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 313. SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSIST-

ANCE PROGRAM UNDER THE FOOD 
AND NUTRITION ACT OF 2008. 

Section 2 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011) is amended by adding at 
end the following: 
‘‘That program includes as a purpose to as-
sist low-income adults in obtaining employ-
ment and increasing their earnings. Such 
employment and earnings, along with pro-
gram benefits, will permit low-income house-
holds to obtain a more nutritious diet 
through normal channels of trade by increas-
ing food purchasing power for all eligible 
households who apply for participation.’’. 
SEC. 314. WAIVER TRANSPARENCY. 

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall make public all available State 
waiver requests, including all supporting 
data from the State, and agency approvals of 
such requests, including relevant docu-
mentation on the utilization of waivers au-
thorized under Section 6(o)(4)(A) of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2015(o)(4)(A)). 

TITLE III—PERMITTING REFORM 
SEC. 321. BUILDER ACT. 

(a) PARAGRAPH (2) OF SECTION 102.—Section 
102(2) of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘in-
sure’’ and inserting ‘‘ensure’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘in-
sure’’ and inserting ‘‘ensure’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (C)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘consistent with the pro-

visions of this Act and except where compli-
ance would be inconsistent with other statu-
tory requirements,’’ before ‘‘include in 
every’’; 

(B) by striking clauses (i) through (v) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(i) reasonably foreseeable environmental 
effects of the proposed agency action; 

‘‘(ii) any reasonably foreseeable adverse 
environmental effects which cannot be 
avoided should the proposal be implemented; 

‘‘(iii) a reasonable range of alternatives to 
the proposed agency action, including an 
analysis of any negative environmental im-
pacts of not implementing the proposed 
agency action in the case of a no action al-
ternative, that are technically and economi-
cally feasible, and meet the purpose and need 
of the proposal; 

‘‘(iv) the relationship between local short- 
term uses of man’s environment and the 
maintenance and enhancement of long-term 
productivity; and 

‘‘(v) any irreversible and irretrievable com-
mitments of Federal resources which would 
be involved in the proposed agency action 
should it be implemented.’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘the responsible Federal of-
ficial’’ and inserting ‘‘the head of the lead 
agency’’; 

(4) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘Any’’ 
and inserting ‘‘any’’; 

(5) by redesignating subparagraphs (D) 
through (I) as subparagraphs (G) through (L), 
respectively; 

(6) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following: 

‘‘(D) ensure the professional integrity, in-
cluding scientific integrity, of the discussion 
and analysis in an environmental document; 

‘‘(E) make use of reliable data and re-
sources in carrying out this Act; 

‘‘(F) consistent with the provisions of this 
Act, study, develop, and describe technically 
and economically feasible alternatives;’’; and 

(7) in subparagraph (I), as amended, by in-
serting ‘‘consistent with the provisions of 
this Act,’’ before ‘‘recognize’’. 

(b) NEW SECTIONS.—Title I of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 106. PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINATION OF 

LEVEL OF REVIEW. 
‘‘(a) THRESHOLD DETERMINATIONS.—An 

agency is not required to prepare an environ-
mental document with respect to a proposed 
agency action if— 

‘‘(1) the proposed agency action is not a 
final agency action within the meaning of 
such term in chapter 5 of title 5, United 
States Code; 

‘‘(2) the proposed agency action is excluded 
pursuant to one of the agency’s categorical 
exclusions, another agency’s categorical ex-
clusions consistent with section 109 of this 
Act, or another provision of law; 

‘‘(3) the preparation of such document 
would clearly and fundamentally conflict 
with the requirements of another provision 
of law; or 

‘‘(4) the proposed agency action is a non-
discretionary action with respect to which 
such agency does not have authority to take 
environmental factors into consideration in 
determining whether to take the proposed 
action. 

‘‘(b) LEVELS OF REVIEW.— 
‘‘(1) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.— 

An agency shall issue an environmental im-
pact statement with respect to a proposed 
agency action requiring an environmental 
document that has a reasonably foreseeable 
significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment. 

‘‘(2) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.—An 
agency shall prepare an environmental as-
sessment with respect to a proposed agency 
action that does not have a reasonably fore-
seeable significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment, or if the signifi-
cance of such effect is unknown, unless the 
agency finds that the proposed agency action 
is excluded pursuant to one of the agency’s 
categorical exclusions, another agency’s cat-
egorical exclusions consistent with section 
109 of this Act, or another provision of law. 
Such environmental assessment shall be a 
concise public document prepared by a Fed-
eral agency to set forth the basis of such 
agency’s finding of no significant impact or 
determination that an environmental impact 
statement is necessary. 

‘‘(3) SOURCES OF INFORMATION.—In making 
a determination under this subsection, an 
agency— 

‘‘(A) may make use of any reliable data 
source; and 

‘‘(B) is not required to undertake new sci-
entific or technical research unless the new 
scientific or technical research is essential 
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to a reasoned choice among alternatives, and 
the overall costs and time frame of obtaining 
it are not unreasonable. 
‘‘SEC. 107. TIMELY AND UNIFIED FEDERAL RE-

VIEWS. 

‘‘(a) LEAD AGENCY.— 
‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If there are two or more 

participating Federal agencies, such agen-
cies shall determine, by letter or memo-
randum, which agency shall be the lead 
agency based on consideration of the— 

‘‘(i) magnitude of agency’s involvement; 
‘‘(ii) project approval or disapproval au-

thority; 
‘‘(iii) expertise concerning the action’s en-

vironmental effects; 
‘‘(iv) duration of agency’s involvement; 

and 
‘‘(v) sequence of agency’s involvement. 
‘‘(B) JOINT LEAD AGENCIES.—In making a 

determination under subparagraph (A), the 
participating Federal agencies may appoint 
such State, Tribal, or local agencies as joint 
lead agencies as the involved Federal agen-
cies shall determine appropriate. Joint lead 
agencies shall jointly fulfill the role de-
scribed in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) ROLE.—A lead agency shall, with re-
spect to a proposed agency action— 

‘‘(A) supervise the preparation of an envi-
ronmental document if, with respect to such 
proposed agency action, there is more than 
one participating Federal agency; 

‘‘(B) request the participation of each co-
operating agency at the earliest practicable 
time; 

‘‘(C) in preparing an environmental docu-
ment, give consideration to any analysis or 
proposal created by a cooperating agency; 

‘‘(D) develop a schedule, in consultation 
with each cooperating agency, the applicant, 
and such other entities as the lead agency 
determines appropriate, for completion of 
any environmental review, permit, or au-
thorization required to carry out the pro-
posed agency action; 

‘‘(E) if the lead agency determines that a 
review, permit, or authorization will not be 
completed in accordance with the schedule 
developed under subparagraph (D), notify the 
agency responsible for issuing such review, 
permit, or authorization of the discrepancy 
and request that such agency take such 
measures as such agency determines appro-
priate to comply with such schedule; and 

‘‘(F) meet with a cooperating agency that 
requests such a meeting. 

‘‘(3) COOPERATING AGENCY.—The lead agen-
cy may, with respect to a proposed agency 
action, designate any Federal, State, Tribal, 
or local agency that has jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any envi-
ronmental impact involved in a proposal to 
serve as a cooperating agency. A cooperating 
agency may, not later than a date specified 
in the schedule established by the lead agen-
cy, submit comments to the lead agency. 

‘‘(4) REQUEST FOR DESIGNATION.—Any Fed-
eral, State, Tribal, or local agency or person 
that is substantially affected by the lack of 
a designation of a lead agency with respect 
to a proposed agency action under paragraph 
(1) may submit a written request for such a 
designation to a participating Federal agen-
cy. An agency that receives a request under 
this paragraph shall transmit such request 
to each participating Federal agency and to 
the Council. 

‘‘(5) COUNCIL DESIGNATION.— 
‘‘(A) REQUEST.—If the participating Fed-

eral agencies are unable to agree on the des-
ignation of a lead agency within 45 days of 
the request under paragraph (4), then the 
Federal, State, Tribal or local agency or per-
son that is substantially affected by the lack 
or a designation of a lead agency may re-

quest that the Council designate a lead agen-
cy. Such request shall consist of— 

‘‘(i) a precise description of the nature and 
extent of the proposed agency action; and 

‘‘(ii) a detailed statement with respect to 
each participating Federal agency and each 
factor listed in paragraph (1) regarding 
which agency should serve as lead agency. 

‘‘(B) TRANSMISSION.—The Council shall 
transmit a request received under subpara-
graph (A) to each participating Federal 
agency. 

‘‘(C) RESPONSE.—A participating Federal 
agency may, not later than 20 days after the 
date of the submission of a request under 
subparagraph (A), submit to the Council a 
response to such request. 

‘‘(D) DESIGNATION.—Not later than 40 days 
after the date of the submission of a request 
under subparagraph (A), the Council shall 
designate the lead agency with respect to the 
relevant proposed agency action. 

‘‘(b) ONE DOCUMENT.—To the extent prac-
ticable, if a proposed agency action will re-
quire action by more than one Federal agen-
cy and the lead agency has determined that 
it requires preparation of an environmental 
document, the lead and cooperating agencies 
shall evaluate the proposal in a single envi-
ronmental document. 

‘‘(c) REQUEST FOR PUBLIC COMMENT.—Each 
notice of intent to prepare an environmental 
impact statement under section 102 shall in-
clude a request for public comment on alter-
natives or impacts and on relevant informa-
tion, studies, or analyses with respect to the 
proposed agency action. 

‘‘(d) STATEMENT OF PURPOSE AND NEED.— 
Each environmental document shall include 
a statement of purpose and need that briefly 
summarizes the underlying purpose and need 
for the proposed agency action. 

‘‘(e) PAGE LIMITS.— 
‘‘(1) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), an environmental impact 
statement shall not exceed 150 pages, not in-
cluding any citations or appendices. 

‘‘(B) EXTRAORDINARY COMPLEXITY.—An en-
vironmental impact statement for a pro-
posed agency action of extraordinary com-
plexity shall not exceed 300 pages, not in-
cluding any citations or appendices. 

‘‘(2) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS.—An en-
vironmental assessment shall not exceed 75 
pages, not including any citations or appen-
dices. 

‘‘(f) SPONSOR PREPARATION.—A lead agency 
shall prescribe procedures to allow a project 
sponsor to prepare an environmental assess-
ment or an environmental impact statement 
under the supervision of the agency. Such 
agency may provide such sponsor with ap-
propriate guidance and assist in the prepara-
tion. The lead agency shall independently 
evaluate the environmental document and 
shall take responsibility for the contents. 

‘‘(g) DEADLINES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), with respect to a proposed 
agency action, a lead agency shall complete, 
as applicable— 

‘‘(A) the environmental impact statement 
not later than the date that is 2 years after 
the sooner of, as applicable— 

‘‘(i) the date on which such agency deter-
mines that section 102(2)(C) requires the 
issuance of an environmental impact state-
ment with respect to such action; 

‘‘(ii) the date on which such agency noti-
fies the applicant that the application to es-
tablish a right-of-way for such action is com-
plete; and 

‘‘(iii) the date on which such agency issues 
a notice of intent to prepare the environ-
mental impact statement for such action; 
and 

‘‘(B) the environmental assessment not 
later than the date that is 1 year after the 
sooner of, as applicable— 

‘‘(i) the date on which such agency deter-
mines that section 106(b)(2) requires the 
preparation of an environmental assessment 
with respect to such action; 

‘‘(ii) the date on which such agency noti-
fies the applicant that the application to es-
tablish a right-of-way for such action is com-
plete; and 

‘‘(iii) the date on which such agency issues 
a notice of intent to prepare the environ-
mental assessment for such action. 

‘‘(2) DELAY.—A lead agency that deter-
mines it is not able to meet the deadline de-
scribed in paragraph (1) may extend such 
deadline, in consultation with the applicant, 
to establish a new deadline that provides 
only so much additional time as is necessary 
to complete such environmental impact 
statement or environmental assessment. 

‘‘(3) PETITION TO COURT.— 
‘‘(A) RIGHT TO PETITION.—A project sponsor 

may obtain a review of an alleged failure by 
an agency to act in accordance with an ap-
plicable deadline under this section by filing 
a written petition with a court of competent 
jurisdiction seeking an order under subpara-
graph (B). 

‘‘(B) COURT ORDER.—If a court of competent 
jurisdiction finds that an agency has failed 
to act in accordance with an applicable dead-
line, the court shall set a schedule and dead-
line for the agency to act as soon as prac-
ticable, which shall not exceed 90 days from 
the date on which the order of the court is 
issued, unless the court determines a longer 
time period is necessary to comply with ap-
plicable law. 

‘‘(h) REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of each lead 

agency shall annually submit to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report that— 

‘‘(A) identifies any environmental assess-
ment and environmental impact statement 
that such lead agency did not complete by 
the deadline described in subsection (g); and 

‘‘(B) provides an explanation for any fail-
ure to meet such deadline. 

‘‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall identify, as appli-
cable— 

‘‘(A) the office, bureau, division, unit, or 
other entity within the Federal agency re-
sponsible for each such environmental as-
sessment and environmental impact state-
ment; 

‘‘(B) the date on which— 
‘‘(i) such lead agency notified the applicant 

that the application to establish a right-of- 
way for the major Federal action is com-
plete; 

‘‘(ii) such lead agency began the scoping 
for the major Federal action; or 

‘‘(iii) such lead agency issued a notice of 
intent to prepare the environmental assess-
ment or environmental impact statement for 
the major Federal action; and 

‘‘(C) when such environmental assessment 
and environmental impact statement is ex-
pected to be complete. 
‘‘SEC. 108. PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL 

DOCUMENT. 

‘‘When an agency prepares a programmatic 
environmental document for which judicial 
review was available, the agency may rely on 
the analysis included in the programmatic 
environmental document in a subsequent en-
vironmental document for related actions as 
follows: 

‘‘(1) Within 5 years and without additional 
review of the analysis in the programmatic 
environmental document, unless there are 
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substantial new circumstances or informa-
tion about the significance of adverse effects 
that bear on the analysis. 

‘‘(2) After 5 years, so long as the agency re-
evaluates the analysis in the programmatic 
environmental document and any underlying 
assumption to ensure reliance on the anal-
ysis remains valid. 
‘‘SEC. 109. ADOPTION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLU-

SIONS. 
‘‘An agency may adopt a categorical exclu-

sion listed in another agency’s NEPA proce-
dures for a category of proposed agency ac-
tions for which the categorical exclusion was 
established consistent with this paragraph. 
The agency shall— 

‘‘(1) identify the categorical exclusion list-
ed in another agency’s NEPA procedures 
that covers a category of proposed actions or 
related actions; 

‘‘(2) consult with the agency that estab-
lished the categorical exclusion to ensure 
that the proposed adoption of the categorical 
exclusion to a category of actions is appro-
priate; 

‘‘(3) identify to the public the categorical 
exclusion that the agency plans to use for its 
proposed actions; and 

‘‘(4) document adoption of the categorical 
exclusion. 
‘‘SEC. 110. E-NEPA. 

‘‘(a) PERMITTING PORTAL STUDY.—The 
Council on Environmental Quality shall con-
duct a study and submit a report to Congress 
within 1 year of the enactment of this Act on 
the potential for online and digital tech-
nologies to address delays in reviews and im-
prove public accessibility and transparency 
under section 102(2)(C) of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)) including, but not limited to, a 
unified permitting portal that would— 

‘‘(1) allow applicants to— 
‘‘(A) submit required documents or mate-

rials for their project in one unified portal; 
‘‘(B) upload and collaborate with the appli-

cable agencies to edit documents in real- 
time, as required; 

‘‘(C) upload and display visual features 
such as video, animation, geographic infor-
mation system displays, and three-dimen-
sional renderings; and 

‘‘(D) track the progress of individual appli-
cations; 

‘‘(2) include a cloud based, digital tool for 
more complex reviews that would enhance 
interagency coordination in consultation 
by— 

‘‘(A) centralizing, across all necessary 
agencies, the data, visuals, and documents, 
including but not limited to geographic in-
formation system displays, other visual 
renderings, and completed reports and anal-
yses necessary for reviews; 

‘‘(B) streamlining communications be-
tween all necessary agencies and the appli-
cant; 

‘‘(C) allowing for comments and responses 
by and to all necessary agencies in one uni-
fied portal; 

‘‘(D) generating analytical reports to aid in 
organizing and cataloguing public com-
ments; and 

‘‘(E) be accessible on mobile devices; 
‘‘(3) boost transparency in agency proc-

esses and present information suitable for a 
lay audience, including but not limited to— 

‘‘(A) scientific data and analysis; and 
‘‘(B) anticipated agency process and 

timeline; and 
‘‘(4) include examples describing how at 

least five permits would be reviewed and 
processed through this portal. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated 
$500,000 for the Council on Environmental 
Quality to carry out the study directed by 
this section. 

‘‘SEC. 111. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this title: 
‘‘(1) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION.—The term 

‘categorical exclusion’ means a category of 
actions that a Federal agency has deter-
mined normally does not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment with-
in the meaning of section 102(2)(C). 

‘‘(2) COOPERATING AGENCY.—The term ‘co-
operating agency’ means any Federal, State, 
Tribal, or local agency that has been des-
ignated as a cooperating agency under sec-
tion 107(a)(3). 

‘‘(3) COUNCIL.—The term ‘Council’ means 
the Council on Environmental Quality estab-
lished in title II. 

‘‘(4) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.—The 
term ‘environmental assessment’ means an 
environmental assessment prepared under 
section 106(b)(2). 

‘‘(5) ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT.—The term 
‘environmental document’ means an envi-
ronmental impact statement, an environ-
mental assessment, or a finding of no signifi-
cant impact. 

‘‘(6) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.— 
The term ‘environmental impact statement’ 
means a detailed written statement that is 
required by section 102(2)(C). 

‘‘(7) FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT.— 
The term ‘finding of no significant impact’ 
means a determination by a Federal agency 
that a proposed agency action does not re-
quire the issuance of an environmental im-
pact statement. 

‘‘(8) PARTICIPATING FEDERAL AGENCY.—The 
term ‘participating Federal agency’ means a 
Federal agency participating in an environ-
mental review or authorization of an action. 

‘‘(9) LEAD AGENCY.—The term ‘lead agency’ 
means, with respect to a proposed agency ac-
tion— 

‘‘(A) the agency that proposed such action; 
or 

‘‘(B) if there are 2 or more involved Federal 
agencies with respect to such action, the 
agency designated under section 107(a)(1). 

‘‘(10) MAJOR FEDERAL ACTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘major Federal 

action’ means an action that the agency car-
rying out such action determines is subject 
to substantial Federal control and responsi-
bility. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘major Federal 
action’ does not include— 

‘‘(i) a non-Federal action— 
‘‘(I) with no or minimal Federal funding; or 
‘‘(II) with no or minimal Federal involve-

ment where a Federal agency cannot control 
the outcome of the project; 

‘‘(ii) funding assistance solely in the form 
of general revenue sharing funds which do 
not provide Federal agency compliance or 
enforcement responsibility over the subse-
quent use of such funds; 

‘‘(iii) loans, loan guarantees, or other 
forms of financial assistance where a Federal 
agency does not exercise sufficient control 
and responsibility over the subsequent use of 
such financial assistance or the effect of the 
action; 

‘‘(iv) business loan guarantees provided by 
the Small Business Administration pursuant 
to section 7(a) or (b) and of the Small Busi-
ness Act ( U.S.C. 636(a)), or title V of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 
U.S.C. 695 et seq.); 

‘‘(v) bringing judicial or administrative 
civil or criminal enforcement actions; 

‘‘(vi) extraterritorial activities or deci-
sions, which means agency activities or deci-
sions with effects located entirely outside of 
the jurisdiction of the United States; or 

‘‘(vii) activities or decisions that are non- 
discretionary and made in accordance with 
the agency’s statutory authority. 

‘‘(11) PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL DOCU-
MENT.—The term ‘programmatic environ-

mental document’ means an environmental 
impact statement or environmental assess-
ment analyzing all or some of the environ-
mental effects of a policy, program, plan, or 
group of related actions. 

‘‘(12) PROPOSAL.—The term ‘proposal’ 
means a proposed action at a stage when an 
agency has a goal, is actively preparing to 
make a decision on one or more alternative 
means of accomplishing that goal, and can 
meaningfully evaluate its effects. 

‘‘(13) SPECIAL EXPERTISE.—The term ‘spe-
cial expertise’ means statutory responsi-
bility, agency mission, or related program 
experience.’’. 
SEC. 322. INTERREGIONAL TRANSFER CAPA-

BILITY DETERMINATION STUDY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Electric Reliability 

Organization (as that term is defined in sec-
tion 215(a)(2) of the Federal Power Act), in 
consultation with each regional entity (as 
that term is defined in section 215(a)(7) of 
such Act) and each transmitting utility (as 
that term is defined in section 3(23) of such 
Act) that has facilities interconnected with a 
transmitting utility in a neighboring trans-
mission planning region, shall conduct a 
study of total transfer capability as defined 
in section 37.6(b)(1)(vi) of title 18, Code of 
Federal Regulations, between transmission 
planning regions that contains the following: 

(1) Current total transfer capability, be-
tween each pair of neighboring transmission 
planning regions. 

(2) A recommendation of prudent additions 
to total transfer capability between each 
pair of neighboring transmission planning 
regions that would demonstrably strengthen 
reliability within and among such neigh-
boring transmission planning regions. 

(3) Recommendations to meet and main-
tain total transfer capability together with 
such recommended prudent additions to 
total transfer capability between each pair 
of neighboring transmission planning re-
gions. 

(b) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
North American Electric Reliability Cor-
poration shall deliver a study to Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission, which shall 
publish the study required in subsection (a) 
in the Federal Register and seek public com-
ments. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 12 months 
after the end of the public comment period 
in subsection (b), the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission shall submit a report on 
its conclusions to Congress and include rec-
ommendations, if any, for statutory changes. 
SEC. 323. PERMITTING STREAMLINING FOR EN-

ERGY STORAGE. 
Section 41001(6)(A) of the FAST Act (42 

U.S.C. 4370m(6)(A)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘energy storage,’’ before ‘‘or any other sec-
tor’’. 
SEC. 324. EXPEDITING COMPLETION OF THE 

MOUNTAIN VALLEY PIPELINE. 
(a) DEFINITION OF MOUNTAIN VALLEY PIPE-

LINE.—In this section, the term ‘‘Mountain 
Valley Pipeline’’ means the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline project, as generally described and 
approved in Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission Docket Nos. CP16–10, CP19–477, and 
CP21–57. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DECLARA-
TION.—The Congress hereby finds and de-
clares that the timely completion of con-
struction and operation of the Mountain Val-
ley Pipeline is required in the national inter-
est. The Mountain Valley Pipeline will serve 
demonstrated natural gas demand in the 
Northeast, Mid-Atlantic, and Southeast re-
gions, will increase the reliability of natural 
gas supplies and the availability of natural 
gas at reasonable prices, will allow natural 
gas producers to access additional markets 
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for their product, and will reduce carbon 
emissions and facilitate the energy transi-
tion. 

(c) APPROVAL AND RATIFICATION AND MAIN-
TENANCE OF EXISTING AUTHORIZATIONS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law— 

(1) Congress hereby ratifies and approves 
all authorizations, permits, verifications, ex-
tensions, biological opinions, incidental take 
statements, and any other approvals or or-
ders issued pursuant to Federal law nec-
essary for the construction and initial oper-
ation at full capacity of the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline; and 

(2) Congress hereby directs the Secretary 
of the Army, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Secretary of the Interior, and other 
agencies as applicable, as the case may be, to 
continue to maintain such authorizations, 
permits, verifications, extensions, biological 
opinions, incidental take statements, and 
any other approvals or orders issued pursu-
ant to Federal law necessary for the con-
struction and initial operation at full capac-
ity of the Mountain Valley Pipeline. 

(d) EXPEDITED APPROVAL.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, not 
later than 21 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and for the purpose of fa-
cilitating the completion of the Mountain 
Valley Pipeline, the Secretary of the Army 
shall issue all permits or verifications nec-
essary— 

(1) to complete the construction of the 
Mountain Valley Pipeline across the waters 
of the United States; and 

(2) to allow for the operation and mainte-
nance of the Mountain Valley Pipeline. 

(e) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, no court shall have jurisdiction to re-
view any action taken by the Secretary of 
the Army, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of the Interior, or a State ad-
ministrative agency acting pursuant to Fed-
eral law that grants an authorization, per-
mit, verification, biological opinion, inci-
dental take statement, or any other approval 
necessary for the construction and initial op-
eration at full capacity of the Mountain Val-
ley Pipeline, including the issuance of any 
authorization, permit, extension, 
verification, biological opinion, incidental 
take statement, or other approval described 
in subsection (c) or (d) of this section for the 
Mountain Valley Pipeline, whether issued 
prior to, on, or subsequent to the date of en-
actment of this section, and including any 
lawsuit pending in a court as of the date of 
enactment of this section. 

(2) The United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit shall have 
original and exclusive jurisdiction over any 
claim alleging the invalidity of this section 
or that an action is beyond the scope of au-
thority conferred by this section. 

(f) EFFECT.—This section supersedes any 
other provision of law (including any other 
section of this Act or other statute, any reg-
ulation, any judicial decision, or any agency 
guidance) that is inconsistent with the 
issuance of any authorization, permit, 
verification, biological opinion, incidental 
take statement, or other approval for the 
Mountain Valley Pipeline. 

DIVISION D—INCREASE IN DEBT LIMIT 
SEC. 401. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF PUBLIC 

DEBT LIMIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3101(b) of title 31, 

United States Code, shall not apply for the 
period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and ending on January 1, 
2025. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO OBLIGATIONS 
ISSUED DURING EXTENSION PERIOD.—Effective 

on January 2, 2025, the limitation in effect 
under section 3101(b) of title 31, United 
States Code, shall be increased to the extent 
that— 

(1) the face amount of obligations issued 
under chapter 31 of such title and the face 
amount of obligations whose principal and 
interest are guaranteed by the United States 
Government (except guaranteed obligations 
held by the Secretary of the Treasury) out-
standing on January 2, 2025, exceeds 

(2) the face amount of such obligations 
outstanding on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) RESTORING CONGRESSIONAL AUTHORITY 
OVER THE NATIONAL DEBT.— 

(1) EXTENSION LIMITED TO NECESSARY OBLI-
GATIONS.—An obligation shall not be taken 
into account under subsection (b)(1) unless 
the issuance of such obligation was nec-
essary to fund a commitment incurred pur-
suant to law by the Federal Government 
that required payment before January 2, 
2025. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON CREATION OF CASH RE-
SERVE DURING EXTENSION PERIOD.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall not issue obliga-
tions during the period specified in sub-
section (a) for the purpose of increasing the 
cash balance above normal operating bal-
ances in anticipation of the expiration of 
such period. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Ways and 
Means or their respective designees. 

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SMITH) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. NEAL) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. SMITH). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and submit 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, this debate was a long 
time coming, not because it is com-
plicated, but because Democrats 
couldn’t accept the solution. 

We are here at the eleventh hour, fi-
nally dealing with a debt limit on a bi-
partisan basis, because President Biden 
apparently needed 100 days to pick up 
the phone to talk to Republicans. 

During those 100 days, the case for 
cutting spending as part of a debt ceil-
ing increase has only grown stronger. 
We have seen the worst inflation crisis 
in a generation—the direct result of 
reckless spending—continue to rob the 
pocketbooks of working families. We 
have seen interest rates continue to 
rise, driving up the cost of purchasing 
a car, a home, or a small business loan. 

Interest payments on our national 
debt are $110 billion higher over the 
first 7 months of this fiscal year than 
they were over the same time last fis-

cal year. In other words, runaway 
spending is adding to our debt crisis on 
the front end and the back end. 

Something else occurred during those 
100 days. House Republicans took ac-
tion. While the White House was saying 
they would only accept a blank check 
debt ceiling increase, an idea that did 
not and does not have the votes even in 
a Senate controlled by the President’s 
own party, House Republicans passed a 
responsible plan to address the debt 
ceiling while cutting spending and sup-
porting American workers. 

We acted on behalf of working fami-
lies who are tired of paying more to 
put gas in their cars, clothes on their 
backs, and food on their tables. 

We acted on behalf of the small busi-
ness owners who are desperate to re-
move the ‘‘help wanted’’ signs in their 
storefront windows. 

We acted on behalf of the families 
trapped on government assistance to 
help provide them with a path to a 
more prosperous future. 

One has to wonder, what was Presi-
dent Biden waiting for? A massive 
slowdown in the economy? We got that, 
too. In the first quarter of this year, 
economic growth slowed significantly 
to just over 1 percent. 

However, these data points do not 
tell the full story. To get that, Mr. 
Speaker, you have to go into the com-
munities across this country and listen 
to those on the front lines of the econ-
omy. 

At the Ways and Means Committee, 
we have done just that. From West Vir-
ginia to Oklahoma, Georgia to New 
York, we have listened to American 
workers, families, farmers, and small 
business owners who have shared their 
concerns and their solutions. 

At the heart of so much of what we 
have heard is the simple message: Stop 
spending money we do not have on 
policies that do not work. 

According to a recent survey, 60 per-
cent of the American people say that 
an increase in the Nation’s debt limit 
ought to be accompanied by a reduc-
tion in the Nation’s spending. 

The Fiscal Responsibility Act is a 
step in responding to that request. It 
does much of what Republicans said we 
would do: put a check on Washington 
spending, claw back the pandemic-era 
funding that everyone should agree is 
no longer needed, take a bite out of the 
IRS’ recent $80 billion pay raise, se-
verely dampen the regulatory adminis-
trative state, and lift more Americans 
out of poverty through commonsense 
work requirements for those who can 
work. 

Does this bill do everything folks 
might want? No. However, I am re-
minded of a quote by Thomas Jeffer-
son, where he said, in part: ‘‘The 
ground of liberty is to be gained by 
inches. We must be contented to secure 
what we can get from time to time and 
eternally press forward for what is yet 
to get.’’ 

This bill keeps alive the precedent 
that was set decades ago that has been 
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upheld by Republicans and Democrats 
alike—even by President Biden when 
he was a Senator and when he was Vice 
President. That is, when it comes to 
addressing the Nation’s debt limit, 
Congress and the White House need to 
come to the table to also help address 
the Nation’s debt crisis. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, let me point out that, 
as the chairman noted, he didn’t have 
the whole story, so we intend to spend 
the next hour filling in the rest of the 
story. 

We are here tonight because of a 
reckless position that was adopted by 
the majority that was prepared to take 
this Nation to the precipice of default. 
Thank goodness for Joe Biden’s legisla-
tive skills, so we will not go over the 
edge. We will preserve the full faith 
and credit of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, just think of what was 
being proposed here. At risk was the 
dollar as the international currency. 

Do people have any idea what role 
treasuries play in terms of inter-
national transactions? The American 
dollar drives the world’s economy, and 
they were prepared to take us over the 
edge with the reckless spending plan 
that they have. 

Thanks to Leader JEFFRIES and the 
measured tone that he took, we find 
ourselves tonight with an agreement 
that we might not love—because it is 
not about perfection. I stopped telling 
people that I was perfect 46 years ago 
when I ran for the Springfield City 
Council. After one legislative session, I 
never professed to being perfect again. 

There is give-and-take to negotia-
tion, and it means precisely that you 
give and you take. That is what we are 
acknowledging here this evening. 

That old sage of political thought got 
it right. Mick Jagger said: ‘‘You get 
what you need.’’ 

Democrats can proudly say tonight 
that, with the help of Joe Biden, we 
protected Social Security, protected 
Medicare, protected Medicaid, and pro-
tected veterans benefits, all of which 
we have profoundly embraced over 
these years. 

How did we get here? This is about 
the CARES Act that saved the Amer-
ican economy—22 million jobs gone, 
now 22 million jobs returned, and 91⁄2 
million jobs going unanswered. This 
was a manufactured crisis that brings 
us to this evening. 

The President’s experienced leader-
ship in the face of divided government 
in this body is one-half of one-third of 
the Federal Government. We still have 
a ways to go. 

Let’s talk about why the bill ran up. 
It is on the CARES Act. Republicans 
voted for more defense spending. Some 
Republicans voted for the CHIPS Act, 
and some voted for the infrastructure 
bill. 

Let me point out something, and I 
hope everybody is paying attention to 

this: In December 2017, Republicans 
borrowed $2.3 trillion to provide a tax 
cut to the wealthiest among us. 

Mr. Speaker, do you know what the 
great irony of that is? Even the 
wealthy wouldn’t say they were asking 
for that tax cut. That is how we got 
here. 

Their default on America act, in an 
effort to balance the budget on hard-
working Americans’ backs, tonight will 
be compromised. They targeted food 
security and healthcare while ignoring 
tax loopholes. 

Mr. Speaker, do you think around 
here we might someday close one tax 
loophole? 

The tax bill that we put out was well 
received everywhere, and it was 
progrowth in nature. 

Let me also point out something else 
by historical record this evening. Re-
publicans are always in favor, Mr. 
Speaker, of balancing the budget when 
there is a Democratic President. That 
is the reality of it. Let’s not forget who 
put us in this situation. 

In the last 25 years, Republicans have 
voted for $10 trillion worth of tax cuts 
to the top 1 percent: 2001, $1.3 trillion; 
2003, $1 trillion; and then their tax plan 
in December 2017, $2.3 trillion of bor-
rowed money. 

They wanted to take the American 
economy hostage, and Joe Biden, Lead-
er JEFFRIES, and the Democratic Cau-
cus pushed back to make sure that the 
position that we have tonight, which 
we overwhelmingly intend to support, 
is reasonable policy achieved because 
of the hard-nosed negotiating of Presi-
dent Biden and Leader JEFFRIES. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY), 
who spent hours, days, and weeks in 
the negotiation process to help get us 
where we are today. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman SMITH for yielding the time. 

Mr. Speaker, for the first time in 
debt limit negotiations, the U.S. Gov-
ernment will spend less money next 
year than it did this year. 

This rates as one of the largest def-
icit reduction bills in American his-
tory, and it will fundamentally change 
the spending trajectory here in Wash-
ington with more work to do and more 
work ahead. 

The bill contains spending cuts that 
take a step in the right direction to-
ward restoring fiscal sanity in Wash-
ington. This agreement will return dis-
cretionary spending to 2022 levels. 

Additionally, we set top-line spend-
ing at 1 percent annual growth over the 
next 6 years. 

We also cut spending through the 
largest funding rescissions in American 
history, clawing back billions of dol-
lars in unspent COVID money. 

We institute the first-ever statutory 
paygo to hold President Biden account-
able for his administrative actions. If 
this rule had been in place over the last 

2 years, it would have checked regu-
latory overreach that has cost the 
economy at least $1.5 trillion during 
Biden’s Presidency. 

This agreement will also change the 
way Washington operates by compel-
ling a workable appropriations process. 

Simply put, this legislation ends the 
Democrats’ spending spree and fights 
inflation. 

This deal will also help grow our 
economy and lift Americans out of pov-
erty by instituting the strongest work 
requirements in a generation in some 
of our social safety net programs. 
These reforms will combat the labor 
shortages crippling small businesses by 
encouraging individuals to contribute 
to our society and economy while pre-
serving these programs for those who 
need them most. 

Another progrowth solution in this 
bill is the transformational reforms to 
the permitting process and the envi-
ronmental review process. Cutting this 
red tape will boost domestic energy 
production, lower costs for struggling 
American families, and set us on a path 
toward energy independence. Further-
more, it will be faster, cheaper, and 
easier to build things in America, large 
and small. Whether that is infrastruc-
ture, roads, bridges, new homes, new 
factories, so be it. 

This legislation, though, is a product 
of divided government. Republicans 
only control the House of Representa-
tives, not the Senate and not the White 
House. Throughout this process—which 
was long, laborious, and tough—it has 
been Speaker MCCARTHY’s leadership 
and House Republicans leading. We 
passed a plan, and it was that plan and 
the Speaker’s leadership that enabled 
these negotiations and this agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the most con-
servative spending package during my 
time in Congress. I am proud to sup-
port it, and I encourage my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

b 1930 
Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. JEFFRIES). 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman from the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts for 
yielding, and I thank Mr. NEAL for his 
tremendous, steadfast leadership in 
this moment of crisis that was manu-
factured by extreme MAGA Repub-
licans on the other side of the aisle. 

I thank the distinguished members of 
the Ways and Means Committee. I 
thank House Democrats for your 
steady hand, for your unity of purpose, 
for your efforts to make sure that we 
push back the extreme MAGA Repub-
lican efforts to jam rightwing cuts 
down the throats of the American peo-
ple that would have undermined the 
health, the safety, and the economic 
well-being of everyday Americans. 

From the very beginning, House 
Democrats were clear that we would 
not allow extreme MAGA Republicans 
to default on our debt, crash the econ-
omy, or trigger a job-killing recession. 
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Under the leadership of President Joe 

Biden, Democrats kept our promise. We 
will continue to do what is necessary 
to put people over politics. 

The question that remains right now 
is what will the House Republican ma-
jority do? 

It appears that you may have lost 
control of the floor of the House of 
Representatives. 

Earlier today, 29 House Republicans 
voted to default on our Nation’s debt 
and against an agreement that you ne-
gotiated. 

It is an extraordinary act that indi-
cates just the nature of the extremism 
that is out of control on the other side 
of the aisle. 

Extreme MAGA Republicans at-
tempted to take control of the House 
floor. Democrats took it back for the 
American people. 

We will continue to do what is nec-
essary under the leadership of Presi-
dent Joe Biden to build an economy 
that works for everyday Americans and 
push back against the extremism on 
the other side of the aisle. 

Under the Trump administration, 
Democrats helped the former President 
avoid a default, raised the debt ceiling 
three times without gamesmanship, 
partisanship, or brinkmanship because 
Democrats put people over politics, 
even though we strongly disagreed 
with your reckless policies, as Chair-
man NEAL eloquently outlined. 

In 2017, you passed the GOP tax scam 
where 83 percent of the benefits went 
to the wealthiest 1 percent here in 
America and caused our Nation to go $2 
trillion in debt to subsidize the life-
styles of the wealthy, the well-off, and 
the well-connected. It did nothing to 
lift up the economy for everyday Amer-
icans. 

That was the case with your so-called 
tax cuts under Ronald Reagan, and 
that was the case under George W. 
Bush: failed policy; and trickle-down 
economics that has come to mean only 
one thing for everyday Americans. You 
may get a trickle, but you are guaran-
teed to stay down. Your policies have 
failed. 

Yet despite that failure, despite the 
fact that you went $2 trillion into debt 
to pass your GOP tax scam, House 
Democrats were there to make sure 
that America did not default. We were 
there then, and we are here today, to 
put people over politics. 

I am thankful for my colleagues, for 
their work, for their commitment, for 
their patriotism, for their dedication, 
for their willingness to find the com-
mon ground necessary under the lead-
ership of President Joe Biden, who did 
an extraordinary job under very dif-
ficult circumstances to protect values 
of importance to the American people, 
notwithstanding your threats to crash 
the economy, trigger a recession, and 
default on our debt. 

President Biden understood, despite 
the hostage-taking situation that you 
unnecessarily thrust the country into, 
that we had an obligation, a responsi-

bility to avoid a catastrophic default. 
That is exactly what President Biden 
and Democrats have been able to do. 

We also made clear that America 
would not find ourselves back in this 
hostage-taking situation. You passed 
the default on America act about a 
month ago that had extreme rightwing 
cuts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers, including leadership, are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the 
Chair. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I did 
not mention any single Member by 
name or any single individual on the 
other side of the aisle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, as I 
have indicated on this floor, House 
Democrats will continue to put people 
over politics and push back against the 
extremism on the other side of the 
aisle. 

I am thankful for the leadership of 
President Joe Biden in avoiding a cata-
strophic default. I am thankful for the 
leadership of President Joe Biden in 
finding a way to an agreement that 
will avoid a hostage-taking situation 
for the balance of the 118th Congress. 

I am thankful for the leadership of 
President Joe Biden and House Demo-
crats who protected Social Security, 
protected Medicare, protected Med-
icaid, protected veterans’ benefits, pro-
tected education, protected public safe-
ty, and protected the American people 
from the draconian 22 percent across- 
the-board cuts that House Republicans 
were trying to visit on everyday Amer-
icans. 

As a result of that effort, that leader-
ship of President Joe Biden, we are 
going to be able to get through this 
hostage-taking situation and ensure 
that we can continue to build an econ-
omy that works for everyday Ameri-
cans. 

I thank House Democrats for their 
leadership. I thank House Democrats 
for their work. We will continue to 
show up and stand up and speak up 
without fear for everyday Americans to 
ensure that we can continue America’s 
long, necessary, and majestic march 
toward a more perfect Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES), who has 
worked for days and weeks to get us to 
where we are today. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the chairman for 
yielding. 

Let me explain why we are in the sit-
uation that we are in today. We have 
watched over the last year as my 
friends across the aisle have pushed 
through legislation called the IIJA, 
called the IRA, the CHIPS Act, the 
ARP, all these acronyms. 

What does it mean to you? 
What it means to the American peo-

ple, Mr. Speaker, is it means that $10 
trillion in extra funds have been 
spent—$10 trillion. 

Let me tell you what that means. 
Today, a child born in America is going 
to inherit about $41⁄2 million in debt at 
their birth—$41⁄2 million—the amount 
of money they are going to pay over 
their lifetime, according to the Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budg-
et. 

Right now, we have hit our credit 
card limit as a Nation. We don’t have 
the ability to pay the monthly pay-
ment, and so we are in a quandary. 

We have to figure out how we are 
going to raise that credit card limit. 
Just like you would do with your own 
family, you would have a conversation, 
Mr. Speaker, with your child. You 
would say, hey, how did you get your-
self in this situation? We have to fix it. 

The situation we are in right now, we 
have four options in front of us. There 
are four. 

Number one, we can default on the 
debt. You cannot pay your credit card 
bill which means late payment pen-
alties, interest rates going up, and you 
cause havoc on the American family. 

The second option is you can say, 
hey, we are going to use this 14th 
Amendment thing that doesn’t really 
exist, and the President can just do it 
on his own. 

The third option is you can get all 
the moderates together, and they can 
do a relatively clean debt ceiling that 
just keeps that debt going up and up 
and up from $32 trillion today to $52 
trillion over the next 20 years or so. 

Mr. Speaker, 171⁄2 cents of every tax 
dollar paid over the next 10 years is 
going to go towards interest on the 
debt—171⁄2 cents. 

The third option we have is, again, a 
clean debt ceiling, just running it up. 

The fourth option we have, the one 
that is before us today, is the Fiscal 
Responsibility Act. 

It is absolutely historic. For the first 
time ever, as a result of the strategic 
nature of this Speaker, we are in a sit-
uation where we have legislation before 
us that will result in the greatest sav-
ings in American history that will re-
sult in the greatest rescission, or tak-
ing back of funds, in our Nation’s his-
tory. 

We have legislation before us today 
that will strengthen and instill work 
requirements for welfare. 

We have legislation before us today 
that will rescind funds for additional 
IRS agents because I have never had a 
constituent say, gosh, I wish I could 
have more audits. 

We have legislation before us today 
that, for the first time in 40 years, 
streamlines the environmental process. 

Mr. Speaker, here it is: Historic ef-
forts to raise the deficit, $6.5 trillion is 
how much this will result in. This one, 
$2 trillion in savings. This is the op-
tion. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. There is 
not an imaginary fifth option, Mr. 
Speaker. It doesn’t exist. Let’s be hon-
est with the American people. Support 
this legislation. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, the previous 
gentleman left out infrastructure 
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spending, the CARES Act, defense 
spending, the CHIPS Act, and the 
PACT Act, all of which had Republican 
support in terms of the expenditures. 

Bill Clinton balanced the budget four 
straight times during his Presidency, 
and the money was given away with 
big tax cuts in 2001 and 2003. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, pro-
tecting our country’s full faith and 
credit requires accepting some unac-
ceptable Republican demands. 

As one cartoonist aptly described 
them, Republicans suffer from a form 
of deficit attention disorder. You see, 
when Republicans are in charge, they 
are absolutely obsessed with deficits. 

Give them a little power, and their 
attention—poof. It just magically van-
ishes as they begin to deplete the 
Treasury with tax gifts for the well 
connected. 

Like their multitrillion-dollar 
Trump tax giveaway, they are already 
planning in coming days to soon bor-
row more to reward those at the top. 

Their boundless affection for tax 
cheats and for tax expenditures may 
increase the debt by even more than 
the cuts that they make today in edu-
cation, healthcare, and environmental 
protection, which are so wrong. 

As climate deniers, these Repub-
licans sought to repeal our climate law 
but were held to one pipeline and a 
weakening of environmental review 
laws, a troubling setback that we can 
overcome. 

We should be leaping forward instead 
of moving slowly. Ransom paid; Amer-
ica protected. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. MURPHY). 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Fiscal Respon-
sibility Act. 

Over 100 days ago, President Biden 
said he would not negotiate. Repub-
licans, acting on behalf of this country, 
forced him to negotiate. 

The bill alters our fiscal trajectory 
and helps remedy the Federal Govern-
ment’s insatiable spending problem. 

This landmark legislation lowers 
nondefense discretionary spending and 
forces Congress to employ a func-
tioning appropriations process. 

More importantly, the measure 
doesn’t result in new taxes and doesn’t 
touch Social Security, Medicare, or 
veterans’ benefits. 

Is the bill perfect? Absolutely not. 
Is it a step in the right direction? Ab-

solutely. CBO scores a decrease in 
spending of $1.9 trillion. 

Let’s not forget, Rome was not built 
in a day. It is now up to Republicans to 
make the necessary cuts to rein in our 
terrible spending and our terrible debt 
of $31 trillion. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
landmark legislation. 

b 1945 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-

fornia (Mr. THOMPSON), who spent 6 
hours in front of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the American people can’t af-
ford a default. Default on our debt 
would be catastrophic, an economic 
disaster with consequences for every 
one of our constituents. Congress can’t 
let that happen. 

This bill is not perfect, but thanks to 
President Biden’s leadership, the bill 
before us achieves two key points: One, 
it prevents default, averting an eco-
nomic disaster; and, two, it preserves 
not only key programs like Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and Medicaid, but 
also maintains virtually all House 
Democrats’ achievements from the last 
2 years, including the climate provi-
sions of the Inflation Reduction Act, 
which I was proud to author with my 
colleagues on the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Despite where Republicans started, 
the President has negotiated legisla-
tion that protects Medicaid and the In-
flation Reduction Act, the CHIPS Act, 
and the PACT Act, which provides for 
veterans’ healthcare. 

Now, I share some of my colleagues’ 
concerns with the bill. I am particu-
larly opposed to the Republicans’ de-
mand to cut mental health care. After 
climate change, mental health is the 
single biggest crisis in our country. 
There is no reason to cut critical fund-
ing for mental health. 

Their cuts to the IRS will not de-
crease the deficit. It will increase the 
deficit. A fully funded IRS is in every-
one’s best interests. 

Overall, this legislation is a com-
promise, which is what the American 
people expect and deserve from a di-
vided government. Most important, it 
averts the catastrophe of a default. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. MOORE). 

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
when I ran for Congress, I ran on the 
promise that I would use my position 
to reverse Washington’s debt culture. 

In my first term, I was in the minor-
ity party, and after 2 years of voting 
against Democrats’ spending proposals, 
I finally today get the opportunity to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on a comprehensive and 
thoughtful piece of legislation that 
will serve as the most significant 
spending cut in American history. 

Does this bill achieve everything 
that I want? No, of course not. That is 
the reality. However, my support is a 
significant step forward, reversing our 
ballooning national debt. 

The Fiscal Responsibility Act allows 
us to cut spending by $2.1 trillion over 
the next decade. It is the largest deficit 
reduction ever. For the first time in 40 
years, we will be able to address our 
permitting process, to be able to ad-
dress our energy sector and transpor-
tation projects from crippling regula-
tions. 

This act represents the beginning of 
what is to come as Republicans govern 

in a responsible, productive manner. 
We fought hard to get this agreement 
and blew through Democrats’ red lines 
over and over again. 

This isn’t over. We can responsibly 
govern, and success today will bring 
more success in the future. I look for-
ward to casting my vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON), my neighbor. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, three times President Biden 
has had to deal with the Republican- 
manufactured default crisis around 
raising the debt ceiling. 

Since 1960, Congress has dealt with 
the debt ceiling 78 times. During the 
Trump administration alone, it raised 
the debt ceiling three times without 
holding the American economy and its 
people hostage. 

President Biden is to be commended 
for being the adult in the room and 
providing the leadership to prevent a 
catastrophic default that hurts the 
U.S. standing in the global economy 
and Americans here at home. 

That does not excuse the behavior of 
the Republican majority in the House, 
who seek to normalize hostage taking 
in an effort to hurt programs that 
serve our people the most. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank President Biden 
for protecting Social Security, Medi-
care, and veterans’ benefits. The trust 
the American people placed in you has 
been validated again. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to support this legislation. 

The debt ceiling is one of the best 
pathways to address debt and deficits. 
In addition to immediate spending cuts 
and future spending caps, this bill in-
cludes provisions to prevent IRS from 
auditing families and small businesses 
and helps get Americans back to work. 

My bill with Representative STEEL to 
rescind IRS funding was partially put 
into this bill. Even though we passed 
the entire bill by our majority in Janu-
ary, parts of it are in this bill, and 
House Republicans continue to work to 
protect every family and small busi-
ness from IRS overreach. 

This bill also modernizes TANF work 
requirements and ends the scheme of 
States sending small-dollar checks to 
people who are already working to arti-
ficially raise their TANF work rates. 
These changes will focus TANF dollars 
on those who need it the most and will 
push States to do more to connect 
work-capable adults with the 9.6 mil-
lion job openings we have across our 
economy right now. 

We have more to do to get our work 
done and our fiscal house in order. We 
need to ensure our economy always re-
wards hard work, and this bill is a 
great start. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), one of the most ac-
complished Speakers of the House in 
the history of America. 
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Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for yielding and for his 
leadership. I also thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. BOYLE), the 
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I associate myself with 
the great remarks of our distinguished 
leader, Mr. HAKEEM JEFFRIES, who 
spoke earlier and captured so much of 
what is so important here today. 

Mr. Speaker, our Constitution makes 
perfectly clear the validity of the pub-
lic debt of the United States shall not 
be questioned. In the bipartisan budget 
agreement, we honor our sworn oaths 
as lawmakers to uphold this constitu-
tional duty. 

While I find this legislation objec-
tionable, it will avert an unprecedented 
default, which would bring devastation 
to America’s families: millions of jobs 
eliminated, trillions in savings erased, 
higher costs on loans, mortgages, car 
payments, credit card bills, and more. 

Let us commend President Biden for 
his responsible leadership to prevent 
this unconscionable outcome while 
protecting Social Security, Medicare, 
Medicaid; protecting healthcare for our 
veterans as our Commander in Chief; 
protecting our progress on climate and 
infrastructure; and protecting our 
economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, reaffirming to Ameri-
cans that the full faith and credit of 
the United States shall not be ques-
tioned. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCARTHY). He has 
worked numerous hours, days—in fact, 
he has been working since January—to 
get to where we are today. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, let me 
first say how grateful I am to Con-
gressmen GRAVES and MCHENRY. They 
have given their time and talents to 
this effort for more than a month. Our 
entire Conference and country owes 
them a debt of gratitude. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my Conference. 
They worked hard. When I went to see 
the President on February 1, I sat in 
the Oval Office right in the chair 
across from him. I said, Mr. President, 
the debt limit is coming. 

At that time, Janet Yellen said it 
would be into maybe July, August. 

I said that we should work together. 
I said that there are only two things, 
Mr. President: Never raise taxes, and 
we have to spend less than we spent 
this year. 

He said that we would meet, but for 
97 days we would never meet. It wasn’t 
until this House took action to pass a 
bill. I sit back and I think for one mo-
ment, what if that bill didn’t pass, be-
cause nothing passed in the Senate? If 
that bill had not passed, the only other 
option was sitting over here in a dis-
charge petition. It just needs a few 
more signatures, and it would be: Just 
raise the debt. Just raise the debt. 

But tonight is going to be different. 
Tonight, we are going to do something 

we haven’t done before. Tonight, we 
are going to give America hope. To-
night, we are going to vote for the larg-
est savings in American history: over 
$2.1 trillion. That is what we will vote 
on. 

Mr. Speaker, every great nation that 
has overextended itself has collapsed. 
Mindful of this truth, George Wash-
ington said in his Farewell Address 
that a healthy public credit is a source 
of strength and security for a nation. 

By that same token, an unhealthy 
debt burden is a source of weakness 
and insecurity. 

President Washington’s words ring 
true today. We are seeing the negative 
effects of runaway spending in real 
time: record inflation, rising interest 
rates, broken supply chains, and eco-
nomic uncertainty. 

Runaway spending is also making 
America more dependent on foreign 
debt holders. The total debt we owe to 
other countries is $7.4 trillion. Coun-
tries like China are buying more of our 
farmland, more of our businesses, and 
more of our debt. This is 
unsustainable; but what is even worse, 
it is dangerous. 

However, runaway spending is more 
than a national and economic security 
problem. My belief, Mr. Speaker, is 
that it is a moral problem. 

Mr. Speaker, this is Halle. Halle was 
born at 9:58 a.m. on April 11 of this 
year. She weighed 6 pounds, 7 ounces. 
Her blue eyes, she got that from her 
dad. That button nose, she got that 
from her mom. The $95,000 bill, she got 
that from Washington. Not a very good 
gift for a newborn. That is Halle’s por-
tion of the national debt. 

Sadly, Halle is not alone. Every child 
who is born today owes $95,000 in debt. 
Mr. Speaker, that is $10,000 more in 
debt for every child since this Presi-
dent took office. 

It reminds me of what Ronald 
Reagan once said: ‘‘When a business or 
an individual spends more than it 
makes, it goes bankrupt. When govern-
ment does it, it sends you the bill.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, to continue Washing-
ton’s spending addiction is both irre-
sponsible and just wrong, so let’s stop 
it. I will be honest, tonight’s bill 
doesn’t stop it, but for the first time, 
we begin to turn the ship. This 
shouldn’t be our last. It shouldn’t even 
be a debate. We should challenge each 
other for how could we put ourselves 
on a fiscal path even better. 

For months, President Biden and 
Senator SCHUMER were adamant that 
they would not negotiate spending 
cuts. Mr. Speaker, I remember watch-
ing Senator SCHUMER on George 
Stephanopoulos one Sunday. He said: 
Just watch, we are going to break 
them. The Republicans can’t get to-
gether. They can’t pass a bill, and it is 
going to be a clean debt ceiling. You 
just watch. 

The only person that didn’t pass the 
bill was the person that made that 
quote. They demanded a clean debt 
limit, which really means they spend 
more, and you just pay more in taxes. 

House Republicans said no. Over the 
past 4 months, we fought hard to 
change how Washington works. We 
stopped the Democrats from writing a 
blank check for more spending after 
the largest spending binge in American 
history that brought us some of the 
worst inflation our Nation has ever 
known. 

We used the power we had to force 
the President to negotiate. You 
watched me day after day requesting to 
negotiate with the President. We pro-
duced a bill that in a divided govern-
ment takes a step toward smaller gov-
ernment, less regulation, more eco-
nomic growth, and more take-home 
pay. 

Unlike previous Speakers, Members 
didn’t have to pass the bill to find out 
what is in it. They had 72 hours to read 
it, and it is only 99 pages. Fifteen of 
those pages were just rescissions, just 
money that we had spent that sat 
there. 

Here is the bottom line, Mr. Speaker: 
The Fiscal Responsibility Act is the 
biggest spending cut in American his-
tory. 

I, for one, Mr. Speaker, don’t want to 
be on the wrong side of history. Yes, I 
could say I am going to vote ‘‘no’’ be-
cause there is something not in the 
bill. If I took that philosophy, I would 
never vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

I simply read the bills in front of me 
and decide: Is this good for the coun-
try? I would say that answer is easily 
yes. 

b 2000 

Taxpayers will save an additional $2.1 
trillion. For the first time in more 
than a decade, Congress will spend less 
next year than this year. 

In fact, the Fiscal Responsibility Act 
is the only bill that reduces overall 
spending, reduces nondefense spending, 
and reduces the deficit, unlike any 
other debt limit increase in recent his-
tory. 

We are finally bending the curve on 
discretionary spending because of this 
bill. We are doing it while at the same 
time raising our national defense, with 
our veterans fully funded, with Social 
Security and Medicare preserved, and 
without raising a penny in new taxes. 

That is a major victory. 
Mr. Speaker, it is only part of the 

story. Tens of billions of dollars in 
unspent COVID funds will be clawed 
back for taxpayers because of this bill’s 
spending rescissions, the largest in 
American history. If you add up all the 
rescissions in American history, this is 
larger than that. I think it is only 
common sense that if the pandemic is 
over, but billions of dollars have not 
been spent, why would you spend them 
now if the pandemic is over? Why don’t 
we provide them back to the hard-
working taxpayer that has to pay it, 
like Halle. 

Mr. Speaker, just listen to some of 
the programs we are slashing: 

$400 million from the CDC’s global 
health fund. Don’t get worried because 
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that is not going to help you. That is 
your hardworking taxpayer money 
being sent to countries like China. I 
guess that is to help China be able to 
buy our bonds, and we will pay for 
their healthcare. I would rather focus 
on America. 

What about work-capable adults 
without dependents? They are going to 
get a job. They are going to learn new 
skills, and they are going to earn a 
paycheck because of this bill’s new 
welfare reforms. These reforms are 
going to change people’s lives. When we 
vote on this bill today, somebody is 
going to have a better job tomorrow 
because of your vote. Families will be 
stronger and more self-sufficient. Peo-
ple will be lifted out of poverty. 

Don’t believe anyone who says our 
plan hurts America’s social safety net. 
We are such a generous Nation, and 
when people fall on tough times, we 
help them. That will not change. 

This is important: Assistance pro-
grams are supposed to be temporary, 
not permanent—a hand up, not a hand-
out; a bridge to independence, not a 
barrier. 

If you also vote for this bill tonight, 
new roads, bridges, highways, and pipe-
lines are going to be built sooner and 
faster because of this bill’s permitting 
reform. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that is a bipar-
tisan view. We talk about it all the 
time. We see it in our homes. We get 
frustrated that you will vote for a 
transportation bill, you will serve 10 
years in the Congress, and once you 
leave, the person who follows you 6 
years later will be at the 
groundbreaking because we spent all 
that time studying. 

I think America wants to compete. 
They want to cut the red tape. They 
just want a fair process. 

This is going to save families money 
and make America less dependent on 
China, changing America for the better 
for decades to come. 

Finally, taxpayers will be more pro-
tected from harassment and costly new 
burdens. We rejected every single one 
of President Biden’s demands for new 
tax hikes and new government man-
dates. Believe me, from the person sit-
ting in the room with the President, he 
asked every single time. 

Instead, this bill eliminates the fund-
ing that would have been spent this 
year to hire Biden’s army of new IRS 
agents. Overall, we have cut more than 
$20 billion from Biden’s IRS slush fund. 
To date, they haven’t been able to hire 
a single one of Biden’s 87,000 new IRS 
agents. I will come back year after 
year to keep it that way because the 
government should work for you, not 
go after you. 

Mr. Speaker, passing the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act is a crucial first step 
for putting America back on track. It 
does what is responsible for our chil-
dren, what is possible in a divided gov-
ernment, and what is required by our 
principles and promises. Yes, it may 
not include everything we need to do, 

but it is absolutely what we need to do 
right now. 

Moving forward, House Republicans 
will build on its structural reforms. As 
we do, the American people can be con-
fident in this: I am never giving up. I 
heard the detractors. 

I am an optimist. I have to be. I sat 
there 15 rounds. 

I am an optimist. I waited 97 days 
and listened to the President tell me he 
will never meet with me, but I woke up 
every morning thinking this might be 
the day. 

I am an optimist. I watched division 
in this House, but tonight, we might 
come together and do something very 
big for this Nation. 

Don’t mistake that it is the solution. 
It is the beginning. We should wake up 
the next morning on how we can do 
even better tomorrow. You see, I will 
never give up on the American people, 
and I will never give up on keeping our 
Commitment to America. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), a champion of the 
Inflation Reduction Act and the tax 
credits that were included. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it 
is amazing how the Republicans can 
make political drama appear smaller 
than life: major questions with extrem-
ists are reduced to parody and political 
theater. 

We may have averted catastrophe, 
but it doesn’t mean there was not a 
real cost to America. We should com-
mit to never again allow such political 
hostage taking. Instead, lay the foun-
dation for using the clear language of 
the 14th Amendment to avoid the debt 
ceiling altogether. 

We should collect billions of dollars 
already payable from some of the 
wealthiest individuals and corpora-
tions. It would be a strong signal about 
the fairness of our tax system. 

It is ironic that Republicans are wor-
ried about pressing rich people for 
taxes they already owe, but would sub-
ject poor people to more harassment 
and meaningless paperwork. 

We should instead concentrate on 
changing policies to reduce the deficit. 
If there will be time limits on benefits, 
maybe we could start with 20,000 rich 
farmers who got a million dollars a 
year or more for 37 consecutive years. 

If we act in good faith, it shouldn’t 
be so hard, and America will be the 
better. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE), the majority 
leader. 

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Missouri for yielding 
and for his leadership on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, for the first time in 
years, this Congress is actually debat-
ing a bill that will reduce spending 
from one year to the next. Let me re-
peat that: reduce spending from one 
year to the next. That is not something 
you hear around this town often. 

Usually, the debate is: How much 
more money will Washington spend? 

In fact, if Republicans were not in 
the majority in this House, that is ex-
actly the debate that would be going 
on, how much more to spend, how 
many more taxes to raise because that 
is what President Biden wanted at the 
outset of this debate on the debt ceil-
ing. 

Just for a little background, let’s be 
clear what the debt ceiling is. The debt 
ceiling is the Nation’s credit card. For 
the last 2 years, you saw out-of-con-
trol, reckless spending to the tune of 
trillions of dollars where President 
Biden and his allies racked up so much 
debt that they maxed out the Nation’s 
credit card. 

We are at this point to address that 
problem. 

Mr. Speaker, wouldn’t it make sense 
at the same time that we are address-
ing the problem that President Biden 
created with years of spending money 
that we don’t have that we also have 
an honest discussion and start solving 
the problem that caused the Nation to 
max out the credit card? That is what 
this debate has been about for the last 
few months. Frankly, I think it is a de-
bate that has been a long time coming 
in this Nation. 

Over months of debate, while no one 
gets everything they want, I think it is 
important that we talk about the 
things that we got, that we talk about 
the things that the American people 
will get out of this bill that will help 
start turning the trajectory of our Na-
tion’s spending in Washington, finally 
putting our country back on a path 
where we can keep this debate going. 

This is the first step. Let’s make no 
mistake about it, this bill doesn’t solve 
all the problems that have been created 
over years and decades, but it starts to 
finally turn the ship of state in the 
right direction. It starts with real sav-
ings, over $2 trillion in actual spending 
cuts. That is in the bill. 

Again, this is a very historic first 
step. It doesn’t mean that is where we 
stop. It means that is where we start. 
You don’t get the next round of tril-
lions in spending cuts if you don’t lock 
in the first $2.1 trillion that is in this 
bill. 

Now, something else we do is we ac-
tually go and reclaim for the taxpayers 
of America what has been identified as 
$28 billion in slush funds floating 
around Washington, all under the name 
of COVID. President Biden himself ac-
tually said COVID is over. 

We passed legislation here in this 
House under this Republican majority 
to end the pandemic so we can get our 
country and our economy back going 
again. Yet, there is $28 billion out 
there still unspent that liberals in 
Washington want to spend. If we don’t 
pass this bill, they will spend that 
money in the name of COVID, even 
though COVID is over. 

There is $28 billion that should go 
back in savings to the taxpayer. Well, 
guess what is in this bill, Mr. Speaker? 
Those $28 billion are reclaimed so the 
taxpayers get that money back. That is 
in this bill. 
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Let’s talk about the IRS. In my years 

in public service on the State level or 
in Congress, I have never gotten a sin-
gle call from a constituent going: Do 
you know what? The thing we really 
want you to do is go add more people 
to the IRS. 

Yet, President Biden, for some rea-
son, decided he wanted to more than 
double the size of the IRS. He wanted 
to go from about 80,000 people—to add 
not up to 87,000, but to add an addi-
tional 87,000 people. According to the 
Congressional Budget Office, they con-
firmed that it would break President 
Biden’s promise. 

You heard it over and over again that 
if you make less than $400,000 a year, 
don’t worry, you won’t pay any more in 
new taxes. Well, maybe they are rede-
fining what lower income means be-
cause if you are making less than 
$100,000, according to the CBO, those 
new IRS agents will be going after 
lower income family workers and the 
single mom that is working two jobs at 
a restaurant. That is who they will be 
going after. 

We step in and say no, we have to end 
that madness—over a billion dollars in 
cuts to the IRS to stop them from 
doing just that. 

Let’s talk about another big area of 
savings. A lot of people take out 
loans—a loan to buy their first home. I 
know that is harder to do under the 
Biden economy because interest rates 
are so high because of the out-of-con-
trol spending in Washington. This bill 
finally starts to address that so, hope-
fully, interest rates can go down. Hope-
fully, families can afford to buy their 
first home again. 

There is something else that people 
do. Usually, a first loan a lot of people 
take out is a student loan. I know I did 
when I was a student. I signed the doc-
ument, and it helped me get through 
college. I also worked my way through 
college. 

When I graduated, there was never a 
day where I thought somebody else, 
some single mom working two jobs, 
ought to pay that loan back instead of 
me. I paid those loans back, and most 
Americans have done that. About 13 
percent of the American people take 
out student loans. 

Yet, for some reason, the President 
decided that he thinks all Americans, 
100 percent of American taxpayers, 
should pay the student loans of the 13 
percent that don’t want to pay them 
back. Is that fair? Does anybody think 
that is fair to all of those people who 
are working hard and barely getting by 
in a tough economy? 

What we do is we actually start those 
loan payments back. That is $60 billion 
in savings just this year, in the first 
year, so that people don’t have to carry 
the burden for something that some-
body else said they would do. 

b 2015 

This is America. We make our 
choices. If you want to take out a loan, 
you should have that ability, but you 

shouldn’t expect somebody else to go 
pay it for you. Let’s get back to the 
values that made this country so great. 

We put real permitting reforms in 
place, something we haven’t seen in 
decades. Anybody that is trying to 
build anything in America, if you are 
trying to build a factory, if you are 
trying to maybe add on to your farm, if 
you have got a barn and you want to 
add on to it, they find a puddle in the 
back and under Waters of the U.S., 
next thing you know, you have got five 
different Federal agencies where 
groups are suing to stop you from get-
ting that permit, even though you have 
done everything right. You followed all 
the rules. 

We finally fixed that. We created a 
one-stop-shop so that if you are trying 
to get a permit, if you are playing by 
the rules, somebody else can’t go game 
the system to try to kill your project 
by going to one agency and you spend 
2 years fighting that lawsuit, you win 
that one. The next day they file an-
other lawsuit with another agency and 
another and another, and next thing 
you know, it is 10 years later, and you 
just give up and walk away. It happens 
all the time in America. 

We will have a one-stop-shop, but we 
also put shot clocks on the unelected 
bureaucrats because, you know what, 
Mr. Speaker, if a Federal agency tells 
you that you have to get them some in-
formation back, they don’t say, hey, 
get it to us whenever you want to. 
They give you a deadline and it is usu-
ally pretty soon, and if you don’t meet 
that deadline, you don’t get your per-
mit. 

But if you get them all the informa-
tion, you might wait 6 months, a year, 
or longer to hear back from the Fed-
eral agency. These are people that 
work for the taxpayers of America. 
Shouldn’t they have the same require-
ments and a shot clock on them that 
they put on you, the American people 
paying their salaries? That is in this 
bill. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, real work re-
quirements. I don’t think there has 
ever been a time in America where 
there are more jobs that are open, peo-
ple looking for workers. You can go to 
a restaurant, if you want to take your 
family out for a nice dinner, and you 
will see a third of the tables empty, yet 
they are not seating anybody because 
they don’t have enough workers. 

Why is that? Because the Federal 
Government is paying millions of peo-
ple right now not to work. Think about 
that. 

In America, where everybody is look-
ing for workers, the Federal Govern-
ment is borrowing money from coun-
tries like China to pay people not to 
work. This is insanity. 

For all the people out there that are 
working, they are paying that freight. 
Why don’t we say, for people who are 
able-bodied, who are able to get back 
into the workforce—there is a social 
safety net for people who run on hard 
times. If you just choose to sit at home 

and turn down jobs, that is your pre-
rogative as an American. Just don’t 
ask someone who is working two jobs 
to pay for you to sit at home and turn 
down work. 

By putting work requirements back 
in place, something Joe Biden himself 
voted for as a Senator, you also 
strengthen Social Security and Medi-
care, two programs that are going bust 
under President Biden’s runaway 
spending that we shored up in this bill, 
actually strengthening those programs 
that are so important to the people 
who paid into it. 

There is more work to be done, abso-
lutely, and we will get to work tomor-
row working on the next round of 
things we need to do to keep getting 
this country back on track, but we 
never get there if we don’t start with 
the first step. 

That is what we are doing here to-
night. That is why we need to get this 
bill passed, and then go to work on the 
next reforms we have got to do to con-
tinue strengthening this great Nation, 
the United States of America. I urge 
passage. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, the distin-
guished majority leader failed to men-
tion that we raised the national debt 
three times during Donald Trump’s 
Presidency. He failed to point out that 
$8.7 trillion was added to the national 
debt during Donald Trump’s Presi-
dency. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PASCRELL), a productive mem-
ber of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, the 
only problem is our tax system is bro-
ken, and you don’t want to talk about 
it. We made strides to fix this problem 
with a historic IRS investment. 

The IRS is coming after you. I saw 
those commercials. You are better 
than that, guys and gals. You are bet-
ter than that. No one’s putting an 
army together, but we want to make 
sure everybody pays their fair share. 

What in God’s name is wrong with 
that? 

That is what we are talking about. If 
you look at the IRS estimates of those 
people who are getting away with mur-
der, that is what the average American 
knows about, thinks about, but does 
little talking about because he figures 
he can’t do anything about it. You can. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. PASCRELL. So, Article I is ig-
nored many times by both parties, both 
sides of the aisle. It is the Congress 
that has the power to put a budget to-
gether. It is pretty simple. 

All Americans must understand what 
is happening here. President Biden put 
forward a budget to boost opportunity 
for working Americans, increase access 
to healthcare, and improve tax fair-
ness. 
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Mr. Speaker, in the greatest country 

in the world, if we don’t fix our tax sys-
tem, we have not done our job as Con-
gress, folks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
Democrats often say that the new IRS 
funding will only be used to go after 
the wealthy. This is simply not the 
case. 

I include in the RECORD a CBO blog 
post from 2021 examining the Biden ad-
ministration’s $80 billion proposal and 
stating that it would return the audit 
rates to the levels of about 10 years 
ago, and that that rate would rise for 
all taxpayers. Our calculations show 
that this would mean 600,000 more au-
dits per year for taxpayers making less 
than $75,000 a year. 

[From CBO Blog, Sept. 2, 2021] 
THE EFFECTS OF INCREASED FUNDING FOR THE 

IRS 
(By Phill Swagel) 

Last month, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice published An Analysis of Certain Pro-
posals in the President’s 2022 Budget. Since 
then, CBO has completed its analysis of an-
other proposal in the President’s budget, an 
increase in spending for the Internal Rev-
enue Service’s (IRS’s) enforcement activi-
ties. CBO estimates that portions of the Ad-
ministration’s proposal to increase funding 
for the IRS by $80 billion over the 2022–2031 
period would increase revenues by approxi-
mately $200 billion over those 10 years. That 
estimate does not include changes in reve-
nues resulting from portions of the proposal 
that involve new information-reporting re-
quirements and other changes to the tax 
code; those changes are estimated by the 
staff of the Joint Committee on Taxation 
(JCT). 

THE PROPOSAL 
The Administration proposes funding for 

the IRS that is $80 billion greater over 10 
years than the amounts in CBO’s July 2021 
baseline projections (which reflect the as-
sumption that current laws generally do not 
change). Two types of funding would be pro-
vided: discretionary appropriations, which 
would mainly be used for enforcement activi-
ties; and mandatory funding, which would be 
used for a variety of activities (not only en-
forcement but also operations support, busi-
ness-systems modernization, and taxpayer 
services). 

Spending would increase in each year be-
tween 2021 and 2031, though the highest 
growth would occur in the first few years. By 
2031, CBO projects, the proposal would make 
the IRS’s budget more than 90 percent larger 
than it is in CBO’s July 2021 baseline projec-
tions and would more than double the IRS’s 
staffing. Of the $80 billion, CBO estimates, 
about $60 billion would be for enforcement 
and related operations support. 

The Administration also proposes that fi-
nancial institutions increase their reporting 
about account inflows and outflows. Part of 
the increased funding would support the im-
plementation of a new information-reporting 
system to be used by those institutions. The 
resulting effects on revenues are estimated 
by JCT and are not included in CBO’s esti-
mate of an approximately $200 billion in-
crease. 
HOW CBO ESTIMATES THE EFFECT ON REVENUES 

OF INCREASED IRS FUNDING 
CBO’s estimate of revenues is based on the 

IRS’s projected returns on investment (ROIs) 

for spending on new enforcement initiatives. 
The IRS estimates those ROIs by calculating 
the expected revenues that would be raised 
from taxes, interest, and penalties as a re-
sult of the new initiatives and dividing them 
by their additional cost. (The agency has 
provided ROIs over the past five years as 
part of its budget justification.) The IRS’s 
ROIs ramp up over three years as staff be-
come trained and fully productive, arrive at 
the peak level, and then stay there. In recent 
years, peak ROIs have ranged from 5 to 9. 
That is, a $1 increase in spending on the 
IRS’s enforcement activities results in $5 to 
$9 of increased revenues. 

CBO adjusts the ROIs so that they better 
reflect the marginal return on additional 
spending. First, CBO expects the IRS to 
prioritize the enforcement activities that it 
thinks will have the highest average return; 
additional enforcement spending would 
therefore have lower returns than previous 
spending. Second, CBO expects taxpayers to 
adapt to the IRS’s enforcement activities 
and adopt new ways of evading detection, so 
an enforcement activity may have a lower 
return in later years. Finally, the produc-
tivity of the IRS’s enforcement activities 
will also depend on the IRS’s other capabili-
ties. For example, modernized information 
technology that stored all of a taxpayer’s in-
formation in digital form could increase the 
productivity of examiners (the employees 
who detect taxpayers’ noncompliance). 

CBO’s estimate of revenues also accounts 
for the timing of collections resulting from 
enforcement activity by new hires. Taxes are 
assessed at the end of an audit; if taxpayers 
disagree with the assessment, they can ap-
peal and continue to litigate. The length of 
each step depends on the complexity of the 
case. CBO estimates that an audit of medium 
complexity would take 24 months to com-
plete. That time, combined with the ex-
pected training time for an experienced new 
hire, suggests that the IRS would begin to 
collect revenues 30 months after the new hire 
joined the agency. (The timing would be 
longer when cases were more complex or 
when the taxpayer did not agree to the as-
sessment and appealed.) 

What is Incorporated Into CBO’s Estimate. 
CBO’s estimate of the change in revenues is 
relative to the amount of revenues collected 
under current law (which is reflected in 
CBO’s baseline budget projections). Under 
guidelines agreed to by the legislative and 
executive branches, this change in revenues 
typically would not be included in a cost es-
timate for legislation that brought about the 
change, but it would be reflected in CBO’s 
baseline budget projections once the legisla-
tion was enacted. 

CBO’s estimate reflects the assumption 
that the proposed increase in funding would 
follow the proposed expansion of information 
reporting. Expanded information reporting 
might allow the IRS to better target poten-
tially noncompliant taxpayers; it might also 
prompt taxpayers to file more accurate tax 
returns. It might have a positive effect on 
revenues collected, but it might also reduce 
the ROIs from enforcement activities, be-
cause if returns are more accurate, there will 
be less noncompliance to audit. In CBO’s and 
JCT’s judgment, those effects roughly offset 
each other, on net, resulting in a small posi-
tive effect on ROIs. 

CBO’s estimate includes ‘‘direct revenues’’ 
and ‘‘protected revenues.’’ Direct revenues 
are generated from the IRS’s auditing and 
collection efforts. Protected revenues result 
when the IRS prevents a taxpayer from re-
couping previously assessed and paid taxes— 
for example, when the IRS prevents fraudu-
lent refunds or disallows claims in tax-
payers’ amended returns. 

The estimate reflects CBO’s expectation 
that the increased enforcement activities 

would change the voluntary compliance 
rate—that is, the share of taxes owed that 
are paid voluntarily and on time—only mod-
estly. The magnitude of that effect is highly 
uncertain, however, and the empirical evi-
dence about the effects of audits on tax-
payers’ behavior is inconclusive. Research 
about such deterrence finds varying re-
sponses, depending on the type of taxpayer. 
People generally increase their reported in-
come in the years following an audit, but 
people with higher income generally do not, 
and neither do corporations. (For more dis-
cussion, see Box 1 in CBO’s July 2020 report 
Trends in the Internal Revenue Service’s 
Funding and Enforcement.) 

How the Current Analysis Differs From 
Previous Analyses. In that July 2020 report, 
CBO estimated that a $40 billion increase in 
enforcement funding would raise $103 billion 
(for a net effect of $63 billion). The methods 
used for this estimate differ in several ways 
from the methods used for that one. 

First, CBO used updated ROIs that incor-
porated the IRS’s most recent estimates of 
the return on enforcement activities. CBO 
then adjusted the ROIs to reflect both direct 
revenues and protected revenues, increasing 
the peak ROI from 6.4 to 7.1. 

Second, CBO’s current methods allow for 
positive interaction between enforcement 
spending and other IRS funding. That is, 
CBO accounts for ways in which increased 
capabilities, such as more digitization of 
taxpayers’ information and greater visibility 
of income flows, can increase the produc-
tivity of enforcement activities. 

Third, this analysis reflects a longer time 
frame for receiving enforcement revenues be-
cause of the complexity of audits associated 
with high-wealth individuals, large corpora-
tions, and partnerships. Taxpayers with 
greater resources may be more likely to ap-
peal assessments or to litigate their disputes 
in the U.S. Tax Court, delaying the receipt of 
assessed taxes. As a result, revenues from 
some audits will not be received until later 
than CBO estimated in its July 2020 analysis. 

Sources of Uncertainty. The change in rev-
enues resulting from an increase in the IRS’s 
funding could be different from CBO’s esti-
mate. It depends on the IRS’s ability to hire 
experienced candidates, changes in vol-
untary compliance, and the interaction of 
enforcement funding with the IRS’s other ca-
pabilities. 

The IRS intends to hire mid- and senior- 
level people with private-sector experience 
who will not require a great deal of training 
to become productive. But it might not be 
able to hire its desired mix of candidates. If 
it hired less experienced candidates, it would 
have to spend more resources training them. 
Not only would they take longer to become 
productive, but current staff members would 
have to devote more time to training them. 
A related source of uncertainty in CBO’s es-
timate is attrition: if it proved higher than 
expected, personnel would have fewer years 
at full productivity. 

An increase in the IRS’s funding could sig-
nal that the agency was more capable of de-
tecting noncompliance, thus increasing vol-
untary compliance and revenues. However, if 
there were fewer noncompliant taxpayers to 
audit, the ROIs from the IRS’s enforcement 
activities would drop, and the direct reve-
nues from increased enforcement would be 
lower than CBO estimated. 

Finally, it is unclear how much the greater 
information reporting or the increased IRS 
spending in areas other than enforcement 
(such as technology) could improve exam-
iners’ productivity. Greater nonenforcement 
spending might increase overall revenues but 
decrease ROIs—for example, if improved 
services for taxpayers enabled those tax-
payers to more accurately determine their 
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tax liability, reducing the pool of noncompli-
ant taxpayers to audit. 

EFFECTS ON TAXPAYERS 

The proposed increase in spending on the 
IRS’s enforcement activities would result in 
higher audit rates than those underlying 
CBO’s baseline budget projections. Between 
2010 and 2018, the audit rate for higher-in-
come taxpayers fell, while the audit rate for 
lower-income taxpayers remained fairly sta-
ble. In CBO’s baseline projections, the over-
all audit rate declines, resulting in lower 
audit rates for both higher-income and 
lower-income taxpayers. The proposal, by 
contrast, would return audit rates to the lev-
els of about 10 years ago; the rate would rise 
for all taxpayers, but higher-income tax-
payers would face the largest increase. In ad-
dition, the Administration’s policies would 
focus additional IRS resources on enforce-
ment activity aimed at high-wealth tax-
payers, large corporations, and partnerships. 
CBO estimates that if the proposals were en-
acted, tax compliance would be improved, 
and more households would meet their obli-
gation under the law. 

Higher audit rates would probably also re-
sult in some audits of taxpayers who would 
later be determined not to owe additional 
taxes. However, the Administration’s pro-
posal for more information reporting, as well 
as additional spending on IRS technology, 
might reduce the burden on compliant tax-
payers by allowing the IRS to better target 
noncompliant ones and to reduce the number 
of audits that resulted in no change in tax 
assessment. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY). 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I come from a town called 
Butler, Pennsylvania, and in that area, 
it is Pennsylvania’s 16th Congressional 
District. In that district, the average 
annual income for a family of four is 
about $52,000. 

Now, down here people laugh and say 
nobody can live on $52,000 a year. I 
said, in my district they do. In my dis-
trict they do. 

But let’s talk about this in kitchen- 
table economics. Last year, we had 
about $4.9 trillion in revenue. We spent 
$6.22 trillion. 

Kitchen-table economics is that you 
tell that family that earned $49,000, go 
out and spend $62,000, and they look at 
you like there is something wrong with 
your head. They say, you can’t do that. 
I said, your government does. Your 
government does. They do it every 
year, and they do it with your tax dol-
lars. 

Listen, this is America’s wake-up 
call. This isn’t about the blue side of 
the House or the red side of the House. 
Look up in the gallery. That is red, 
white, and blue. That is America. 
Those are the people that pay our 
taxes. 

All we are asking tonight is we look 
at the Fiscal Responsibility Act. What 
a weird name to be used in Washington. 
I wish we could stop playing this game 
of who struck John. Both parties have 
spent too much money for far too long. 

Tonight is the night to turn this ship 
around. This is the USS Abraham Lin-
coln, and it takes more than one person 
at the wheel. We have all got to grab 

that wheel, and we have got to start 
pulling on that wheel to turn this ship 
around. 

Tonight is a wake-up call, America. 
It is not a Republican wake-up call or 
a Democrat wake-up call, but it is an 
American wake-up call. Please, wake 
up. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
commend President Biden, Leader 
JEFFRIES, and all of our negotiators for 
the great work they have done to keep 
us from defaulting on our debts. 

This agreement protects critical 
funding for children and families. I am 
especially pleased with the protections 
for homeless youth in school, foster 
children who have aged out of care, and 
veterans in need of health services. It 
protects Medicare, Medicaid, and So-
cial Security. 

This bill protects historic invest-
ments in clean energy. It also protects 
the 40 million student loan borrowers 
under President Biden’s student loan 
relief plan, and it provides relief for 
some of my concerns about SNAP and 
work benefits and work requirements 
in TANF. 

I still have some serious concerns 
about how it affects the environment 
and responds to climate control issues. 
The bill is not everything I wanted, but 
it does give us an opportunity to pay 
our debt and protect the good work we 
have done during the first term of 
President Biden. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. ARRINGTON), the Budg-
et chairman. 

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, as I 
have repeatedly warned, the fiscal 
state of our Nation is in decline. Our fi-
nancial health is rapidly deteriorating, 
and our national debt is unsustainable, 
and, by the way, both parties bear 
some blame. 

One thing is for sure, Mr. Speaker. 
We didn’t get here overnight, and we 
won’t get out of this mess with just one 
piece of legislation. 

Here is my admonition to my col-
leagues. This can’t just be a one-off 
deal. It must be the beginning of a 
movement to restore fiscal sanity in 
our Nation’s Capitol. We must end the 
era of Big Government funded on the 
backs of our children and change the 
culture in Washington to continuously 
and repeatedly rein in our out-of-con-
trol deficit spending. 

Today, there is only one deal on the 
table, and only one question for me and 
my colleagues to answer: Do the big-
gest cuts to the wasteful and bloated 
bureaucracy, record rescissions of Fed-
eral funds and reforms to welfare and 
environmental regulations constitute a 
meaningful step in the right direction? 

Mr. Speaker, the answer is unequivo-
cally, yes. As I have said all along, we 
will pay our bills. We will protect the 
good faith and credit of the United 

States, but we will not give politicians 
a blank check to bankrupt our coun-
try. 

The American people gave Repub-
licans the majority in the House to 
stop our Democratic colleagues’ unbri-
dled spending and reverse Biden’s 
failed economic policies, and I believe 
the Fiscal Responsibility Act is cer-
tainly a good start, which is why I sup-
port this piece of legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Ala-
bama (Ms. SEWELL), a very capable 
member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. 

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the bipartisan budget agree-
ment in order to protect Medicare, 
Medicaid, and Social Security, while 
also preventing a devastating default 
on our debt. 

To be clear, this bill is far from per-
fect, but it prevents a default, it pre-
vents future efforts to hold this Nation 
hostage for the rest of the 118th Con-
gress, and it prevents cruel Republican 
cuts. 

This budget agreement that Presi-
dent Biden negotiated protects funding 
for education, healthcare, veterans’ 
benefits, Medicare, Medicaid, and So-
cial Security. Most importantly, it pre-
vents Republicans from forcing a dev-
astating default that would kill count-
less jobs in my district and destroy our 
economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I join in expressing my 
frustration with the crisis that my Re-
publican colleagues have manufac-
tured. The American people deserve 
better than a Republican majority that 
chooses to govern crisis by crisis. Let’s 
lift this debt ceiling and get on with 
the people’s business in the people’s 
House. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SMUCKER). 

b 2030 
Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the chairman for yielding me time. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of the Fiscal Responsibility Act. How 
could I not support a bill that claws 
back billions in unspent COVID funds, 
a bill that cuts trillions in Biden’s out- 
of-control spending, a bill that caps 
spending levels for years to come, and 
a bill that enacts work requirements to 
bring more Americans back into the 
workforce, lift households out of pov-
erty by connecting them with the best 
antipoverty program—a good job. Most 
importantly, this bill is the beginning. 
It is a start to put our Nation on a bet-
ter fiscal trajectory. 

Our debt-to-GDP today is at the 
highest level ever since the end of 
World War II. If we do nothing to curb 
spending, our Federal debt will be dou-
ble our GDP by 2050. This is a start to 
change our trajectory. 

Now, I wish I could be voting for 
more than this. I liked our original bill 
a heck of a lot better, but the fact is, 
the President and the Democrats who 
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control the Senate fought hard to 
maintain their spending addiction. 

Given that we only control the 
House, I am very pleased with all that 
is in this bill. It is most definitely an 
improvement over existing law, and I 
am disappointed that some of my col-
leagues don’t see that. 

This bill will give our creditors the 
confidence that we can govern by put-
ting us on a better path. 

It is a step in the right direction, and 
I am proud to support it. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, there isn’t 
anybody in this Chamber who believes 
that Republicans will abide by a cap on 
defense spending in the next year. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Wash-
ington (Ms. DELBENE), a champion of 
the child tax credit. 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Bipartisan 
Budget Agreement. This deal will pro-
tect American families and our econ-
omy from a devastating default on our 
Nation’s bills in just 5 days. It will also 
shield our veterans, seniors, law en-
forcement, and schools from the worst 
of the extreme demands my Republican 
colleagues issued while holding our 
economy hostage. 

This deal is far from perfect, but we 
can’t allow perfect to be the enemy of 
the good when the stakes are this high. 
A default would mean an immediate re-
cession, millions of jobs lost, dev-
astated retirement accounts, and high-
er borrowing costs for Americans. 

Compromise means that no one gets 
everything they want, so we have a 
choice between a catastrophic outcome 
or a chance to move forward with a bi-
partisan compromise. The worst out-
come here would be a default. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s get this done and 
over to the Senate so we can take de-
fault off the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. MALLIOTAKIS). 

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS. Mr. Speaker, the 
Rolling Stones said, ‘‘You can’t always 
get what you want . . . you get what 
you need,’’ and we need to avert a de-
fault that would stop checks to our 
seniors, benefits for our veterans, hurt 
the U.S. dollar, and Americans’ retire-
ment savings. We also need to change 
the fiscal trajectory of our Nation. 

This bill does both by reducing infla-
tionary spending for the first time in 
over a decade with the largest savings 
in history, imposing spending caps, and 
adding checks and balances on the ex-
ecutive branch. 

We started from a place where the 
President and the Senate refused to ne-
gotiate, and we ended with conserv-
ative wins that include stopping 
Biden’s plan to hire additional IRS 
agents this year, clawing back unused 
COVID funds, expanding work require-
ments to reduce dependency on public 
benefits, and cutting costly red tape 
that slows down critical infrastructure 
projects. 

While no deal is perfect, this is only 
the beginning, and we cannot allow 

perfect to be the enemy of the good. 
Republicans, under the leadership of 
Speaker MCCARTHY, have restored bal-
ance to government. We put an end to 
the Democrats’ massive inflationary 
spending sprees, and we will continue 
to fight for the American taxpayers as 
we proceed in this process to stop reck-
less policies that fuel inflation. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE), a very capable 
woman and member of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, Republicans claim they just had to 
threaten the economic well-being of 
every American man, woman, and child 
because the $31 trillion debt was too 
high. 

Well, hypocrisy, thou hast a name, 
GOP. Because what they insisted on, 
their red line was not financial at all; 
it was to double down on the so-called 
‘‘work requirements.’’ Thank God the 
White House negotiations pushed back 
on the worst of these changes in TANF 
that would have saved $6 million over 
10 years. 

Speaker after speaker has insisted on 
denying food to poor, old women who 
are primarily Black and Brown. It 
seems like the pound of flesh that you 
get is more delicious than having sav-
ings, but just wait. Before the ink is 
dry on this bill, you will be pushing for 
$3.5 trillion in business tax cuts. Hear 
my words. You heard it here first. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEUSER). 

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman very much for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, while the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act is not perfect and God 
knows we need serious corrections, but 
there are at least ten conservative 
American provisions in this bill that 
will benefit our economy and advance a 
higher level of fiscal responsibility. 

Let’s be honest, this is the most con-
servative bill that can pass with a 
Biden White House and a Schumer Sen-
ate. The Fiscal Responsibility Act 
stops the excessive spending, stops the 
bleeding, and adds to our workforce 
with work requirements. It includes 
the most important Federal and envi-
ronmental permitting reforms in 40 
years. 

Don’t take my word for it. This is 
coming from the Associated General 
Contractors of America, the American 
Petroleum Institute, the Marcellus 
Shale Coalition, and the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers. 

Virtually every small business asso-
ciation, every group committed to 
sound, fiscal policy, such as Americans 
for Tax Reform and Americans for 
Prosperity have endorsed this legisla-
tion. This bill reins in the Biden ad-
ministration’s executive order spend-
ing which accounted for over $1 trillion 
in spending over the last 2 years. 

There is also a reduction of the IRS 
for $20 billion, it protects Social Secu-
rity, and all the while we will avoid a 

catastrophic default. I urge support of 
this bill. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE), whose voice and 
health have been returned. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the ranking member, for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, paying America’s bills 
isn’t an option. Defaulting on our debt 
would have a consequence for every 
single American and, in fact, would 
have global consequences. It would in-
crease every families’ costs. It would 
eliminate millions of jobs, and threat-
en the retirement security of seniors 
and families all across this country. 

Let me be clear: We shouldn’t be in 
this position. We shouldn’t be close to 
default. It is a manufactured crisis. 
The House Republican majority cre-
ated this crisis because they didn’t 
have the will to submit their ideas to 
the legislative process, rather holding 
us all hostage to exact this price, to 
exact this legislation when we could 
have simply gone through the legisla-
tive process of making decisions about 
the priorities for this country. 

They have the majority on the Ap-
propriations Committee, on the Ways 
and Means Committee, and on the 
Budget Committee. They ought not 
fear the argument over these issues. 
We need to make sure that we accept 
the fact that we have come to a com-
promise to protect Medicare and Med-
icaid. It protects the American people 
from catastrophic default. I urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 3746. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, this 
is the first time in my 15 years in Con-
gress that I have voted to increase the 
debt limit. I do so today because this 
measure places real constraints on fu-
ture spending, more than $2 trillion. 
That makes this bill the most impor-
tant victory for fiscal conservatism in 
more than a decade. 

The debt is but a symptom of the 
central problem—reckless spending. 
Once we have spent a dollar, there are 
only three ways to pay for it: Taxes, 
inflation, or debt. It is the spending, 
stupid. 

We have got a long way to go, but 
until the American people have had 
enough and replace the President and 
the Senate majority, this is a remark-
able step forward. The many progrowth 
provisions in the bill provide the most 
potent antidote to debt—economic ex-
pansion. 

Mr. Speaker, defeating this bill 
would create a financial and political 
panic that will quickly forfeit the 
many hard-won reforms that are in 
this bill. We cannot let that happen. 

Mr. NEAL. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. BEYER), 
a member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this imperfect bill. 
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Mr. Speaker, look, I would have 

much rather voted for a clean debt 
limit increase as we did three times 
under the previous President. I do be-
lieve it is profoundly wrong that Re-
publicans chose to hold our economy 
hostage, using the American people as 
leverage to demand concessions, and it 
was unnecessary. 

We are in a divided House. They have 
all the leverage they need to negotiate 
this through the regular appropriations 
process. 

Our values sometimes overlap, but 
they don’t here when they want to pro-
tect the wealthiest tax cheats and we 
just want everyone to pay their fair 
share. 

Look, President Biden and his nego-
tiating team worked skillfully and suc-
cessfully to prevent a majority of the 
draconian tax cuts. This bill could have 
been so much worse, but it would be a 
catastrophe if we didn’t pass it. 

Mr. Speaker, I will vote ‘‘yes,’’ and I 
continue to urge my colleagues to per-
manently abolish the debt ceiling, 
which could cause a real disaster some-
day soon if we don’t get rid of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. LAWLER). 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to voice my support for the Fis-
cal Responsibility Act. As I have said 
from the very beginning, we must ne-
gotiate, we must cut spending, and we 
cannot default. 

The FRA reduces discretionary 
spending for the first time in decades, 
and it is the largest deficit reduction in 
our Nation’s history. It cuts non-
defense and nonveteran spending to 
below 2022 levels, one of the primary 
goals of the Limit, Save, Grow Act. 

It saves taxpayers $2.1 trillion over 
the next 6 years while blocking $5 tril-
lion in new taxes proposed by the Biden 
administration. The bill also caps 
spending at 1 percent growth over the 
next 6 years and through the appro-
priations process, House Republicans 
will have the opportunity to reduce 
spending even more. 

That will help us take on the Biden 
administration’s reckless spending 
head on, crack down on record infla-
tion, and get our economy on the right 
track. This bill also protects Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and veterans’ bene-
fits, despite previous false claims by 
my Democratic colleagues that we 
were going to cut those vital programs. 

It enacts critical permitting and 
NEPA reform, enacts safeguards on ex-
ecutive spending, and forces Congress 
to engage in a functional appropria-
tions process. 

The bottom line is this: With a di-
vided government, no party is going to 
get 100 percent of what it wants. We all 
have a responsibility to govern, and de-
fault is not an option. 

The Fiscal Responsibility Act puts us 
on the path to fiscal sanity, protects 
our commitment to veterans and sen-
iors, and raises the debt ceiling so we 
will not default. This is a bill we 

should all support, and I will vote 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, (Mr. EVANS). 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is 
far from perfect; however, the full faith 
and credit of the United States is at 
risk, and we cannot let Republicans 
drive us to default. 

Defaulting on the national debt 
would disrupt Social Security benefits 
for 92,000 households in my congres-
sional district. I will not stand by and 
let harm come to our Nation, seniors, 
and disabled people. I urge my col-
leagues not to draw out this debt crisis 
and instead return to our focus of low-
ering the costs for working families. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GUTHRIE). The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has 10 minutes remaining. The 
gentleman from Missouri has 4 minutes 
remaining. 

b 2045 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SCHNEIDER), another very capable 
member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the bipartisan 
budget agreement and President 
Biden’s work to ensure the Nation pays 
our bills and avoids a catastrophic, 
self-inflicted economic crisis. 

This legislation protects the many 
bipartisan achievements realized in the 
last Congress, such as the Infrastruc-
ture Investment and Jobs Act, CHIPS 
and Science Act, PACT Act, as well as 
the Inflation Reduction Act with its 
historic investments in addressing cli-
mate change. 

With this vote, we will protect Social 
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid and 
prevent devastating cuts sought to life- 
sustaining SNAP and TANF programs. 
With this vote, we will keep America 
moving forward to meet the challenges 
ahead of us. 

Compromise requires give-and-take, 
and both sides made difficult conces-
sions to achieve this agreement. This is 
the result of bipartisan dealmaking, 
and I look forward to holding up the 
President’s side of this bargain. 

I hope this is a learning moment, and 
we can avoid future political brink-
manship. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to put the American people over poli-
tics and support this important bill. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PANETTA), a very capable 
member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port the bipartisan budget agreement 
to raise the debt ceiling because if we 

don’t, we will devastate the global 
markets and undermine the faith of the 
world’s most important financial sys-
tem, the United States of America. 

I support a clean raising of the debt 
ceiling, but elections have con-
sequences. My colleagues on the other 
side wanted to use their leverage for 
concessions. In a divided government, 
governing means compromise, and it 
gets us this bill, legislation that would: 
one, raise the debt ceiling until 2025; 
two, stop the drastic cuts desired by 
the Republicans and protect Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and Medicaid. 

Although it limits SNAP for certain 
ages, it expands those types of benefits 
for veterans and our homeless. 

Finally, we protect the historic legis-
lation we passed last Congress to in-
vest in our infrastructure and manu-
facturing, reduce drug costs, and care 
for veterans. Part of this bill even fur-
thers our transition to clean energy. 

I will vote for this bill, but we have 
a lot more to do if we want to get seri-
ous about reducing our debt and def-
icit. That only begins when we stop 
governing by crisis and start governing 
by leadership. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. PFLUGER). 

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today on behalf of my district, the 
most important energy district in the 
country, on behalf of American energy 
independence, and on behalf of all 
Americans who are searching for a rea-
sonable solution to a looming crisis. 

There are approximately, right now, 
229 major fossil fuel projects in the 
United States currently awaiting per-
mit approval. A recent study found 
that $157 billion in energy investment 
was stuck in the NEPA pipeline and 
that simply a 2-year NEPA deadline 
would spur $67 billion in energy invest-
ment. Killing energy projects by the 
bureaucratic red tape nightmare and 
the slow-walking that we have seen is 
unacceptable. No more. 

I am extremely proud of the energy 
reforms, the NEPA reforms, and the 
EPA reforms in this bill, the first in 
over 40 years, which will speed up over 
200 projects to lower costs for con-
sumers and protect our national secu-
rity. 

No, this bill is not perfect, and argu-
ably, it shouldn’t be. A divided govern-
ment yields compromise and slows the 
heavy hand of government, but saving 
$2 trillion, lifting families out of pov-
erty, and defunding IRS agents is 
worth it. Vote ‘‘yes’’ for America’s en-
ergy independence. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from the 
Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT), an alum 
of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, Demo-
crats’ leadership has protected our 
hard-earned and historic economic re-
covery. That team secured an agree-
ment that prevents Republicans from 
forcing devastating default and rejects 
their most extreme cuts in the GOP de-
fault on America bill. President 
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Biden’s agreement protected Social Se-
curity, Medicare, Medicaid, and vet-
erans’ healthcare. 

This was a negotiation with individ-
uals whose top priority was cutting 
food assistance and protecting the 
wealthy. That was their main priority 
across the entire negotiation. 

Fiscal responsibility? Their only re-
sponsibility was to protect their tax 
cuts for the ultrawealthy that grew the 
debt by $7 trillion in the first place. 

The President successfully insisted 
that if this agreement was going to in-
clude time limits on SNAP, it needed 
to include meaningful improvements to 
SNAP. 

Republicans protected the wealthy at 
the feet of the neediest Americans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama). The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. PLASKETT. Democrats under-
stand the needs of the American people 
and our most vulnerable Americans, as 
well as the full faith and credit of the 
American people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is no longer recognized. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I remind my colleagues that because of 
the Republican Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, 
the bottom 20 percent of earners saw 
their average Federal tax rate fall to 
its lowest level in 40 years. Low- and 
middle-income families of four saved at 
least $2,000 on their tax bill each year. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. DAVID SCOTT), the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, this is a most historic night. 

First of all, I thank President Biden. 
President Biden invited me, along with 
the other leaders, ranking member, and 
chairman of our Agriculture Com-
mittee. It gave me a chance to talk 
straight to the President about the se-
rious food shortage that is coming to 
our veterans. 

Many of you may not know this, but 
the veterans are living in more food-in-
secure households than anybody else— 
7.4 percent higher than the general 
public. When I told President Biden 
that, he said that we have to do some-
thing about it. That is when he moved, 
with his energy, to be able to take not 
only the veterans but others off of 
SNAP work requirements. 

God bless this President for his lead-
ership. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. MRVAN). 

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ran for 
Congress to solve problems, and this 
legislation averts a crisis. A default 
would jeopardize millions of people 
with unemployment, increase interest 
rates, and put retirees at risk and dev-
astate their 401(k)’s. 

A default would also jeopardize nu-
merous investments in the American 

worker in the 117th Congress, including 
the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs 
Act. That bill not only created jobs but 
also, with a strong ‘‘buy American’’ 
provision, strengthened our domestic 
steel and manufacturing base and also 
allows for our veterans to be protected 
and provides funds dedicated to the 
health benefits and resources for the 
toxic exposures fund. 

I appreciate the dedicated work of 
the administration and my Democratic 
colleagues. 

For my neighbor Gretchen, who had 
anxiety about her 401(k), this bill sup-
ports the American worker. It supports 
American industry, the steel industry, 
and it also protects the American 
Dream. I am voting ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 5 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from 
Missouri has 21⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time for closing. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that this has 
been an elevating conversation about 
how we arrived here tonight. Our col-
leagues on the other side voted for the 
infrastructure bill, voted for the CHIPS 
Act, voted for the CARES Act, voted 
for the defense spending increases, and 
they voted for a tax cut in 2017 that 
borrowed $2.3 trillion that was added to 
the national debt. 

Now, for those who might be paying 
attention tonight, the national debt is 
the cumulative effect of deficits. These 
were annual deficits that were run up. 

Neither party is responsible for the 
pandemic. On March 11, 2020, we were 
warned what was coming. Twenty mil-
lion jobs evaporated. Tonight, in some 
measure because of the leadership of 
Joe Biden, every one of those jobs has 
been returned and 91⁄2 million jobs go 
unanswered. 

In this negotiation, which means you 
don’t get everything you want, there 
are some quality moments that we 
take great credit for. We defended So-
cial Security despite the fact that 
there were three Republican Senators 
who proposed cuts to Social Security. 
That is the reality. We defended Medi-
care. We defended Medicaid. We de-
fended veterans benefits. We are very 
proud of the fact that we wrote the 
pandemic relief act. 

There is a group here tonight—I have 
been here long enough to know this— 
that was against this before they were 
against it. They were against it years 
ago, never mind tonight—this moment 
of bringing the Nation to default, what 
it would do to the American dollar as 
the currency of choice for the world, 
what this would do in treasury markets 
for liquidity purposes, what this would 
do to the hard-earned 401(k) plans of 
the American family, to take us to this 
moment, this showdown that we had. 

This argument tonight was never 
about perfection. All 435 Members of 
this House would probably have writ-
ten a different version of this bill. In a 

divided government, that is not re-
ality. 

The last point I want to make is this: 
In the coming days, after this right-
eous debate about balancing the budg-
et, our Republican colleagues are about 
to offer a massive tax cut. We need to 
be ready because of the fiscal rectitude 
that they have offered on this floor to-
night. The corresponding responsibility 
of all of us is to point out what they in-
tend to do with another tax cut—2001, 
$1.3 trillion, and by the way, with two 
wars and 2 million more veterans that 
we need to support. 

The other reality is that back in 2003 
was another trillion dollars of tax cuts. 
The worst one of all was that tax cut in 
December 2017, where they borrowed 
$2.3 trillion for a tax cut that went to 
the wealthiest among us and had very 
meager economic growth. 

b 2100 

This debate tonight was a good and 
spirited one because we also, I think, 
have found a common purpose in pass-
ing this legislation. 

Let’s engage in this debate going for-
ward. If we want the things that we say 
they want, then we are going to have 
to pay for them. That means, at some 
point, revisiting these tax cuts that 
have been put on the table in an arbi-
trary fashion and, as I noted, with bor-
rowed money. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear the other side 
of the aisle over and over talk about 
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act. 

Let me tell you about the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act, Mr. Speaker. Last year, 
we had record revenue into the United 
States of $4.9 trillion, which was $900- 
plus billion more than what the Joint 
Committee on Taxation and the CBO 
predicted would happen upon passage 
of the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act delivered 
for a family of four who makes less 
than $60,000 a year. They paid zero in 
Federal taxes. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s talk about tax 
cuts. The other side passed something 
called the Inflation Reduction Act, and 
it was tax cuts for their wealthy do-
nors. In fact, the CBO just came out 
with a new score saying that it cost 
over $700 billion. 

Guess what? Ninety percent of your 
tax credits go to corporations with 
more than $1 billion in revenues, and 
$125 billion goes to China. That is what 
your tax cuts did. 

After years of Washington running in 
the wrong direction, we have an oppor-
tunity to take meaningful steps in the 
right direction on addressing America’s 
debt crisis. 

The American people deserve nothing 
less. They see what inflation, caused by 
reckless spending of the Democratic 
Party, has done to their family budg-
ets, to their retirement security, and 
to their small business plan. 
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We have the opportunity to end the 

constant doling out of tax dollars 
under the guise of COVID relief. 

We have the opportunity to downsize 
the $80 billion pay raise that was given 
to the IRS last year. The IRS does not 
need a raise. It needs a reckoning. 

We have the opportunity to support 
those who can work to find work and 
climb out of poverty. 

We have the opportunity to put some 
guardrails on the administration, so if 
they are going to spend tax dollars by 
executive fiat, then they have to find 
savings somewhere else. 

We have the opportunity and the re-
sponsibility to address our debt crisis 
as we address the debt ceiling. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support 
this bill to prevent a catastrophic default, 
which would jack up interest rates, eliminate 
700,000 jobs, raise mortgage rates to over 8 
percent, cut housing vouchers, and hurt small 
businesses and consumers. 

All of this, because Republicans, who added 
$6.7 trillion to the debt under twice-impeached 
former President Trump. 

Republicans claim they care about debt re-
duction. 

But their leader, former President Trump 
said, ‘‘I’m the king of debt. I’m great with debt. 
Nobody knows debt better than me.’’ He said 
this to Norah O’Donnell in an interview on 
CBS. 

Very recently, Trump said, ‘‘I say to the Re-
publicans out there—Congressmen, Sen-
ators—if they don’t give you massive cuts, 
you’re going to have to do a default.’’ 

Democrats support this bill because we 
refuse to allow our country to default on its 
debt. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of H.R. 3746, the Fiscal Responsi-
bility Act of 2023. 

This bill is not perfect. Some will say that it 
is not even good. But I say it is better than the 
extortion bill pushed through this House last 
month by this Republican majority that would 
have forced Congress to either default on pay-
ing our nation’s bills or make devastating cuts 
that would hurt the health, safety, and well- 
being of the American people. 

This bill prevents a default that would trigger 
an economic catastrophe, a global market 
panic, and a job killing recession. 

The most egregious cuts that the Repub-
licans originally proposed last month in their 
Default on America Act will be avoided. 

Cuts that were originally proposed to the 
Toxic Exposure Fund created by the bipartisan 
PACT Act have been reversed as have the re-
ductions in veterans’ health care and benefits. 

I have been very concerned about the cuts 
to rural development programs, nutrition for 
women and children, and funding for economi-
cally distressed farmers which have been re-
duced. 

We must pay our debts and debate issues 
of spending and revenue through regular order 
and not under threat of default. 

No, this bill is not perfect. And to many it 
may not be good. But it is a better way for-
ward than the chaos and consequences of a 

first ever default on the full faith and credit of 
the United States. 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, Section 
321 of the Fiscal Responsibility Act of 2023 
(FRA) employs the term ‘‘reasonably foresee-
able’’ in four instances. The intent of using the 
term ‘‘reasonably foreseeable’’ in subsection 
(a) of section 321, which amends section 102 
of the National Environmental Policy Act, is to 
narrow the scope of NEPA’s requirements. 
NEPA requires federal agencies to prepare ‘‘a 
detailed statement . . . on the environmental 
impact’’ of any proposed federal project ‘‘sig-
nificantly affecting the quality of the human en-
vironment.’’ 42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)(i). This de-
tailed statement is colloquially known as an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). At 
present, NEPA requires that an EIS must in-
clude, inter alia, a detailed statement on ‘‘the 
environmental impact of the proposed agency 
action’’ and ‘‘any adverse environmental ef-
fects which cannot be avoided should the pro-
posal be implemented[.]’’ 42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)(i) and (ii). 

Ultimately, in amending NEPA to include the 
concept of reasonable foreseeability, Con-
gress intends to establish in statute Sierra 
Club v. Marsh, 976 F.2d 763 (1st Cir. 1992). 
In Sierra Club, the court stated succinctly that 
‘‘[n]ot all impacts need be discussed in ex-
haustive detail. First, only those effects that 
are ‘likely’ (or ‘foreseeable’ or ‘reasonably 
foreseeable’) need be discussed . . . and, as 
in other legal contexts. the terms ‘likely’ and 
‘foreseeable,’ as applied to a type of environ-
mental impact, are properly interpreted as 
meaning that the impact is sufficiently likely to 
occur that a person of ordinary prudence 
would take it into account in reaching a deci-
sion.’’ Sierra Club at 765 (internal citations 
omitted). Through use of the term ‘‘reasonably 
foreseeable’’ in section 321 of the FRA, Con-
gress intends to narrow NEPA’s scope by es-
tablishing in statute the ordinary prudence 
standard with respect to NEPA analysis. 

Section 321(a) of the FRA amends 42 
U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)(i) and (ii) with the intent to 
narrow the scope of what must be included in 
an EIS. Clause (i) is amended from ‘‘the envi-
ronmental impact of the proposed action’’ to 
‘‘reasonably foreseeable environmental effects 
of the proposed agency action’’. The intent of 
this amendment is to narrow the scope from 
‘‘any environmental impact’’, which can be 
broadly construed, to only those ‘‘environ-
mental effects’’ that would be a ‘‘reasonably 
foreseeable’’ result ‘‘of the proposed agency 
action.’’ In executing this amendment to 
NEPA. Congress seeks to clarify that an agen-
cy need not evaluate all effects of a proposed 
action, but rather only those effects that are 
‘‘reasonably foreseeable.’’ 

Clause (ii) is amended from ‘‘any adverse 
environmental effects which cannot be avoid-
ed should the proposal be implemented’’ to 
‘‘any reasonably foreseeable adverse environ-
mental effects which cannot be avoided 
should the proposal be implemented’’. The in-
tent of this amendment is to narrow the scope 
from ‘‘any adverse environmental effects’’, 
which can be broadly construed, to only those 
adverse environmental effects that are also 
‘‘reasonably foreseeable.’’ In each of these in-
stances, it is Congress’s intent to enshrine in 
statute the ordinary prudence standard with 
respect to the content of an EIS. 

Similarly, section 321(b) of the FRA also 
employs the term ‘‘reasonably foreseeable’’ in 

establishing in statute levels of review under 
NEPA. By qualifying the ‘‘significant effect’’ 
with the term ‘‘reasonably foreseeable’’, Con-
gress again intends to employ the ordinary 
prudence standard to make clear the cir-
cumstances in which an agency must issue an 
EIS. Specifically, Congress intends to limit 
preparation of an EIS to only those instances 
where the significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment is also ‘‘reasonably 
foreseeable’’ as opposed to merely possible or 
any or all potential significant effects. The term 
‘‘reasonably foreseeable’’ is again employed 
with respect to an ‘‘environmental assess-
ment’’ for consistency and to provide clarity in 
the distinction between circumstances in which 
an EIS versus an environmental assessment 
is required. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I am here 
today to speak on H.R. 3746, the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act of 2023. 

It is important to highlight and discuss how 
we got here and what is at stake with this crit-
ical and momentous measure. 

I know I am not alone in the disappointment 
at what steps have been taken to hold our na-
tion’s economy hostage and put American 
lives at risk. 

It is shameful that, while we have a bipar-
tisan agreement here today, we have taken 
painful compromises to get here. 

And although arduous efforts on both sides 
of the aisle allowed for us to move forward 
with this agreement, and some critical protec-
tions for the American people have been pre-
served—it must be stated that this agreement 
is not one that entirely reflects what we in 
Congress should be united on—namely, our 
most basic and fundamental truths that hold 
us together as a democracy. 

We are nation that upholds the ability for all 
to prosper, as well as one that upholds the 
ability for all Americans to be protected and 
cared for in our times of greatest need. 

It is important to understand that the foun-
dations of a society do not extend only to its 
political and economic system; they must ex-
tend to its social and moral system as well. 

Taking all of these in balance there is no 
other comparable governmental system that 
has raised the standard of living of millions of 
people, created vast new wealth and re-
sources, or inspired so many beneficial inno-
vations and technologies. 

Governmental structures providing for pro-
tections and safety nets for all Americans is 
what makes us all successful as a nation 
united. 

Creating and preserving such structure is 
the critical investment in our government, our 
nation, our security, and our development and 
growth for current and future generations to 
benefit from. 

Yet, instead of investing in America, many 
of my Republican colleagues would rather 
focus on holding our economy hostage to ad-
vance unpopular and dangerous priorities. 

Holding our nation’s debt ceiling as collat-
eral to inflict painful cuts that will impact the 
lives of millions of Americans and knowing 
that breaching the debt limit would provoke 
unprecedented economic damage and insta-
bility in the U.S. and around the world is a sad 
state that we have found ourselves in. 

Yes, it is evident that my Republican col-
leagues will not prioritize the wellbeing, safety, 
health, and prosperity of the American people 
when looking at what we have had to give up 
in this bill. 
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While much is unknown about the dev-

astating impact this bill will have, we do know 
that some immediate changes will inevitably 
cause harm to many American families, chil-
dren and vulnerable individuals. 

That is why I offered several amendments 
during the Rules Committee that will make ad-
ditional exemptions and elimination of disquali-
fications for several additional special popu-
lations in which we must protect and continue 
to support when they are in their most des-
perate and fragile times of need. 

Ensuring that we are not taking critical re-
sources and money for food away from chil-
dren and families living in poverty is not only 
the right thing to do, but also the economically 
smart thing to do. 

The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram (SNAP) is the nation’s most important 
and effective anti-hunger program. 

Any changes in SNAP will have an incred-
ible impact on millions of Americans and Tex-
ans. 

As of 2020, there were 18.66 million house-
holds relying on SNAP and 7.11 million SNAP 
households with children. 

Texas holds the second highest number of 
households using the SNAP program in 2023 
at 1,167,720, making up 11.5 percent of 
Texas households. 

As of April 2023, there were 284,794 SNAP 
cases and 615,463 eligible individuals in Har-
ris County, my district’s biggest county. 

This included 92,214 individuals aged less 
than 5 and 228,519 individuals between the 
ages of 5 through 17. 

My first amendment for H.R. 3746, listed on 
the Rules Co1nmittee roster as Amendment 
No. 56, would have added a provision to ex-
tend exemption regarding current work re-
quirement exemptions in the Food and Nutri-
tion Act for a parent or person responsible for 
dependent child up to age 24 in SNAP house-
hold. 

In Texas, 79 percent of SNAP participants 
are families with children. That’s more than 
the national rate of 69 percent of SNAP par-
ticipants across the country being families with 
children. 

Further, the SNAP participation rate in 
Texas for working poor people is 72 percent— 
which is also more than the national rate of 41 
percent of SNAP participants nationwide being 
in working families. 

We need to understand that parents con-
tinue to support children beyond the age of 
adolescence impacting financial resources for 
families well into a child’s early twenties. 

Across the country there 5.134 million, and 
528,000 in Texas aged 18 through 24 in pov-
erty as of 2021. 

Nearly 1 in 3 parents (31 percent) have 
made a significant financial sacrifice to help 
their adult children financially. 

Over two-thirds (68 percent) of parents of 
adult children have made or are currently 
making a financial sacrifice to help their kids 
financially. 

Parents say they sacrificed retirement sav-
ings (43 percent), emergency savings (51 per-
cent), paying down their own debt (49 percent) 
or reaching a financial milestone (55 percent). 

Over 40 percent of American children rely 
primarily on their mothers’ earnings for finan-
cial support in crosssectional surveys. 

In July 2022, half of adults ages 18 to 29 
were living with one or both of their parents. 

Significantly higher than the share who were 
living with their parents in 2010 (44 percent on 

average that year) or 2000 (38 percent on av-
erage). 

What this means is that we need to under-
stand that support for families with dependent 
children under the age of 24 and who are liv-
ing in poverty need to be protected and ex-
tended the grace of an exemption in this bill. 

My second amendment for H.R. 3746, listed 
on the Rules Committee roster as Amendment 
No. 59, would have extended the former foster 
care exemption to all individuals 24 or younger 
under state custody and aging out of critical 
support services. 

More than 23,000 children will age out of 
the US foster care system every year. 

Every year in Texas, more than 1,200 
young adults age out of the foster care system 
without being adopted. 

Less than half of Texas foster care alumni 
(46.9 percent) were currently employed at 
least ten hours per week. 

Only half of alumni (51.6 percent) reported 
having a household income that was greater 
than the poverty line. 

By 24 years old, 50 percent of former foster 
kids had been ‘‘couch surfing’’ since leaving 
care. 

One in ten interviewed alumni (11.1 percent) 
was currently incarcerated; nearly seven in ten 
males (68.0 percent) had been arrested since 
leaving care, 55.2 percent had been convicted 
of a crime, and 62.3 percent had spent at 
least one night incarcerated. 

Over 90 percent of foster youth who move 
more than four times will end up in juvenile 
justice. 

Many youth in the juvenile and criminal jus-
tice system are not deemed to be indigent but 
have also had contact with the foster care sys-
tem and have been removed from their homes 
even if they have not been formerly adju-
dicated as a foster child. 

Far too often children in state custody are 
taken from their homes for significant periods 
of times during their adolescence and at a 
time when they are most vulnerable to 
recidivating upon their return to their homes 
due to gaps and lack of resources to help 
them get jobs, education, mental health care, 
substance abuse and housing. 

It is important that we continue to provide 
necessary resources for all children and youth 
aging out of state custody where they have 
been removed from their homes during critical 
times of development and growth—and often 
are left to survive on their own and/or cannot 
return to their homes upon their release. 

We need to do more to support youth aging 
out of state custody. 

Despite no Democratic common-sense 
amendments being accepted at this posture, 
we have no choice but to continue to move 
forward and still try to make a better way for 
our nation. 

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 456, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on passage of the bill will 
be followed by a 5-minute vote on the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 2797. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 314, noes 117, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 243] 

AYES—314 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Auchincloss 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Balint 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Beatty 
Bentz 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bice 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carey 
Carl 
Carson 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Cicilline 
Ciscomani 
Clark (MA) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Comer 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duarte 
Duncan 

Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Estes 
Evans 
Ezell 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flood 
Foster 
Foushee 
Foxx 
Frankel, Lois 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Frost 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Garcia, Robert 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Greene (GA) 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harder (CA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Issa 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
James 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Kean (NJ) 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kildee 
Kiley 
Kilmer 
Kim (CA) 

Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Kustoff 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Larsen (WA) 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Letlow 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Malliotakis 
Manning 
Massie 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClellan 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McHenry 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meuser 
Mfume 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Moore (UT) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Murphy 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Omar 
Owens 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Pingree 
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Quigley 
Raskin 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rouzer 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 

Simpson 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Tenney 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Titus 

Tokuda 
Tonko 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Valadao 
Van Orden 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 

NOES—117 

Alford 
Barragán 
Biggs 
Bishop (NC) 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Bowman 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Bush 
Cammack 
Carter (TX) 
Casar 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Clarke (NY) 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Collins 
Connolly 
Crane 
Crockett 
DeLauro 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Donalds 
Espaillat 
Fallon 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 

Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guest 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Hunt 
Jackson (TX) 
Jayapal 
Kamlager-Dove 
Khanna 
LaHood 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (PA) 
Lesko 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mann 
Mast 
McCormick 
McGovern 
Meng 
Miller (IL) 
Mills 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 

Moore (WI) 
Moran 
Nadler 
Norman 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Ogles 
Palmer 
Perry 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Ramirez 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Roy 
Santos 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Self 
Sessions 
Spartz 
Stansbury 
Steube 
Strong 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Tlaib 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—4 

Banks 
Boebert 

Craig 
Ross 

b 2121 

Mr. MENENDEZ changed his vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, had I been 

present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 243. 

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 243. 

f 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY FOR ALL 
INVESTORS ACT OF 2023 

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. 2797) to amend the Securities 
Act of 1933 to require certification ex-
aminations for accredited investors, 
and for other purposes, 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 gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. 
WAGNER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 383, nays 18, 
not voting 34, as follows: 

[Roll No. 244] 

YEAS—383 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Alford 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
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 
Boebert 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle (PA) 
Brecheen 
Brown 
Brownley 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carey 
Carl 
Carson 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (LA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Ciscomani 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 

Courtney 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
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 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garbarino 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 

Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harder (CA) 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
James 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Khanna 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kildee 
Kiley 
Kilmer 
Kim (CA) 
Kim (NJ) 
Kuster 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Levin 
Lieu 

Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Manning 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClellan 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCormick 
McGarvey 
McHenry 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Meuser 
Mfume 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Murphy 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 

Payne 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Posey 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Ruiz 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Self 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stansbury 

Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Strickland 
Strong 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Tenney 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—18 

Bowman 
Bush 
Casar 
Crockett 
Frost 
Garcı́a (IL) 

Garcia, Robert 
Gomez 
Jayapal 
Lee (PA) 
McGovern 
Ocasio-Cortez 

Omar 
Porter 
Pressley 
Ramirez 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 

NOT VOTING—34 

Auchincloss 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Cicilline 
Clyburn 
Comer 
Craig 
Crane 
Gonzales, Tony 
Harris 
Himes 

Keating 
Krishnamoorthi 
Luna 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
McBath 
McClain 
Miller (IL) 
Mooney 
Moulton 
Nadler 
Norman 

Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Ross 
Ruppersberger 
Salazar 
Santos 
Simpson 
Trahan 
Velázquez 
Wilson (SC) 

b 2129 

Mrs. SPARTZ changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

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. 
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RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE 

OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion from the House of Representa-
tives: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 31, 2023. 

Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I write to inform you 
that I am resigning my position as the Mem-
ber of the United States Congress rep-
resenting the First Congressional District of 
Rhode Island, effective at the close of the 
legislative day of May 31, 2023. 

It has been the honor of my lifetime to rep-
resent the First Congressional District of 
Rhode Island in the United States House of 
Representatives, and I am eternally grateful 
for the trust and faith that the people of the 
First District placed in me to serve as their 
Member of Congress for the past twelve 
years. 

Enclosed please find a copy of the letter I 
have submitted to Rhode Island Governor 
Daniel J. McKee. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID N. CICILLINE, 

Member of Congress. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 31, 2023. 

Hon. DANIEL J. MCKEE, 
Office of the Governor, 
Providence, RI. 

DEAR GOVERNOR MCKEE: I write to inform 
you that I am resigning my position as the 
Member of the United States Congress rep-
resenting the First Congressional District of 
Rhode Island, effective at the close of the 
legislative day of May 31, 2023. 

It has been the honor of my lifetime to rep-
resent the First Congressional District of 
Rhode Island in the United States House of 
Representatives, and I am eternally grateful 
for the trust and faith that the people of the 
First District placed in me to serve as their 
Member of Congress for the past twelve 
years. 

Please contact me if I may be of assistance 
in any way during the forthcoming transi-
tion process. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID N. CICILLINE, 

Member of Congress. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(z) of House Resolution 
5, the House stands adjourned until 11 
a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon (at 9 o’clock and 34 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 1, 2023, at 11 a.m. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. Graves of Missouri: Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. House 
Concurrent Resolution 43. Resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for 
the Greater Washington Soap Box Derby 
(Rept. 118–82). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

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. SANTOS: 
H.R. 3757. A bill to prohibit the availability 

of Federal funds to institutions of higher 
education that fund Confucius Institutes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Mr. 
ARMSTRONG, Ms. CROCKETT, and Mrs. 
GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN): 

H.R. 3758. A bill to incentivize States and 
localities to improve access to justice, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEYER (for himself, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. TRONE, Ms. WILD, Ms. OCASIO- 
CORTEZ, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. WILLIAMS of 
Georgia, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. DESAULNIER, 
Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mrs. TRAHAN, 
Mr. BOWMAN, and Ms. CROCKETT): 

H.R. 3759. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to establish a grant program 
to facilitate the installation, on bridges, of 
evidence-based suicide deterrents, including 
suicide prevention nets and barriers, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CARTER of Louisiana (for him-
self, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. DAVIS 
of North Carolina, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. 
IVEY, Mrs. MCCLELLAN, Mrs. 
FOUSHEE, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
CROCKETT, Ms. SEWELL, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Ms. BROWN, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. CARSON, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. MFUME, Mr. CLYBURN, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. KELLY of 
Illinois): 

H.R. 3760. A bill to amend title VII of the 
Public Health Service Act to strengthen the 
mental health workforce, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 
H.R. 3761. A bill to amend the Social Secu-

rity Act to provide for an increased Federal 
medical assistance percentage for State ex-
penditures on certain behavioral health serv-
ices furnished under the Medicaid program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 3762. A bill to require the Federal 

Aviation Administration to establish evacu-
ation standards for transport category air-
planes; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD (for himself and 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri): 

H.R. 3763. A bill to amend the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
with respect to the application of the Spill 
Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure 
rule to certain farms, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

By Mr. FEENSTRA (for himself, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mrs. BICE, Mrs. MIL-
LER-MEEKS, and Mr. COLLINS): 

H.R. 3764. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Weather Research and Forecasting Innova-

tion Act of 2017 to research the impact of ob-
structions on radar detection and prediction 
capabilities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. 

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
H.R. 3765. A bill to amend title VII of the 

Social Security Act to provide for a single 
point of contact at the Social Security Ad-
ministration for individuals who are victims 
of identity theft; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: 
H.R. 3766. A bill to amend the Federal 

Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 to require recipients of Federal 
awards to collect and report data relating to 
subawards granted to entities outside of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Accountability. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana (for him-
self and Ms. HOYLE of Oregon): 

H.R. 3767. A bill to require the Council on 
Environmental Quality to submit to Con-
gress a report on the potential for online and 
digital technologies to address delays in re-
views and improve public accessibility and 
transparency under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mrs. HINSON (for herself and Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN): 

H.R. 3768. A bill to address maternity care 
shortages and promote optimal maternity 
outcomes by expanding educational opportu-
nities for midwives, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. HINSON (for herself, Ms. KAP-
TUR, and Mr. RUPPERSBERGER): 

H.R. 3769. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to require the Attorney General 
to submit an annual report to Congress on 
gang activity, reporting, investigation, and 
prosecution, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself and 
Mr. GOLDEN of Maine): 

H.R. 3770. A bill to amend the definition of 
section 804 of title 5; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEAN of New Jersey: 
H.R. 3771. A bill to establish a multiagency 

Middle School Mental Health Task Force at 
the Department of Education and the De-
partment of Health and Human Services; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, and in addition to the Committee on 
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 Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mrs. PELTOLA, and Mr. 
COHEN): 

H.R. 3772. A bill to amend the FAA Reau-
thorization Act of 2018 to extend the aviation 
workforce development program and provide 
grants to develop aviation manufacturing 
and supplier workforce, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. LAWLER (for himself, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. 
MILLER of Ohio, Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey, Mr. D’ESPOSITO, Mr. KEAN of 
New Jersey, and Mr. KUSTOFF): 

H.R. 3773. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prohibit institutions of 
higher education that authorize Anti-Se-
mitic events on campus from participating 
in the student loan and grant programs 
under title IV of such Act; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. LAWLER (for himself and Mr. 
MOSKOWITZ): 
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H.R. 3774. A bill to impose additional sanc-

tions with respect to the importation or fa-
cilitation of the importation of petroleum 
products from Iran, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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 Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin (for her-
self and Mr. MFUME): 

H.R. 3775. A bill to encourage, enhance, and 
integrate Green Alert plans throughout the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEGUSE (for himself and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 3776. A bill to authorize a new type of 
housing choice voucher to help achieve the 
goals of ending homelessness among families 
with children, increasing housing opportuni-
ties, and improving life outcomes of poor 
children; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. ROUZER (for himself and Mr. 
NADLER): 

H.R. 3777. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide assistance for com-
mon interest communities, condominiums, 
and housing cooperatives damaged by a 
major disaster, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska (for himself 
and Mr. BEYER): 

H.R. 3778. A bill to provide for the entry of 
infant formula and infant formula base pow-
der free of duty and free of quantitative limi-
tation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TIFFANY: 
H.R. 3779. A bill to establish a 1-year mora-

torium on the enrollment of land in the con-
servation reserve program under the Food 
Security Act of 1985 and to prohibit the en-
rollment of prime farmland in such program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Mr. MOLINARO, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, and Ms. BROWNLEY): 

H.R. 3780. A bill to modify the termination 
of the aviation consumer protection advisory 
committee, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas (for him-
self, Mr. BARR, and Mr. OGLES): 

H.J. Res. 66. A joint resolution dis-
approving the rule submitted by the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau relating 
to ‘‘Small Business Lending Under the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act (Regulation B)’’; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. BERGMAN: 
H. Res. 458. A resolution requiring foreign 

state media outlets with credentialed mem-
bers in the House news media galleries to 
comply with the Foreign Agents Registra-
tion Act by prohibiting the admission into 
such galleries of reporters and correspond-
ents who are representatives of such outlets 
who are not in compliance with the require-
ments of such Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Rules, and in addition to 
the Committee on House Administration, 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 Ms. KELLY of Illinois (for herself, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ, Mr. RYAN, Ms. KAMLAGER- 
DOVE, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. EVANS, Ms. SEWELL, Mr. 
PHILLIPS, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. QUIGLEY, 

Ms. NORTON, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. TLAIB, Mrs. 
HAYES, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 
Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. FROST, 
Mrs. TORRES of California, Ms. 
PETTERSEN, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. ALLRED, 
Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. TRONE, Ms. 
CHU, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 
BROWN, Ms. MENG, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. 
KIM of New Jersey, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms. 
WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. HIGGINS of New 
York, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. LOIS 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. MORELLE, Mr. 
SWALWELL, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Ms. BUDZINSKI, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. RASKIN, Ms. TITUS, Ms. JACOBS, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Ms. PORTER, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. TORRES of New York, 
Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. CARSON, Mr. BOW-
MAN, Mr. CROW, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms. 
MATSUI, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. MCGARVEY, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mrs. MCCLELLAN, Ms. DELBENE, 
Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, 
Ms. ROSS, Ms. LEE of Nevada, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MULLIN, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. MAGAZINER, Mr. 
CASTRO of Texas, Ms. TOKUDA, Ms. 
BALINT, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. 
NICKEL, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, 
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Mr. VARGAS, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. SMITH 
of Washington, and Ms. WILD): 

H. Res. 459. A resolution Expressing sup-
port for the designation of June 2, 2023, as 
‘‘National Gun Violence Awareness Day’’ and 
June 2023 as ‘‘National Gun Violence Aware-
ness Month’’; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Ms. 
ADAMS, Mr. AGUILAR, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
CARSON, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-
ida, Ms. CHU, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CONNOLLY, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. 
EVANS, Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida, 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GARCÍA of 
Illinois, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HIGGINS of 
New York, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KILMER, Mr. KIM of 
New Jersey, Ms. KUSTER, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. LIEU, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. 
MATSUI, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. MENG, 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MORELLE, Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Mr. POCAN, Ms. PORTER, Ms. 
PRESSLEY, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, 
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCANLON, Ms. SE-
WELL, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. TRONE, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Ms. WILD, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CASTEN, 
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mrs. 
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, and Mr. 
FROST): 

H. Res. 460. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Congress should enact the Older Ameri-
cans Bill of Rights to establish that older 

Americans should have the right to live with 
dignity and with independence; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and 
in addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, and Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND 
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS 

Pursuant to clause 7(c)(1) 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. SANTOS: 
H.R. 3757. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
US Constitution, Article 1 Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To prohibit the availability of Federal 

funds to institutions of higher education 
that fund Confucius Institutes. 

By Ms. BONAMICI: 
H.R. 3758. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Civil Rights 

By Mr. BEYER: 
H.R. 3759. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Legislating 

By Mr. CARTER of Louisiana: 
H.R. 3760. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend title VII of the Public Health 

Service Act to strengthen the mental health 
workforce, and for other purposes. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 
H.R. 3761. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution provides Congress with the author-
ity to ‘‘provide for the common Defense and 
general Welfare’’ of Americans. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Student Mental Health 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 3762. 
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 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 
H.R. 3763. 
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: 
To amend the Water Resources Reform and 

Development Act of 2014 with respect to the 
application of the Spill Prevention, Control, 
and Countermeasure rule to certain farms, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. FEENSTRA: 
H.R. 3764. 
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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: 
To establish a Research, Development, 

Test, and Evaluation Program to ensure the 
continued performance of weather radar de-
tection and prediction capabilities with 
physical obstructions in the line of sight of 
such radar. 

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
H.R. 3765. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-

stitution, to ‘‘provide for the common de-
fense and general welfare of the United 
States.’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Social Security contact. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: 
H.R. 3766. 
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: 
Executive Branch transparency 

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana: 
H.R. 3767. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
A study on digital and online technologies 

to address delays in NEPA reviews. 
By Mrs. HINSON: 

H.R. 3768. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Amends Title VII and Title VIII of the 

Public Health Service Act to address mater-
nity care shortages and promote positive 
maternity care and birth outcomes by ex-
panding educational opportunities for mid-
wives. 

By Mrs. HINSON: 
H.R. 3769. 
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 an annual, comprehenesive col-

laborative report from the US Attorney Gen-
eral, working with the US Department of 
Homeland Security, the FBI, and state and 
local law enforcement, on gang activity in 
the United States. 

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio: 
H.R. 3770. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Amends the definition of Section 804 of 

Title 5 to require that economically signifi-
cant guidance documents be subject to a 
public notice and comment period. 

By Mr. KEAN of New Jersey: 
H.R. 3771. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the US 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Childhood Mental Health 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 
H.R. 3772. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
to amend the Federal Aviation Adminis-

tration Reauthorization Act of 2018 to sup-
port the Department of Transportation’s 
aviation workforce development program 

By Mr. LAWLER: 
H.R. 3773. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Higher Education Act of 1965 

to prohibit institutions of higher education 
that authorize Anti-Semitic events on cam-
pus from participating in the student loan 
and grant programs under title IV of such 
Act. 

By Mr. LAWLER: 
H.R. 3774. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To impose additional sanctions with re-

spect to the importation or facilitation of 
the importation of petroleum products from 
Iran, and for other purposes. 

By Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin: 
H.R. 3775. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Veterans Affairs 

By Mr. NEGUSE: 
H.R. 3776. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To authorize a new type of housing choice 

voucher to help achieve the goals of ending 
homelessness among families with children, 
increasing housing opportunities, and im-
proving life outcomes of poor children. 

By Mr. ROUZER: 
H.R. 3777. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 

Relief and Emergency Assistance Act to pro-
vide assistance for common interest commu-
nities, condominiums, and housing coopera-
tives damaged by a major disaster. 

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska: 
H.R. 3778. 
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: 
This bill permanently repeals tariffs on in-

fant formula and infant formula base pow-
der, eliminates the quota for infant formula, 
and clarifies necessary HTS codes. 

By Mr. TIFFANY: 
H.R. 3779. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, of the United States 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Places a 1-year moratorium on the enroll-

ment of farmland in the Conservation Re-
serve Program and prevent prime farmland 
from being enrolled in the future. 

By Ms. TITUS: 
H.R. 3780. 
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 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: 
H.J. Res. 66. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States 
The single subject of this legislation is: 

A resolution disapproving of the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection’s final rule 
implementing small business lending data 
collection as directed by the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act, Section 1071. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 45: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey. 

H.R. 188: Mr. KILEY. 
H.R. 220: Mr. NEHLS. 
H.R. 239: Ms. CROCKETT and Mr. TRONE. 
H.R. 243: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 277: Mr. ROSE. 
H.R. 288: Mr. FRY. 
H.R. 316: Mr. PAPPAS. 
H.R. 343: Mrs. FISCHBACH. 
H.R. 396: Mr. CASTEN. 
H.R. 415: Ms. PORTER and Mr. CASAR. 
H.R. 480: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 549: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. FROST, Ms. 

BARRAGÁN, Ms. CARAVEO, Mr. TORRES of New 
York, and Mr. CUELLAR. 

H.R. 565: Ms. PORTER. 
H.R. 589: Mr. BERA and Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 625: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr. 

JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 630: Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 656: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 694: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 700: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. 

PAPPAS, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. 
FINSTAD, and Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 708: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 758: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 766: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. 
H.R. 782: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 800: Mr. DONALDS, Mr. RUPPERS-

BERGER, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. PANETTA, and 
Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 994: Mr. SANTOS. 
H.R. 1010: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 1042: Mrs. SPARTZ. 
H.R. 1117: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 
H.R. 1118: Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 1147: Mr. OWENS, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 

Georgia, Mrs. FISCHBACH, Mr. CARL, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. LAWLER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. STEUBE, and 
Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. 

H.R. 1191: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 1255: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 1267: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 1321: Ms. LOFGREN and Mrs. STEEL. 
H.R. 1351: Mr. KILMER and Mr. CASTEN. 
H.R. 1399: Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. 
H.R. 1406: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 

KEATING, and Mr. MANN. 
H.R. 1425: Mr. BRECHEEN. 
H.R. 1484: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1579: Mr. LAWLER. 
H.R. 1602: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1608: Mr. MILLER of Ohio. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. KILEY, Mrs. MILLER of Illi-

nois, and Mrs. PELTOLA. 
H.R. 1640: Mr. KILEY, Mr. GROTHMAN, and 

Mrs. PELTOLA. 
H.R. 1685: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 1691: Ms. SCANLON. 
H.R. 1694: Mr. PFLUGER. 
H.R. 1707: Mrs. LUNA and Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 1711: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 1748: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. PAPPAS. 
H.R. 1777: Mr. BURLISON. 
H.R. 1808: Mr. MULLIN, Ms. DEAN of Penn-

sylvania, and Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 1812: Mr. MANN. 
H.R. 1818: Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. D’ESPOSITO, Ms. 

MACE, and Mr. LAWLER. 
H.R. 1833: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. 

CLARKE of New York, Mrs. TRAHAN, and Mr. 
SABLAN. 
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H.R. 1843: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 2407: Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. GREEN of Ten-

nessee, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 
SMUCKER, Mr. VAN DREW, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 2463: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2535: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas. 
H.R. 2629: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 2630: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr. 

POCAN. 
H.R. 2693: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 2743: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. ESTES. 
H.R. 2766: Mr. LAWLER. 
H.R. 2777: Ms. STANSBURY, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 

Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. MFUME, Mr. BOWMAN, Mrs. 
PELTOLA, Mr. MAGAZINER, Ms. KUSTER, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. NADLER, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania, 
and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 2783: Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 2810: Mrs. SYKES. 
H.R. 2812: Mr. LAWLER. 
H.R. 2830: Mr. MANN. 
H.R. 2845: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Ms. 

KUSTER. 
H.R. 2849: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. VICENTE 

GONZALEZ of Texas. 
H.R. 2855: Mrs. LUNA. 
H.R. 2867: Ms. PEREZ. 
H.R. 2885: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 2891: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Mr. BARR, 

Mr. LANGWORTHY, and Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 2935: Ms. CROCKETT. 
H.R. 2996: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 3004: Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 3018: Mr. SWALWELL, Mr. BEYER, Ms. 

BROWN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Mr. EVANS, Mr. TRONE, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. 
CASTEN, Ms. SCANLON, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. TORRES of New York, Mr. 
BOWMAN, Mr. MOULTON, and Mr. SMITH of 
Washington. 

H.R. 3033: Mr. ELLZEY. 
H.R. 3065: Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Ms. DEAN of Penn-

sylvania, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. KEATING. 

H.R. 3092: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Ms. 
TOKUDA. 

H.R. 3143: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 3146: Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. TORRES of New 

York, and Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H.R. 3152: Mr. BACON, Mr. FINSTAD, and Mr. 

MAST. 
H.R. 3185: Mr. DUNCAN, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. 

FULCHER, and Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 
H.R. 3199: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 3202: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 3203: Ms. VAN DUYNE. 
H.R. 3204: Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. SOTO, Ms. 

TITUS, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. PORTER, and 
Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. 

H.R. 3238: Mr. MAGAZINER, Mr. STEIL, Mr. 
LEVIN, Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. 
ESTES, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. KILEY. 

H.R. 3260: Mr. MOYLAN. 
H.R. 3266: Ms. MANNING. 
H.R. 3272: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.R. 3284: Ms. LEE of Nevada. 
H.R. 3309: Ms. LEE of Nevada. 
H.R. 3325: Mr. NEHLS and Mr. SMITH of New 

Jersey. 
H.R. 3375: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 3376: Ms. MANNING. 
H.R. 3389: Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California, 

Mr. KILEY, and Mr. HARDER of California. 
H.R. 3397: Mr. OGLES. 
H.R. 3413: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 

BACON, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. DUN-
CAN, Mr. HUNT, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. 
SWALWELL. 

H.R. 3443: Mr. VEASEY, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. EVANS, Ms. SEWELL, 
Mr. KILMER, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. CROCKETT, Ms. 
ROSS, and Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 3448: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 3503: Ms. NORTON, Ms. MOORE of Wis-

consin, and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 3510: Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. 
H.R. 3519: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 3537: Mr. FEENSTRA, Mr. GRIJALVA, 

and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 3554: Mrs. LUNA. 

H.R. 3562: Mrs. BOEBERT. 
H.R. 3564: Mr. YAKYM. 
H.R. 3610: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. IVEY. 
H.R. 3625: Mrs. TRAHAN. 
H.R. 3645: Ms. NORTON, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. 

CLARKE of New York, Ms. BALINT, Ms. 
TOKUDA, and Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK. 

H.R. 3647: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 3650: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 3656: Mr. CASTEN. 
H.R. 3660: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 3663: Mr. WILLIAMS of New York. 
H.R. 3679: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 3682: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. CROCKETT, 

and Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 3721: Ms. TLAIB. 
H.R. 3741: Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. 
H.R. 3749: Mr. PANETTA, Mr. EVANS, and 

Ms. SÁNCHEZ. 
H.R. 3750: Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3752: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.J. Res. 13: Mrs. SYKES. 
H.J. Res. 53: Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. 
H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. MCCORMICK. 
H. Con. Res. 28: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H. Con. Res. 32: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. 
H. Con. Res. 46: Mrs. SPARTZ. 
H. Res. 61: Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. 

PLASKETT, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas, 
Mrs. GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN, Mr. RYAN, and Mr. 
PASCRELL. 

H. Res. 250: Mrs. HAYES, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ, Ms. PORTER, and Mr. GREEN of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 285: Mr. BARR. 
H. Res. 346: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H. Res. 351: Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK. 
H. Res. 358: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H. Res. 372: Mr. BEYER. 
H. Res. 406: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H. Res. 410: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H. Res. 434: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Ms. LEE 

of Nevada. 
H. Res. 450: Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
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Senate 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, May 30, 2023) 

The Senate met at 10 a.m., on the ex-
piration of the recess, 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. 
Eternal Father, we trust in Your un-

failing love and commit our lives to 
You. Thank you for listening to our 
prayers. Help us to live in purity so 
that we will never dishonor You. 

Lord, guard our minds so that our 
thoughts will please You, as we pas-
sionately seek Your truth. 

Today, strengthen the Members of 
this body in their work. Use them to 
bring comfort and courage to the 
marginalized. Help our Senators to 
give their hearts to You and seek to 
please You in all they say and do. Em-
power them to live in such a way that 
by the wisdom of their words and the 
power of their example others may be 
moved to follow You. 

We pray in Your awesome 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, May 31, 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 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

DEBT CEILING 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, later 
this afternoon, the House of Represent-
atives will vote on a bipartisan agree-
ment that will protect the U.S. econ-
omy and eliminate the risk of a disas-
trous default. Once this bill reaches the 
Senate, I will move to bring it to the 
floor as soon as possible. Although the 
House still has more work to do, Sen-
ators should be prepared to move on 
this bill quickly once it is the Senate’s 
turn to act. 

I cannot stress enough that we have 
no margin—no margin—for error. Ei-
ther we proceed quickly and send this 
bipartisan agreement to the Presi-
dent’s desk or the Federal Government 
will default for the first time ever. 

It is imperative that we avoid a de-
fault. The consequences of slipping 
past the deadline would reverberate 
across the world and take years to re-
cover from. Remember, a default would 

almost certainly trigger another reces-
sion, send costs soaring, kill millions 
and millions of jobs—hard-working 
people thrown out of work through no 
fault of their own. That would be a cat-
astrophic nightmare for our economy 
and millions—millions—of American 
families. 

So any needless delay, any last- 
minute brinksmanship at this point 
would be an unacceptable risk. Moving 
quickly and working together to avoid 
default is the responsible and necessary 
thing to do. 

Nobody on either side thinks this 
agreement is perfect, that is for sure. 
Nobody got everything they wanted. 
But this agreement still accomplishes 
two major goals: It spares the Amer-
ican people from the catastrophe of de-
fault, and it preserves the most impor-
tant investments we have passed over 
the past few years, many of them on a 
bipartisan basis. So moving forward on 
this agreement is the sensible, respon-
sible, and very necessary thing to do. 

We are getting close to finally put-
ting the threat of default behind us, 
but there is more work to do. I hope 
that the House does its job when it 
takes up the bill later today. I urge my 
colleagues in this Chamber to be pre-
pared to move quickly when the time 
comes. 

STUDENT LOANS 

Mr. President, now on the student 
debt CRA. Today, Senate Republicans 
will begin pushing a terrible measure 
that would end the pause on student 
loan payments and overturn President 
Biden’s historic loan cancellation pro-
gram. 

Let me be clear. I strongly—strong-
ly—oppose Republicans’ cruel attempt 
to deny millions of student loan bor-
rowers the critical relief they so des-
perately need. We should be in the 
business of helping Americans saddled 
with student loan debt, not making 
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their problem worse, as this measure 
would clearly do. 

Even a casual examination of the Re-
publican measure exposes it for what it 
is—a cruel, punitive, and extreme 
broadside against millions of American 
borrowers. 

For one, the Republican measure 
would repeal the student loan payment 
pause—which has been a lifeline for 
millions of Americans—and even force 
borrowers to confront several months 
of retroactive payments from Sep-
tember to December of 2022. Let me say 
that again. This is so important. This 
measure not only repeals the payment 
pause, it forces many borrowers to 
make retroactive payments as well. 

The Republican measure also targets 
our public service employees—first re-
sponders, nurses, educators, service-
members—by jeopardizing their eligi-
bility for the Public Service Loan For-
giveness program. Americans willingly 
chose career paths that pay less, and it 
is a slap in the face of these public 
servants to suddenly take away their 
eligibility for loan forgiveness. 

Now, my Republican colleagues talk 
a big game about helping working fam-
ilies, but this legislation shows how 
callous and uncaring they are by try-
ing to block relief that would imme-
diately improve the lives of millions of 
borrowers. Republicans have tried to 
paint President Biden’s plan as a ‘‘tui-
tion bailout,’’ and a ‘‘giveaway to high 
earners.’’ 

That is just false. Republicans need 
to look at the facts: Under President 
Biden’s plan, nearly 90 percent—90 per-
cent—of relief dollars would go to out- 
of-school borrowers making less than 
$75,000 a year. Under President Biden’s 
plan, no one in the top 5 percent of in-
come would receive a penny in debt re-
lief. So the Republican hypocrisy is 
enormous. They are willing to give 
huge tax breaks to billionaires and 
very wealthy people and big corpora-
tions, but now they say that 90 percent 
of former students making less than 
$75,000 dollars a year can’t get this? 
Wow. Wow. What a canard. 

President Biden’s plan, which this 
Republican CRA would overturn, lifts 
up Americans from all walks of life: 
students of color, children of immi-
grants, poor Americans, and working 
families struggling to either get to the 
middle class or stay there. 

So I will oppose this Republican CRA 
to overturn student debt relief and will 
continue working to make sure relief 
reaches every single borrower in need. 

REMEMBERING KARL SODERSTROM 
Finally, Mr. President, I want to con-

clude my remarks this morning by ex-
pressing my sorrow in the passing of a 
legendary New York educator, Karl 
Soderstrom, who passed away this 
week. 

Karl was a teacher and longtime 
Head of School at Long Island’s Stony 
Brook School. His influence on genera-
tions of students is undeniable, as is 
his influence on this body through his 
daughter, Sharon Soderstrom, who we 

all know is Leader MCCONNELL’s Chief 
of Staff. 

Our thoughts are with Sharon and 
the Soderstrom family. May they find 
peace knowing that Karl is now re-
united with his beloved Jean. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. 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. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Republican leader is recognized. 

REMEMBERING KARL SODERSTROM 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

wanted to start this morning by ex-
pressing my condolences to my chief of 
staff, Sharon Soderstrom, who lost her 
father a few days ago. Here is what she 
had to say about him. 

She said: 
My dad truly was one of the great good 

gifts of my life. I hope to be back tomorrow. 

I think Sharon pretty well summed it 
up. Her dad was a special, special per-
son, and our thoughts and prayers are 
with Sharon and her family this week. 

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. President, back in February, as 

Speaker MCCARTHY waited for Presi-
dent Biden at the negotiating table, 
the Democratic leader predicted the fu-
ture: 

The side that’s unified has an upper hand. 

Well, it is safe to say that our col-
league from New York was exactly 
right. House Republicans stood united 
behind Speaker MCCARTHY. They lined 
up behind the only legislation that ad-
dressed the debt limit as well as out-of- 
control government deficits. They 
committed to the direct negotiations 
that I said repeatedly, going back to 
February, were the only way to avoid 
default, and they secured an outcome 
that confronts Washington Democrats’ 
reckless spending in a serious way. 

Republicans stood united. They 
forced President Biden to do his job, 
and they reached an agreement that 
preserves the full faith and credit of 
the United States and starts getting its 
financial house in order. 

Along the way, the Speaker and his 
team notched important progress to-
ward freeing American infrastructure 
from endless bureaucratic review. They 
put a dent in Washington Democrats’ 
campaign to stand up a new army of 
IRS agents, and they slapped actual 
costs on the administration’s regu-
latory overreach. 

But here is the bottom line: The Sen-
ate will have an opportunity very soon 
to pass legislation that reduces Federal 
Government spending by $1.5 trillion 
over the next decade. That is $1.5 tril-
lion that won’t be put on the American 
taxpayers’ tab. It is a downpayment on 
more progress that is yet to come. 

House Republicans’ unity gave them 
the upper hand, and they used it to se-

cure a much needed step in the right 
direction. When this agreement reaches 
the Senate, I will be proud to support 
it without delay. 

STUDENT LOANS 
Mr. President, on another matter, 

this week, the Senate will have yet an-
other opportunity to pump the brakes 
on Washington overreach using the 
Congressional Review Act. This time, 
we are up against an especially ridicu-
lous example of leftwing spending fan-
tasy from the Biden administration— 
student loan socialism. 

For years, higher education in this 
country has been a choice. Some Amer-
ican families choose to cash in hard 
work and diligent savings to earn a col-
lege degree. Some even volunteer for 
military service with the promise of 
tuition assistance. Millions of others 
choose to avoid taking on extra debt 
and to pursue their careers without— 
without—going to college. It is a 
choice that families get to make for 
themselves, but on President Biden’s 
watch, Washington Democrats have de-
cided to try to take this choice away. 

The way the Biden administration 
sees it, working Americans should foot 
the bill for the advanced degrees 
whether they choose to pursue them or 
not. The administration’s outrageous 
plan would shift hundreds of billions of 
dollars in debt from the doctors, law-
yers, and other high-earning profes-
sionals who chose—chose—to incur it 
onto American taxpayers, who wanted 
nothing to do with it. We are talking 
about the highest educated Americans, 
folks who already take in higher sala-
ries on average. Apparently, Democrats 
have surveyed the devastation of their 
reckless spending and runaway infla-
tion and decided these are the people 
who need their help the most. 

For the party behind a long list of 
egregious and pandering giveaways, 
student loan socialism just might actu-
ally take the cake, and the Supreme 
Court is deciding right now whether 
the whole thing is actually downright 
illegal. But this week, thanks to the 
leadership of Ranking Member CASSIDY 
of the HELP Committee, along with 
Senator CORNYN and Senator ERNST, 
the Senate has a chance to intervene 
and stop the madness now. Their reso-
lution would overturn the Biden ad-
ministration’s attempt to pad the 
pockets of elite professionals with tax-
payer dollars. I would urge each of our 
colleagues to support it. 

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. THUNE. 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. 

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, we got 

some good news over the weekend with 
the announcement that the President 
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and Speaker MCCARTHY had reached an 
agreement on debt ceiling legislation. 
The bill they agreed on, the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act, will increase the debt 
ceiling and finally—finally—after 2 
years of out-of-control spending, begin 
to rein in our Nation’s budget. 

I am tremendously grateful to Speak-
er MCCARTHY and to House Republicans 
for their tireless work to make sure 
that any legislation to raise the debt 
ceiling was paired with meaningful 
spending reforms. The Fiscal Responsi-
bility Act cuts discretionary spending 
next year and then limits discretionary 
spending increases to 1 percent each 
year over the subsequent 5 years. It 
claws back unspent COVID funds, re-
peals excess IRS spending, and ends the 
student loan repayment moratorium, 
which is currently costing taxpayers $5 
billion a month. 

In fact, the bill rescinds more unobli-
gated government money than any bill 
in American history. It also places into 
statute pay-go rules on the executive 
branch which would require govern-
ment Agencies to accompany new 
spending proposals with proposals that 
would save taxpayer dollars. 

On top of all this, the Fiscal Respon-
sibility Act makes a downpayment on 
permitting reform to help get energy 
projects off the ground more quickly, 
which will help encourage domestic en-
ergy production and drive down energy 
prices for American families. It also 
strengthens work requirements in Fed-
eral programs to help able-bodied 
Americans move from welfare to work. 

And while this legislation doesn’t go 
as far as it should and as Speaker 
MCCARTHY wanted, when it comes to 
funding for needed military moderniza-
tion and readiness, the bill does pro-
vide an increase in defense funding and 
avoids a continuing resolution, while 
leaving open the possibility of supple-
mental funding as needed. And it is 
worth noting that this is the first time 
in recent history we have increased de-
fense spending while decreasing non-
defense spending. 

Perhaps just as important as what is 
in the bill is what is not in the bill: tax 
increases. Speaker MCCARTHY and 
House Republicans held the line and 
ensured that the debt ceiling increase 
was not used as a vehicle to collect 
more taxpayer money, and they also 
ensured that the bill did not contain 
any new government programs. 

Now, is this a perfect bill? Does it 
have everything Republicans would 
like included to get our Nation’s fiscal 
house in order? No, it doesn’t. But per-
fect bills are rare, and they are even 
more rare in a time of divided govern-
ment. This is a good bill and, thanks to 
the efforts of Speaker MCCARTHY, a 
better bill than we might have hoped 
for. Let’s not forget that Democrats 
wanted to pass a debt ceiling increase 
without any spending reforms at all. 
This bill may not be perfect, but it 
makes a real start at getting spending 
under control. 

Now, our efforts can’t end with this 
bill. Our national debt has already ex-

ceeded the size of our economy, and the 
interest on our debt is going to con-
sume a greater and greater share of the 
Federal budget. On our current trajec-
tory, within a few short years, we are 
going to be spending more just meeting 
the interest on our Nation’s debt than 
we will on national defense. By 2044, we 
will be spending more on interest than 
on Medicare. And by 2050, we will be 
spending more on interest than on So-
cial Security. 

Think about that for just a minute: 
more on interest than on Social Secu-
rity. Social Security is the largest line 
item in our Nation’s budget and con-
sumes approximately one-fifth of total 
Federal spending each and every year. 
The very fact that our national debt is 
on track to grow to the point where we 
are paying more just on interest than 
on Social Security should be a wake-up 
call to lawmakers in both parties that 
spending reform has to be a top pri-
ority here in Washington. 

And let’s be very clear: We have a 
spending problem, not a revenue prob-
lem. Tax revenues in 2022 reached a 
multidecade high of 19.6 percent of our 
gross domestic product, which is well 
above the historical average. We are 
not suffering from a lack of revenue. 
Federal spending, however, has soared 
to unsustainable levels. The Federal 
budget for 2023 is up approximately 40 
percent from 2019, the last budget be-
fore the pandemic—a 40-percent in-
crease going back to 2019. That is just 
not sustainable; it is not. 

And whatever Democrats may say, 
we are not going to be able to fund that 
kind of reckless spending by taxing 
better-off Americans. We just flat have 
to get spending under control. 

Now, any American who has ever 
found himself or herself mired in credit 
card debt knows that serious debt has 
serious consequences. Our national 
debt is already reducing the economic 
growth that we could otherwise 
achieve, and if our debt continues 
along its current trajectory, the con-
sequences will be severe: diminished 
economic opportunities and growth and 
increasing difficulty meeting our gov-
ernment’s most basic responsibilities, 
from national defense to Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. 

The best thing that we can do for the 
future of our country and for hard- 
working American families is to get 
our Nation’s spending under control. 
So I want to once again express my 
gratitude to Speaker MCCARTHY and 
House Republicans for ensuring that 
the debt limit increase that we will be 
voting on is matched with real spend-
ing reforms. They have achieved an im-
portant victory, and I hope that the 
Fiscal Responsibility Act will be just 
the first step in a larger campaign to 
get our Nation’s fiscal house in order 
and ensure a better economic future for 
the American people. 

I yield the floor. 
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. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to put us in recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:24 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. ROSEN). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

STUDENT LOANS 

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I 
rise today in opposition to Republican 
efforts to block President Biden’s stu-
dent loan debt relief plan, rescind the 
payment pause extension, and upend 
the lives of millions of hard-working 
Americans. 

Now, it is no surprise that Repub-
licans have prioritized an effort to 
block the President’s plan to deliver 
critical relief to 43 million working- 
and middle-class student loan bor-
rowers. Republicans in Congress have 
shown time and time again that they 
would much rather deliver relief to 
giant corporations and protect tax 
cheats than help working Americans 
whose biggest sin is to try to get an 
education. 

I support the President’s actions to 
help these hard-working Americans. 
But let’s be very clear. The Republican 
plan goes far beyond rescinding Presi-
dent Biden’s plan to cancel student 
debt. Republicans could have written 
their resolution to simply overturn 
debt cancelation. But, instead, they de-
manded something that is much more 
extreme. The Republican proposal 
would void the student loan payment 
pause that was in effect from last Sep-
tember through last December during 
the pandemic. 

This means that if this CRA passes, 
it would rescind the President’s plan to 
cancel debt for families that need it 
most. But it also means that every-
one—everyone—whose payment was 
paused would immediately owe 4 
months of back payments, plus inter-
est. Republicans are asking Americans 
who benefited from a pause in pay-
ments to immediately pay back poten-
tially thousands of dollars to Uncle 
Sam. Nearly 40 million Americans who 
are saving an average of $233 a month 
from the pause would be called on to 
cut a check to the Government for 
months of retroactive student loan 
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payments, plus interest, all because 
they relied on the U.S. Government’s 
statement that their loan payments 
were paused. 

This extreme Republican resolution 
would harm millions of hardworking 
Americans. But there is even more. By 
rescinding the payment pause exten-
sion, this Republican legislation also 
endangers our public servants: teach-
ers, nurses, firefighters, servicemem-
bers, and others who are working to-
ward paying down their debt program 
through the Public Service Loan For-
giveness, or PSLF. 

If you are a public servant enrolled in 
public service loan forgiveness, every 
month of the pause counts toward your 
total of 120 payments before your bal-
ance is forgiven. 

According to the Department of Edu-
cation, more than 400,000 borrowers re-
ceived Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
credit during September through De-
cember payment pause last year. This 
CRA would retroactively disqualify 
those months of credit toward PSLF, 
leaving teachers and nurses and fire-
fighters further behind on their path to 
being debt-free. 

And if you are one of the 260,000 pub-
lic servants around the country who re-
ceived credit for your final payment 
since September of last year, and you 
finally got your student debt balance 
forgiven, you, under the Republican 
plan, would be at risk of seeing your 
relief clawed back and being thrown 
back into debt. 

Just to give an example for that: In 
Massachusetts, more than 5,500 public 
servants across our Commonwealth 
could see their loan balances restored. 
So they owe the money again. 

In Louisiana, more than 3,600 of Sen-
ator CASSIDY’s own constituents could 
see their Public Service Loan Forgive-
ness taken away, and they would have 
to now pay more money. 

Republicans have tried to sell this 
CRA as their attempt to block Presi-
dent Biden from canceling up to $20,000 
of student debt for the working fami-
lies that need it most. And they say 
there is nothing more here to see. 

But make no mistake: Voting for this 
CRA is not just a vote against the 
President’s student debt cancelation 
plan. It is also a vote to force nearly 40 
million hardworking Americans to im-
mediately pay back months of student 
loan payments and interest and restore 
an estimated $20 billion of student debt 
to the balances of tens of thousands of 
public servants. 

Regardless of your feelings about stu-
dent debt cancelation, that is a slap in 
the face to middle-class families, to 
working families everywhere in this 
country. And that is why labor unions, 
civil rights groups, and even centrist 
policy organizations are fighting 
against the Republican CRA, and it is 
why I urge every one of my colleagues 
to join me. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, over 
the last few years, President Biden and 
Washington Democrats have unveiled a 
large range of socialist-inspired poli-
cies. The ill-fated ‘‘Build Back Broke’’ 
plan, for example, would have driven 
up daycare costs for countless working 
families. Thankfully, that bill couldn’t 
get enough votes to pass. 

Then there was electric vehicles so-
cialism, which actually did become law 
as part of Democrats’ misnamed Infla-
tion Reduction Act, which, by the way, 
did not reduce inflation. So thanks to 
them, today families earning up to 
$300,000 a year can receive a taxpayer 
handout to buy an electric vehicle 
made with batteries from China. It 
seems like a bad idea to me. 

And last fall, President Biden rolled 
out his plan for student loan socialism. 
Over the last few years, liberal activ-
ists have called on Democrats to cancel 
student debt. But those calls were 
largely ignored until President Biden 
came along and decided to try it on his 
own. Not by coming to Congress and 
not by passing legislation, but with the 
stroke of a pen. 

Last August, he announced he would 
cancel student loans for millions of 
borrowers. Well, ask any family with a 
mortgage, a car payment, a credit card 
debt, they all understand there is no 
such thing as canceling debt. Every 
dollar that was borrowed will eventu-
ally have to be repaid by someone. It is 
just a matter of who that someone is. 
Well, you can look around at the per-
son you are sitting next to. You will be 
the ones to pay it back, the taxpayer. 

Traditionally, the responsibility falls 
to the borrower—the person who 
agreed to repay the debt, the person 
who willingly took out tens of thou-
sands, or even hundreds of thousands, 
of dollars in student loans. 

The President decided to throw tradi-
tion and personal responsibility out 
the window in favor of a socialist ap-
proach where everyone chips in wheth-
er they want to or not. In other words, 
the American taxpayer. He said he 
would erase—erase—up to $20,000 in 
student loans for tens of millions of 
borrowers; thereby sticking taxpayers 
with the tab. 

Well, to state the obvious, the vast 
majority of Americans do not benefit 
here, because 87 percent of Americans 
have no student debt. 

Some people didn’t go to college. 
Maybe they didn’t want to. Maybe they 
couldn’t afford it. Many worked while 
pursuing a degree. Many paid off their 
loans after graduating, just as they 
agreed to do. 

Still, President Biden expects every 
person without college debt to shoulder 
the cost for someone else. In total, his 
plan would cost taxpayers more than 
$400 billion, even though only 13 per-
cent of Americans would reap the bene-
fits. 

A college degree is not a shared expe-
rience. It is not like roads, hospitals, 
or police departments, which benefit 
everyone. Individuals in debt made the 

decision to borrow the money, and they 
alone will reap the benefit of that de-
gree, whether it is in the form of in-
creased compensation or other oppor-
tunities. It is fundamentally unfair to 
expect taxpayers with zero student 
debt to cover the cost of someone else’s 
degree. 

To state the obvious, the President 
does not have the authority to stick 
the taxpayers with this debt. And I 
hope the Supreme Court rules on that 
in the near future. 

In the meantime, this is irresponsible 
overreach at its finest. And I am glad 
the Senate will have an opportunity to 
vote to overturn this reckless rule. 

Senators CASSIDY, ERNST, and I intro-
duced a Congressional Review Act reso-
lution to overturn President Biden’s 
student loan socialism. Our resolution 
would prevent the President from 
transferring the burden of student 
loans from willing borrowers to unwit-
ting Americans. It would also end the 
pause on student loan payments—an-
other renegade act by President Biden 
for which he has zero authority. 

This is costing Americans $5 billion a 
month. This first went into effect in 
March of 2020 as the pandemic took 
hold. Now, more than 3 years later, it 
is time for borrowers to resume pay-
ment. Even President Biden has finally 
accepted how disruptive this never-end-
ing pause is for our country. 

He agreed to reinstate student loan 
payment requirements through the bi-
partisan debt ceiling deal that will 
soon be voted on by the House. 

President Biden’s student loan so-
cialism is unfair, and it is irrespon-
sible. And I hope it will soon be over-
turned by the Senate through this reso-
lution. 

I want to say, again, how much I ap-
preciate Senator CASSIDY’s leadership 
on this. And I encourage all our col-
leagues to support it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for up 
to 8 minutes prior to the rollcall vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Madam President, the 
Senate will soon vote on a Congres-
sional Review Act resolution of dis-
approval to overturn the Biden admin-
istration’s unfair student loan 
schemes. These schemes transfer the 
burden of $400 billion in Federal stu-
dent loans from those who willingly 
took on that debt to American tax-
payers who never went to college and 
have already fulfilled their commit-
ment to pay back their loans. 

The resolution would also end the 
pause on student loan payments which, 
by August, will cost taxpayers almost 
$200 billion. President Biden has ex-
tended this pause 6 times for a total of 
31 months, far beyond the original jus-
tification of the ongoing pandemic. 

Make no mistake, these reckless stu-
dent loan schemes do not forgive debt. 
They transfer the burden from those 
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who willingly took out the loans to go 
to college to make more money when 
they graduated to Americans who 
never attended college or who already 
paid back their loans. 

These policies are as unfair as they 
are responsible. Where is the forgive-
ness for the guy who didn’t go to col-
lege but is working to pay off the loan 
on the truck he takes to work? What 
about the woman who paid off her stu-
dent loans but now struggles to afford 
her mortgage? Is the administration 
providing them relief? No. Instead, the 
administration would not only have 
them pay their bills but the bills of 
those who decided to go to college to 
make more money. 

President Biden’s plan does nothing 
to address the problems that created 
the debt in the first place. It doesn’t 
hold colleges or universities account-
able for rising costs. 

According to the college board, in the 
last 30 years, tuitions and fees have 
jumped at private nonprofit colleges by 
80 percent. Public 4-year institutions 
have jumped 124 percent. 

According to the Center for Respon-
sible Federal Budget, if the student 
loan transfer goes into effect, students 
and taxpayers would be back in the 
same situation in 5 years. In 5 years, 
we will be right back where we are now 
because we are not reforming that 
which got us here. And total debt will 
again reach $1.7 trillion. 

What is the plan for 5 years from 
now? The scheme also does not ensure 
that students are prepared for life after 
college. It creates a terrible moral haz-
ard that signals to students that Fed-
eral student loans are not real commit-
ments. It tells colleges that no matter 
how high they raise their prices or how 
low the quality of education they pro-
vide, the Federal Government will 
cover the tab, courtesy of the Amer-
ican taxpayer. 

This is not leadership. We cannot 
spend our way out of the problem of 
ever-increasing costs of higher edu-
cation. For Americans who cannot af-
ford their debt or who want a proactive 
approach for paying off their loan com-
mitments, Congress has already au-
thorized 31 different active programs 
that help or forgive student loans. 
That is 31 different programs already 
in place to help forgive or offset stu-
dent loans. They range from total for-
giveness for teachers to loan cancella-
tions for law enforcement officers, 
military, early childhood educators, 
and social workers, to name a few. 

There is also repayment for high-de-
mand fields where education is special-
ized and the need is a public good. For 
example, through the Department of 
Health and Human Services, a variety 
of different healthcare providers, in-
cluding therapists, behavioral health 
providers, and those needed to help our 
children as we face this mental health 
crisis, are eligible for loan repayment. 

In addition, there are five different 
programs already to keep payments 
low compared to a person’s income and 

which cap the total time for repay-
ment. 

The mass transfer of debt, though, 
under this reckless student loan 
scheme forgets that these existing pro-
grams were set up to target limited 
taxpayer resources, to benefit those 
using their degrees to serve, and to fill 
broader public needs or who dem-
onstrate that they themselves have a 
personal individual need. 

Our resolution prevents average 
Americans—87 percent of whom do not 
have student loans—from being stuck 
with a policy that the administration 
is doing not to be fair to all but, rath-
er, to favor the few. 

Our resolution also protects the rule 
of law, which President Biden must 
know he is violating. During Supreme 
Court arguments on the legality of stu-
dent loan forgiveness in February, Jus-
tice Roberts clearly indicated that if 
$400 billion was to be spent on student 
loan cancellation, it would require con-
gressional approval. That has not been 
given. 

This is a clear example of this admin-
istration attempting to subvert Con-
gress for what appears to be purely po-
litical purposes. It sets a wildly dan-
gerous precedent if left unchecked. 

President Biden, Secretary Cardona, 
come to the table. There are real prob-
lems in the student loan system and 
Federal financing of higher education. 
Let’s fix them legally through a bipar-
tisan, lasting solution. 

I will close by encouraging all my 
colleagues to join me in voting to pass 
this Congressional Review Act resolu-
tion to prevent these unconstitutional 
student debt forgiveness schemes. It is 
unfair to the hundreds of millions of 
Americans who will bear the burden of 
paying off hundreds of billions of dol-
lars of someone else’s student debt. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to legislative session. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EDU-
CATION RELATING TO ‘‘WAIVERS 
AND MODIFICATIONS OF FED-
ERAL STUDENT LOANS’’—Motion 
to Proceed 

Mr. CASSIDY. I move to proceed to 
H.J. Res. 45. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 45) providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Department of Education 
relating to ‘‘Waivers and Modifications of 
Federal Student Loans’’. 

VOTE ON MOTION TO PROCEED 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion 
to proceed. 

Mr. CASSIDY. 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. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET) 
and the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS). 

Further, if present and voting: the 
Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
TILLIS) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 51, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 134 Leg.] 
YEAS—51 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
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 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sinema 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tuberville 
Vance 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—46 

Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Bennet Tillis Warner 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EDU-
CATION RELATING TO ‘‘WAIVERS 
AND MODIFICATIONS OF FED-
ERAL STUDENT LOANS’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the joint resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 45) providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:55 Jun 01, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G31MY6.007 S31MYPT1S
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 — SENATES1818 May 31, 2023 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Department of Education 
relating to ‘‘Waivers and Modifications of 
Federal Student Loans’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MUR-
PHY). The Senator from Illinois. 

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, my col-

league Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM of 
South Carolina has been my friend and 
ally in many causes, and we notably 
disagree on others. He recognizes—and 
I share with him—the importance of 
continued support for Ukraine. He has 
been a steadfast partner in support of 
that country and holding Russia ac-
countable for war crimes, but not ad-
dressing the manufactured debt ceiling 
crisis also could threaten to undermine 
continued U.S. support. 

My colleague has raised concerns 
about the level of growth of defense 
spending in the bipartisan debt deal 
that was announced this last weekend. 
Specifically, the budget for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 2024 is 
$886 billion, at a 3-percent rate of 
growth over the previous year. That 
funding level does not threaten our na-
tional security. We are still, and we 
will be for the foreseeable future, the 
global leader in defense spending—the 
world’s global leader in defense spend-
ing. 

Now, there are valid concerns about 
China and Russia and the amount of 
money they are spending on the mili-
tary, especially with the war in 
Ukraine and aggression in the South 
China Sea. 

I have a chart here which dem-
onstrates, in one respect, the dif-
ference. You can clearly see, when you 
look at the United States expenditure, 
when it comes to military spending in 
the year 2022, that it is dramatically 
larger than any other country. In fact, 
when it comes to our defense budget, 
the United States continues to out-
spend the next 10 countries in the 
world combined. 

In the decade following the horrific 
attacks on September 11, U.S. military 
spending increased 50 percent, adjusted 
for inflation, compared to a fraction of 
that for other discretionary spending 
priorities. 

Our spending wisely goes to competi-
tive pay for servicemembers—to re-
cruit and retain the best, most power-
ful, all-volunteer force. On average, the 
Chinese Army pays their soldiers $108 
per month, compared to $1,733 per 
month average here in the United 
States. 

Russian contract soldiers can make 
$1,100 a month. Conscripts can be paid 
as little as $25 a month in Russia. 

Our spending has gone toward 11 
world-class aircraft carriers. China just 
barely acquired a third carrier, which 
according to even Chinese analysts is 
still a long way from competing with 
the United States in that category. 

Finally, our spending goes toward 
maintaining a global presence, ensur-
ing sea lanes are open to commerce, 
and fostering stability in key areas of 

the world. Russia and China don’t have 
that priority. Instead, they focus on 
aggression closer to their borders and 
exploiting other nations. 

Now, much of the current budget dis-
cussion is also focused on responsible 
spending and oversight, and Congress 
has an important oversight responsi-
bility. 

Pentagon spending keeps increas-
ing—and not just because of inflation 
but because of increased prices from 
defense companies—and as recently 
pointed out on the television show ‘‘60 
Minutes,’’ in some cases because of 
what seems like obvious price gouging. 

Put simply, increased defense spend-
ing does not automatically go toward 
deterring China or Russia. I chaired 
the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee of the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee for several years and 
was ranking member as well. It is an 
awesome responsibility. More than half 
of our Federal budget goes through 
that one subcommittee. Many times, I 
stopped in the middle of our delibera-
tions about the appropriate spending to 
keep America safe and to protect our 
allies and interests around the world 
and asked how these other countries 
managed to be so powerful and spend so 
much less. 

One explanation I have already ac-
counted for, and that is, they pay their 
soldiers a lot less. We value the men 
and women in uniform. We want the 
best. We want to stand by them. We 
want them to make a career of service 
in the military, in many instances, and 
we need to pay them accordingly. I get 
it. But if you even take that and put it 
aside, it still puzzles me how many of 
these countries spend so little and yet 
compete with us in so many high-cost 
categories here in the United States. 

We all know that global security goes 
beyond hardware and soldiers. The con-
flicts of today and tomorrow are no 
longer fought just on battlefields. 
Technology is dramatically trans-
forming warfare through advanced 
platforms that can allow a single ship 
to perform what several ships did dec-
ades ago to a mass dissemination of 
propaganda that disrupts democracies 
and downplays autocracies. 

Climate change also will fuel future 
conflicts and instability. 

To quote former Defense Secretary 
Robert Gates, ‘‘There are limits to 
what even the strongest and greatest 
nation on Earth can do—and not every 
outrage, act of aggression, oppression 
or crisis should elicit a U.S. military 
response.’’ 

An even bigger defense budget 
doesn’t equal complete security. China 
knows this. It is investing billions on 
spending related to national security 
outside of defense: infrastructure 
projects, clean energy, artificial intel-
ligence. 

I can recall a trip to Israel on a con-
gressional delegation led by Harry 
Reid. Shimon Peres was the leader in 
Israel and a well-respected man for 
many decades. And when Harry Reid 

asked him what is the greatest threat 
to the United States, he said very 
quickly: China. Don’t you see it? 

Of all the answers he could have 
given us—terrorism, loose nukes, other 
responses—he said it was China. 

And I started asking the question 
then of visitors from foreign countries 
to my office here in Washington: What 
is the presence of China in your coun-
try? Without exception, every one of 
them said: Oh, China has a growing 
presence in our country. They are an 
important part of our economy and our 
future. 

And I was thinking to myself, China 
has a plan. It has a vision. It is insinu-
ating itself in countries all around the 
world. The Belt and Road project is a 
good example of that. Do we have a 
plan in the United States? Sometimes I 
wonder. We certainly have the right 
values. I have no question about that 
in my mind. But do we sell those val-
ues the way the Chinese sell their in-
terests? I don’t think we do. I think 
when it comes to the U.S. involvement 
in countries around the world, we be-
lieve that the magic of capitalism and 
free markets will be appreciated by so 
many other countries and that they 
will come to our side naturally. I think 
it takes more effort—effort like the 
Chinese. 

It is interesting in research to com-
pete on cutting-edge technology. My 
colleagues know this because they have 
supported the CHIPS and Science Act 
to precisely address the issue of Amer-
ica’s place in the world. China uses 
these investments as diplomatic influ-
ence all over the world with its Belt 
and Road Initiative. 

My colleague has been an excellent 
chair—LINDSEY GRAHAM—and ranking 
member of the State and Foreign Oper-
ations Appropriations Subcommittee. 
He knows the importance of these in-
vestments and the overall strength of 
the United States. If you want to beat 
China on spending on national secu-
rity, we need to look beyond the Pen-
tagon box and look at all the other 
Agencies that are facing caps and focus 
on the strength of our capabilities. 

Here is the reality. The greater harm 
to national and global security is not 
perceived lower defense spending but 
rather a default on our debt. Let’s hope 
we can avoid that this week, this man-
ufactured political crisis. Not paying 
our bills would result in a loss of trust 
in the stability of the United States. 
That feeds right into Russia and Chi-
na’s narrative that the West is now 
weak, and they are strong. 

A short-term debt limit extension 
will not project strength or stability. 
We have a responsibility in Congress to 
send a message of stability to the 
world. The choice is simple for me, and 
I hope my colleagues can see the great-
er picture as well. 

I would just conclude on the obvious 
difference of opinion I have with Sen-
ator GRAHAM. He and I will agree on 
more than we disagree, but on this par-
ticular issue, I believe that larding the 
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budget at the Department of Defense 
has a deleterious impact on us in the 
long haul. We have to incentivize the 
people making these decisions to be 
careful about the money being spent, 
to spend it wisely, and not to over-
spend. The procurement system in the 
U.S. military, I am sad to say, the De-
partment of Defense, is desperately in 
need of reform and improvement. That 
would be part of saving some money 
that doesn’t make us any stronger but 
costs the taxpayers too much. 

So this illustration here of the 
United States at this dramatic $877 bil-
lion compared to $292 billion in China 
is an indication of our spending and 
what we can expect from it for the se-
curity of our country. We can do a lot 
better. Just throwing money at the 
problem is not a solution. 

MEMORIAL DAY 
Mr. President, this past weekend 

marked a sacred and solemn day for 
Americans. On Memorial Day, we re-
member those who gave their lives for 
this country. And on this Memorial 
Day, we were reminded once again that 
the struggle to defend freedom is never 
over. 

The peace and freedom, for which 
more than 1 million American service-
members gave their lives for in World 
War II, is now threatened again in the 
same theater by a delusional despot, 
drunk on the fantasy of reclaiming a 
bygone Russian Empire. And once 
again, the free nations of the world are 
united in our determination to defend 
peace and freedom as we did in World 
War II. 

Over the last 2 weeks, the world wit-
nessed a stark contrast between a dic-
tator seeking to crush democracy and 
leaders determined to defend it. We saw 
Ukrainian President Zelenskyy travel 
to the Arab League summit in Saudi 
Arabia and eloquently argue that na-
tions cannot sit on the sidelines during 
Russia’s brutal war of aggression. He 
said: 

Unfortunately, there are some in the 
world, and here among you, who turn a blind 
eye to . . . illegal annexations. . . . I am 
here so that everyone can take an honest 
look, no matter how hard the Russians try to 
influence.’’ 

These were courageous and wise 
words to an important audience. Saudi 
Arabia did the right thing by inviting 
President Zelenskyy to address the 
Arab League, and it can do more to re-
habilitate its tarnished international 
image by helping Ukraine. 

President Zelenskyy then joined the 
G7 summit in Hiroshima, where he 
spoke with leaders of the world’s major 
industrialized democracies. It is worth 
remembering that Russia was kicked 
out of that organization, what was 
then called the G8, nearly 10 years ago 
for its initial unprovoked invasion of 
the Crimea region of Ukraine. 

At this most recent G7 summit, there 
was no longer any delusion that Russia 
is a struggling democracy or a major 
industrial power. Under Putin, Russia 
has become a mortal threat to freedom 

and to global security and prosperity. 
In pledging $375 million in additional 
military support for Ukraine, Presi-
dent Biden vowed, ‘‘Together with the 
entire G7, we have Ukraine’s back and 
I promise we’re not going anywhere.’’ 
The words of President Biden. 

He confirmed the United States 
would join European allies in training 
Ukrainians to fly F–16s, a move I fully 
support. 

At the G7, President Zelenskyy also 
met with Indian Prime Minister Modi, 
who said that India would do every-
thing it could to stop the war, noting: 
For me, it is a matter of humanity. 

Prime Minister Modi’s comments are 
welcome. I hope he will at long last for-
mally and forcibly condemn Russia’s 
war and rethink India’s troubling pur-
chases of Russian oil. 

Now contrast President Zelenskyy’s 
statesmanship with the reprehensible 
conduct of Putin’s Russia. I want to 
show a photo here of what, unfortu-
nately, has been too common. It shows 
the near total destruction of Bakhmut, 
a once thriving Ukrainian city of more 
than 70,000 people; Russia’s ongoing in-
discriminate missile and drone attacks 
on civilian targets in Kyiv, including 
children; Putin’s continued cowardly 
jailing of anyone in Russia who dares 
to speak out against him or his illegal 
war, including Vladimir Kara-Murza, 
Alexei Navalny, and more than 500 
other innocent political prisoners; the 
outrageous hostage-taking of Wall 
Street Journal reporter Evan 
Gershkovich, whose only offense is dar-
ing to report the truth about the rot 
inside Putin’s Russia. 

The prisons in Russia are not large 
enough to hide the truth forever. 

Last week, Yevgeny Prigozhin, leader 
of the paramilitary Wagner Group and 
a longtime ally of Putin, said publicly 
that instead of ‘‘demilitariz[ing]’’ 
Ukraine, Russia’s failed invasion has 
instead turned Ukraine’s military into 
one of the ‘‘most powerful in the 
world.’’ 

That was a quote from the head of 
the Wagner Group. 

Let me reiterate on the Senate floor 
for Vladimir Putin and his enablers: 
You have lost the war in Ukraine. 
Global opposition to your illegal war is 
growing. Your legacy will be one of an 
indicted war criminal and a failed lead-
er who weakened his nation, strength-
ened and expanded NATO, robbed 
countless Ukrainians of their futures, 
and sent thousands of Russian 
conscripts to their graves for your po-
litical hubris. And despite your trans-
parent and petty attempts to divide 
America, the world’s democracies 
stand against Russian tyranny. 

The overwhelming majority in Con-
gress of both political parties under-
stand this. President Biden under-
stands it. Putin’s warped Soviet nos-
talgia blinds him to the warning of 
President Ronald Reagan, who said: ‘‘It 
is the Soviet Union that runs against 
the tide of history,’’ accurately pre-
dicting its place on the ash heap of his-

tory among other tyrannies. The So-
viet Union failed. So will Vladimir 
Putin’s bloody and delusional attempt 
to resurrect it. 

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. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING ROBERT ZIMMER 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

want to take just a few minutes to 
speak about Robert Zimmer, the 
former president of the University of 
Chicago. 

Barbara and I, first, want to express 
our condolences to Shadi, his wife, and 
their three children. 

President Zimmer’s time at the Uni-
versity of Chicago was defined by his 
relentless defense of freedom of expres-
sion. As a result of his commitment, 
the University of Chicago remains a 
place where diversity of viewpoint is 
always welcome, and the enforcement 
of that welcoming is very sincere. 

In 2014, President Zimmer appointed 
the university’s Committee on Free-
dom of Expression. That committee 
issued what is called the Chicago Prin-
ciples, which declare the importance of 
uncensored thought and inquiry in the 
university experience. 

I think it was also common for the 
president to make sure that a letter 
went out to first-year students. I have 
never read the complete letter, but in 
reading about it, I get the impression 
that the letter said to those first-year 
students what this policy from the 
Committee on Freedom of Expression 
was all about and that if you have to 
worry about having safe spaces or if 
you are worried about being confronted 
by somebody you might disagree with 
because of their ideology, then don’t 
come to this university. 

But President Zimmer’s impact is 
not limited just to that one university; 
his courage in pushing for free speech 
on college campuses has been felt na-
tionwide. In my opinion, it is not as 
much as it should be, but still he has 
made a big impact. The Chicago Prin-
ciples have now been adopted in some 
form by over 80 colleges and univer-
sities. You can see that the number 80 
is small compared to the thousands of 
colleges and universities and commu-
nity colleges we have in our country. 
That doesn’t mean there are not more 
than 80 colleges that would have the 
principle of freedom of expression, but 
we know that 80 colleges have adopted 
the Chicago approach. 

President Zimmer and the principles 
he stood for are absolutely right be-
cause college is a place for learning, 
not for coddling. Campus, then, should 
be a place where ideas run rampant. 
After all, you go to college to prepare 
yourself for life after college. Where 
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you go for a job or anyplace else, there 
are probably not these safe spaces that 
some students think they have to have 
while they are at various universities 
for a period of 4 years out of a possible 
life through the other 60 years they are 
going to live, on average, after they get 
out of college. 

That mission is not possible if col-
leges only pursue the appearance of di-
versity instead of real diversity. That 
just isn’t diversity from the standpoint 
of ethnicity, religion, color, gender; it 
is about diversity of thought and the 
willingness to discuss those diverse 
opinions among people so they can 
learn from each other and respect each 
other. 

In recent years, campus administra-
tors have retreated from free speech, 
even punishing professors who try to 
do the right thing by having honest 
discussions about issues of any kind, 
particularly controversial issues. 

So we need students, we need profes-
sors, and we need alumni willing to 
sound the alarm about the chilling of 
debate on our university and college 
campuses. Most importantly, we need 
campus leaders like President Zimmer 
who will stand up for freedom of ex-
pression in the face of diversity. With-
out President Zimmer and his prin-
ciples, our next generation will be 
taught regurgitation, not independent 
thought. 

We ought to honor his legacy by ad-
vocating for learning and free expres-
sion and respecting people’s opinions 
whom you might disagree with, even 
being willing to sit down and discuss 
with those people you might disagree 
with. 

So with his death, I think he is going 
to be sorely missed, and I hope that 
college presidents across the country 
can learn from his example. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-

TEZ MASTO). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

DEBT CEILING 
Mr. LEE. Madam President, $32 tril-

lion—it is a colossal sum burdening 
every single American taxpayer. It is a 
tangible reflection of the prodigious 
debt accumulated over many decades 
of reckless spending. 

Now, the ramifications of our bloated 
national debt are far-reaching, felt in 
the daily lives of hard-working families 
crushed under the weight of relentless 
inflation. The prices of everyday neces-
sities continue to rise, eroding pur-
chasing power and placing an intoler-
able burden on the shoulders of every 
American family. The staggering fig-
ure ought to jolt us from our compla-
cency, send shivers down our spines, 
and compel us to confront the dire con-

sequences of Congress’s longstanding 
recklessness when it comes to fiscal 
matters. 

Amidst the gravity of our Nation’s 
current predicament, we find ourselves 
standing at a precipice, a pivotal mo-
ment where our choices today will in-
evitably shape our economic outlook 
tomorrow and for years and, in fact, 
decades to come. The burden of our na-
tional debt and the relentless grip of 
inflation have placed us at this critical 
juncture, demanding nothing less than 
a resolute and visionary response. 

Regrettably, the lopsidedly nego-
tiated Fiscal Responsibility Act, as it 
is called, heralded by Speaker MCCAR-
THY and President Biden, fails to pro-
vide the respite our Nation desperately 
needs. Rather than offering substantive 
solutions to tackle the root causes of 
our fiscal woes, it appears to be a pal-
liative pill. It is a bad deal for Amer-
ica, a missed opportunity to confront 
our challenges, an abdication of our re-
sponsibility to protect Americans’ eco-
nomic security and well-being. 

We can and must do better. We must 
abandon the complacency that has 
brought us to this point and chart a 
new course, a course that values some-
thing approaching fiscal sanity. We can 
no longer afford to settle for half meas-
ures or short-term fixes, and we des-
perately need a comprehensive and re-
sponsible plan, one that addresses the 
root causes of our fiscal predicament, 
curtails the bloated bureaucracy, and 
empowers American families once 
again to thrive. 

It is time to go back to the drawing 
board. Failure to do so and to do so 
right now, at this very moment, is to 
ignore the lessons of history. Nations 
that neglect their fiscal health often 
face economic calamity and social up-
heaval as a result. We are obligated to 
ourselves and to future generations of 
Americans to break free from this 
cycle of debt and inflation and forge a 
path of prosperity and sustainability. 

I talk about it in terms of the cycle 
of inflation and debt because the two 
go hand in hand. We cause inflation 
when we spend more than we have and 
spend more than we should. That 
makes every dollar that Americans 
earn, save, or have previously saved 
purchase less. 

So I must express my profound dis-
appointment over the Orwellian-named 
Fiscal Responsibility Act. In harsh jux-
taposition to the Limit, Save, Grow 
Act, the ambitious plan by the House 
of Representatives, the meager offer-
ings of the Biden-McCarthy deal are 
profound. 

First, House GOP leadership pro-
claims that the Fiscal Responsibility 
Act will save $1.5 trillion over a 10-year 
period through the 2-year caps deal. 
But, see, therein lies the deception. 
The supposed savings are largely—in 
fact, almost entirely—illusory. The bill 
contains a mandatory 2-year caps deal 
for discretionary spending; but, in re-
ality, the spending limits for the other 
4 years, the out years, are unenforce-

able and easily waived—in fact, easily 
ignored. 

It is a shell game of sorts, a carefully 
orchestrated act to create the false il-
lusion of savings. But history has 
shown us that no caps deal has ever 
been fully enforced against future ap-
propriations. The most recent and rel-
evant example of this may well be Con-
gress, in its decision in the Budget 
Control Act of 2011, to impose statu-
tory caps on discretionary spending 
and then to raise those caps on four 
separate occasions, in a bipartisan 
fashion, over the decade that followed 
the adoption of those caps, completely 
negating the stated purpose of that 
bill. 

And unlike the BCA’s 10-year statu-
tory caps, all of which were, in fact, 
statutory, the FRA has only 2 years, 
which can be maneuvered around them-
selves. Just 2 years of statutory caps; 
that is all. You can get around those, 
too. It is just a little bit harder. But 
after those first 2 years, it is not even 
a difficult thing because these aren’t 
statutory caps at this point. 

It is a largely symbolic and ulti-
mately feckless gesture. Yet House 
leadership wants us in the Senate to 
rubberstamp a mammoth increase of $4 
trillion in new debt in exchange for 
supposedly $1.5 trillion of claimed def-
icit reduction, the vast majority—in 
fact, the overwhelming share—of which 
will never be realized. 

I am confident stating that, pre-
dicting it, right now. This is a pipe 
dream, and they know it. 

And what did they demand in return 
for raising the debt ceiling, effectively 
by $4 trillion? What did they extract to 
ensure that this colossal sum, once 
borrowed, wouldn’t go unchecked? A 
meager $12 billion, a drop in the ocean 
compared to our Nation’s monumental 
burden. And that is a best-case sce-
nario. 

Considering that rather than raising 
the debt ceiling by a specific amount— 
which, I think, is the right way to do 
this and the way that Congress has 
usually done this in the past—the deal 
raises it; it suspends the debt ceiling 
altogether through January 1, 2025. It 
grants the Treasury authority to issue 
debt without any numerical limit to 
restrain its appetite. It is a carte 
blanche, a blank check of sorts, for the 
government to spend, to borrow more 
money without accountability. 

This deal begs the question: With Re-
publicans like these, who needs Demo-
crats? 

We deserve better. We deserve a deal 
that genuinely reflects the urgency of 
our economic challenges and delivers 
meaningful results. To grant such a co-
lossal debt ceiling increase while set-
tling for a mere $12 billion in imme-
diate savings is also an act of fiscal ir-
responsibility and betrayal of the trust 
placed in us by those who elected us. 

Equally disheartening is the state of 
work requirements within the deal. 
These work requirements were sup-
posed to be part of the deal and a 
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meaningful change in the law and sup-
posed to help things get better, help us 
not spend as much money, help people 
get out of poverty, help make sure that 
we don’t have to come back to the well 
just 18 months or so from now and raise 
the debt ceiling yet again. 

Limit, Save, Grow championed a ro-
bust approach, acknowledging the im-
portance of promoting self-sufficiency 
through work requirements. In con-
trast, this swamp deal that we are ac-
tually facing offers only token require-
ments, riddled with exemptions and 
phaseouts. It is a farce of sorts. It is a 
charade that perpetuates the vicious 
cycle of entitlement, leaving countless 
Americans trapped in the clutches of 
dependency. 

Limit, Save, Grow adds significant 
work requirements for TANF, food 
stamps, and for Medicaid. This bill 
strips the Medicaid work requirements 
altogether. With respect to TANF, ar-
guably, it doesn’t do much at all, if 
anything. With respect to food stamps, 
according to some figures that we are 
studying from CBO, it arguably costs 
more money than it saves. 

In matters of fiscal prudence, Limit, 
Save, Grow stood firm in its deter-
mination to repeal the Democrats’ $1.2 
trillion Inflation Reduction Act. Talk 
about Orwellian names, that is one for 
you. Yet in its lamentable capitula-
tion, the McCarthy-Biden deal pre-
serves every cent of the Inflation Re-
duction Act, leaving our Nation mired 
in a quagmire of unsustainable and ex-
pensive policies that have done any-
thing but reduce inflation. 

In fact, when you go throwing around 
trillion-dollar increments that you 
don’t have, that is what it does cost. It 
is more inflation, and that is, indeed, 
what it has caused. 

Now, the consequences of this sur-
render in this bill are grave. If enacted, 
this bill would grant President Biden 
everything without meaningful safe-
guards or provisions to address the 
pressing issues. 

While it may be hailed as some sort 
of triumph of bipartisanship, the Amer-
ican people will ultimately bear the 
brunt of its shortcomings. You see, not 
everything that is bipartisan is, in 
fact, in the interest of the American 
people. 

Bipartisanship and compromise are 
an inevitability in anything that 
moves through the U.S. Congress. 
Some work for the benefit of the Amer-
ican people, but when a small handful 
of Members of Congress get together 
and decide what will be easiest for 
them, what will work best for them, 
what will make them look the best, 
without due regard to how it will im-
pact the American people, that is not 
compromise. That is better described 
as collusion. 

Look, it is the American people who 
will bear the brunt of this bill with the 
implementation of President Biden’s 
half-trillion-dollar student loan plan— 
a plan which now stands as a testament 
to President Biden’s misplaced prior-

ities, a millstone around the neck of 
hard-working individuals who will 
never benefit from such largesse. 

It is a stark reminder that, while the 
government claims to champion the 
cause of equality and opportunity, it is 
very often the very policies it enacts 
that perpetuate inequality and hinder 
genuine progress. The hard-working 
veterans, the diligent plumbers, and 
countless others are made to shoulder 
the weight of others’ degrees—often, 
degrees of people who now earn a whole 
lot of money—while relegating their 
own aspirations and dreams to the 
sidelines. It is a profound injustice 
when we shift the burden of personal 
choices and individual responsibilities 
onto those who have already toiled and 
sacrificed. 

That is what we are voting for with 
this bill. We are saying that it is OK to 
force those who labor in essential 
trades to bear the financial burden of 
others’ educational pursuits. 

This is a patently unfair and bold-
faced patronage racket. And, like all 
good rackets, you need your strong- 
armed collector, and this administra-
tion found theirs in the IRS. 

The egregious expansion of the IRS is 
epitomized by the Democrats’ alloca-
tion of $80 billion to this bloated Agen-
cy with a demonstrated history of un-
ethical targeting of conservative non-
profits, among others. 

The compromise reached between 
Biden and MCCARTHY, which retains 98 
percent of the IRS expansion—98 per-
cent—is nothing short of a surrender, 
an anticipatory capitulation of sorts. 
It is a thing that is going to cause 
more problems. 

And so armed with a hefty budget 
and a woke agenda, the IRS will be-
come an even stronger instrument of 
political bias and partisan manipula-
tion. The merging of ideology and bu-
reaucracy poses a grave threat to the 
fabric of our Republic, eroding the 
trust and confidence that should under-
pin our tax system. 

It might be true that this bill at-
tempts to claw back some of the 
unspent COVID funds and the CDC 
global health funding. But while they 
point to rescinding roughly $28 billion 
in unspent COVID funds, we must ac-
knowledge that much of that will 
merely offset spending increases else-
where. This deal falls woefully short, 
failing to seize this opportunity to 
maximize the potential of these unuti-
lized resources. 

Perhaps the cherry on top of this 
deal from hell is the glaring omission 
of an essential regulatory reform meas-
ure, called the REINS Act. The REINS 
Act is a proposal. It is an acronym. It 
stands for Regulations from the Execu-
tive in Need of Scrutiny. Limit, Save, 
Grow, the debt ceiling bill passed by 
the House about a month ago, incor-
porated the REINS Act, which seeks to 
ensure that every major regulation put 
forth by a Federal Agency has to pass 
through congressional scrutiny. It has 
to be affirmatively enacted by Con-
gress. 

This is already required by the Con-
stitution. The very first operative pro-
vision of the Constitution—the first 
clause, the first section of the first ar-
ticle—says: ‘‘All legislative powers 
herein granted shall be vested in a Con-
gress of the United States, which shall 
consist of a Senate and a House of Rep-
resentatives.’’ 

Legislative powers or the power to 
make law—article I, section 7 makes it 
clear that this is the only path to do it. 
Article I, section 7 reiterates and 
builds upon the legislative powers 
clause of article I, section 1 by saying 
that, in order to pass a law—a Federal 
law—any Federal law must become law 
only after it has been passed by the 
House and the Senate and presented to 
the President for signature, veto, or ac-
quiescence. You cannot make a Federal 
law otherwise. 

Executive branch Agencies have been 
getting around this for a long time 
with the assistance, sadly, of Congress. 
Congress has delegated, increasingly, 
lawmaking power to unelected, unac-
countable bureaucrats—people who 
don’t work for the American people, 
who can’t be fired by them. This is a 
big problem. 

Now, look, Limit, Save, Grow incor-
porated the REINS Act, and that would 
have done a lot of good by subjecting 
this lawmaking power to elected law-
makers to give them—us, the people 
elected to make laws—the final say. 

We were finally going to close that 
loop and say that Agencies can write 
laws that would be considered proposed 
bills—bill proposals—within Congress, 
but only Congress can enact them. 

They are laws—laws made by the 
unelected, unaccountable bureaucrats 
who have no constitutional lawmaking 
authority—that would not, under the 
REINS Act, be self-executing. Congress 
would have to be the lawmaker, as the 
Constitution already makes clear. 

The REINS Act really is about so 
much more than regulatory reform. It 
is about accountability to the public, 
the same kind of accountability that 
was envisioned by the Founding Fa-
thers when they wrote article I, section 
1 and article I, section 7. It is about the 
republican form of government as a 
whole. It is about representative gov-
ernment, about people through the 
democratic process being able to elect 
those who will create laws to which 
they will become subject. It is about 
the American people being put ade-
quately on notice as to what their legal 
responsibilities and obligations are. 

James Madison, in Federalist 62, 
spoke somewhat presciently when he 
wrote: 

It will be of little avail to the people, that 
the laws are made by men of their own 
choice, if the laws be so voluminous that 
they cannot be read, or so incoherent that 
they cannot be understood: if they be re-
pealed or revised before they are promul-
gated, or undergo such incessant changes, 
that no man who knows what the law is 
today, can guess what it will be tomorrow. 

We are now suffering through a cir-
cumstance where not only are our laws 
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so voluminous, complex, and ever- 
changing that we can’t read them and 
understand what they require of us, but 
they weren’t even written by men and 
women of our own choosing. This is 
wrong. This is as big of a miscarriage 
of justice as exists in this country. 
This is unreviewable legislative discre-
tion of the sort that has historically 
been reserved for despots and tyrants. 

Despotism and tyranny to this de-
gree, in this unique way, exist in Amer-
ica today in our executive branch 
Agencies. Limit, Save, Grow was going 
to address this through the REINS Act. 
But, sadly, that provision was removed 
from this measure. 

Now, the sudden excuse for this glar-
ing exclusion—something that was 
really important to Republicans and 
should be really important to Repub-
licans and Democrats and everyone 
else—is that the deal imposes an ad-
ministrative pay-as-you-go provision, 
or pay-go, as it is known. However, this 
is easily waived. It is bereft of any sig-
nificant congressional role in the regu-
latory process. 

Let’s not be naive to the realities of 
implementation. This process will be 
artfully manipulated in the hands of 
the Biden-appointed Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 

The bureaucrats—the masters of 
their bureaucratic chicanery—will ex-
ploit every nook and cranny of the leg-
islation, every nook and cranny that 
generates fake direct savings. The 
noble intentions behind this provision 
will be buried beneath a mountain of 
smoke and mirrors. 

So when you read section 263 of the 
Biden-McCarthy deal, you will see this 
regulatory pay-go measure. But if you 
keep reading and you get to section 
265, you see that section 265 destroys it. 
It takes it away. It effectively nullifies 
it. A restriction on a government actor 
that is then in a subsequent section, 
265, given the power to exempt herself 
from that restriction is nothing at all. 
See, within the fine print of that loop-
hole, in section 265, is language that 
renders the entire endeavor of regu-
latory pay-as-you-go completely 
toothless. The OMB Director possesses 
complete waiver authority. If she 
deems it ‘‘necessary for program deliv-
ery,’’ then she can circumvent the pro-
visions that purport to rein in the ex-
cesses of the bureaucratic machinery— 
section 263. This is akin to placing the 
fox in charge of the henhouse and then 
granting the fox discretion to deter-
mine when the rules apply and when 
they can be conveniently cast aside. If 
the fox wants to consume the hen, the 
fox will, if the fox deems it necessary 
and appropriate. 

Don’t believe me? 
Well, it didn’t take long yesterday 

for the OMB Director to say the quiet 
part out loud. When asked about the 
PAYGO waiver authority included in 
the Biden-McCarthy deal, OMB Direc-
tor Shalanda Young said: 

If that waiver is deemed necessary to make 
sure President Biden’s agenda is carried for-
ward, we’re going to use that authority. 

Translation. This means one thing: 
The regulatory PAYGO measure means 
nothing. It is worth no more than the 
paper it is printed on. Less than that, 
in fact. Nothing. It does nothing. 

So if you are tempted to vote for 
this, perhaps taking some comfort in 
the idea that this is going to rein in 
regulatory excesses, please look else-
where for comfort. It does not exist 
here. 

What irks me is not just that the 
REINS Act measure was removed—that 
is plenty irksome in and of itself. It 
shouldn’t have been removed. We 
should have insisted it be in there. If 
some objected to it, we should have at 
least insisted it be in there as long as 
this debt ceiling issuance Mardi Gras 
remains in effect. It should be there. If 
you are going to take that out and re-
place it with the regulatory PAYGO 
measure, don’t claim that it is real 
when, in fact, it is fake. 

This is appalling. With Republicans 
like these, who needs Democrats? 

Look, they are not even pretending 
to negotiate in good faith. In fact, 
while Republicans claim that this is a 
big victory for Republicans, mean-
while, the Democrats are doing every-
thing they can to hide their excitement 
over this deal. Representative JAMAAL 
BOWMAN, a Democrat from New York, 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives who is listed as undecided, said 
President Biden ‘‘kicked MCCARTHY’S 
butt.’’ Fair point; he did. 

Madam President, in contemplating 
the magnitude—the sheer weight, vol-
ume, mass of our national debt, a co-
lossal sum of $32 trillion—$32 trillion 
that will soon escalate to $36 trillion 
under this awful deal—one cannot help 
but be seized by a sense of awful fore-
boding. This staggering figure should 
serve as a haunting reminder of the 
consequences of our profligate ways, a 
testament to the grave irresponsibility 
that has permeated our political land-
scape for decades far too long. 

Instead of confronting this existen-
tial threat head-on, this deal is racked 
with complacency and false, cowardly 
compromise—placating the discon-
nected without addressing the root of 
the problem. It is the child of uncer-
tainty, born out of cowardly fear of 
confrontation and lack of conviction; 
and it represents the victory of expedi-
ency over integrity. I cannot support 
it, and I will emphatically vote no ab-
sent material changes that will render 
this bill something other than what it 
is—a fake response to burdensome 
debt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, 
my friend from Utah would be happy to 
know not everybody in the Democratic 
caucus thinks this is a great victory 
for President Biden. In fact, the origi-
nal debt ceiling legislation that Repub-
licans passed in the House would have, 
over a 10-year period, made uncon-
scionable cuts to programs that work-
ing families, that children, the sick, 

the elderly, and the poor desperately 
need. It is a totally unconscionable 
piece of legislation passed by the Re-
publican House. 

And the best thing that I can say or 
that I think can be said about the cur-
rent deal on the debt ceiling is that it 
could have been much worse. Instead of 
making massive cuts to healthcare, 
education, childcare, nutrition assist-
ance, and other vital programs that 
low-income and working-class families 
depend upon over the next decade, this 
bill proposes to make modest cuts to 
these programs over a 2-year period. 

This bill will also prevent an eco-
nomic catastrophe by extending the 
debt ceiling until January 1, 2025, 
when, by the way, we will have to go 
through this absurd process once again. 

Having said that—having said and 
made clear that what we have before us 
is far, far better than what emanated 
in the Republican House, I have to 
make clear that I cannot vote for this 
bill. 

At a time of massive wealth and in-
come inequality, at a time when the 
people on top have never had it so good 
while the middle class shrinks and mil-
lions of working-class families live in 
desperation, I cannot, in good con-
science, vote for a bill that takes vital 
nutrition assistance away from women, 
infants, children, and seniors while re-
fusing to ask billionaires to start pay-
ing their fair share of taxes. 

So, again, not as bad by any means as 
the bill passed in the House, this bill 
will cut nutrition programs for kids 
and the elderly; and, yet, the billion-
aires continue to laugh all the way to 
the bank. They don’t have to pay a 
nickel more in taxes. I cannot, in good 
conscience, vote for a bill that makes 
it harder for working families to afford 
the outrageously high price of 
childcare, housing, and healthcare 
while making it easier for the wealthi-
est people and most profitable corpora-
tions in America to cheat on their 
taxes. 

It is no great secret that the people 
on top and the large corporations with 
all their lawyers and accountants know 
how to avoid their fair share of taxes. 

Last year, we took a step forward to 
put money into the IRS to address 
that. This bill makes cuts in that ef-
fort. 

At a time when climate change is, by 
far, the most existential threat that 
this country has perhaps—and this 
world have ever faced, I cannot, in good 
conscience, vote for a bill that makes 
it easier for fossil fuel companies to 
pollute and destroy the planet by fast- 
tracking the disastrous Mountain Val-
ley Pipeline. When the future of the 
world and the lives of our kids and 
grandchildren is literally at stake, we 
must have the courage to stand up to 
the fossil fuel industry and tell them 
and the politicians they sponsor that 
the future of this planet is more impor-
tant than their short-term profits. 

At a time when we spend more on the 
military than the next 10 nations com-
bined, I cannot, in good conscience, 
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vote for a bill that increases funding 
for the bloated Pentagon and large de-
fense contractors who continue to 
make huge profits by fleecing Amer-
ican taxpayers with impunity. Let me 
remind my colleagues that the Pen-
tagon, which now gets over $800 billion 
a year—a year—is the only Federal 
Agency that cannot pass an inde-
pendent audit or account for trillions 
of dollars in spending. 

At a time when the pharmaceutical 
industry is charging the American peo-
ple, by far, the highest prices in the 
world for prescription drugs, I cannot, 
in good conscience, vote for a bill that 
does nothing to take on the greed of 
the big drug companies that are bank-
rupting Medicare and cancer patients 
while spending tens of billions on stock 
buybacks and dividends. If the United 
States paid the same price for prescrip-
tion drugs as paid in Europe, we could 
cut Medicare spending by approxi-
mately $1 trillion over 10 years. But, 
apparently, we don’t have quite the 
courage to take on the powerful phar-
maceutical industry. It is easier to 
take on children and the elderly. 

At a time when over 45 million Amer-
icans are drowning in student debt, I 
cannot, in good conscience, vote for a 
bill that eliminates the moratorium on 
student loan payments that has been a 
lifeline to millions of working-class 
families during the pandemic. 

Deficit reduction cannot just be 
about cutting programs that working 
families, that children, the sick, the el-
derly, and the poor depend upon. They 
are the easy targets. You see, they 
don’t have any lobbyists here. They 
don’t make big campaign contribu-
tions. They don’t wine and dine Mem-
bers of the House and Senate. They are 
an easy target. We can cut programs 
that working-class and low-income 
people depend upon. 

But when it comes to demanding that 
the billionaire class and profitable cor-
porations start paying their fair share 
of taxes, when it comes to reining in 
out-of-control military spending and 
taking on the very powerful military 
industrial complex, when it comes to 
reducing the price of prescription drugs 
and taking on the pharmaceutical in-
dustry, and when it comes to ending 
billions of dollars in corporate welfare 
that goes to the fossil fuel industry and 
other corporate interests, well, that is 
another story. That is not something 
we are comfortable in doing. They are 
too powerful; make too many campaign 
contributions; have too many lobby-
ists. It is easy to go after the weak and 
the vulnerable. 

The fact of the matter is that, in my 
judgment, this bill is totally unneces-
sary. The President of the United 
States has the authority and the abil-
ity to eliminate the debt ceiling today 
by invoking the 14th Amendment. I 
look forward to the day when he exer-
cises that authority and puts an end, 
once and for all, to the outrageous ac-
tions of the extreme rightwing to hold 
our entire economy hostage in order to 
get what they want. 

H.J. RES. 45 
Madam President, I would like to say 

a few words on another subject, and 
that is the effort here on the part of 
some of my Republican colleagues to 
repeal President Biden’s student debt 
plan. 

I rise in strong opposition to H.J. 
Res. 45 that we will be voting on to-
morrow. This resolution would repeal 
President Biden’s plan to provide up to 
$20,000 in student debt relief to over 40 
million Americans who desperately 
need that relief. 

Almost 90 percent of this student 
debt relief would go to Americans who 
make less than $75,000 a year. So any-
time you hear Republicans say this is 
going to the wealthy, that ain’t the 
case. Ninety percent of student debt re-
lief goes to Americans who earn less 
than $75,000 a year. These are working- 
class people who are struggling to pay 
the rent—rents which are, in many 
cases, skyrocketing. They are strug-
gling to pay for groceries. They are 
struggling to pay for the basic neces-
sities of life. And they desperately need 
this relief. 

Despite what our Republican col-
leagues have told us, President Biden’s 
student debt relief plan does not ben-
efit the wealthy. In fact, the top 5 per-
cent of American households would not 
see a nickel in benefits under Biden’s 
student debt relief plan—not one nick-
el. 

And let us be clear. Not only would 
this resolution that we vote upon to-
morrow deny up to $20,000 in student 
debt relief to over 40 million Ameri-
cans, it would retroactively overturn 
the moratorium in student loan pay-
ments during the pandemic. 

What does that mean? It means that 
tens of millions of Americans would be 
forced to pay back thousands of dollars 
in student loans and interest that were 
paused during the pandemic. 

This is a program that started under 
President Trump and was continued 
under President Biden. Further, this 
resolution would retroactively claw 
back student debt that was previously 
canceled for more than 260,000 teachers, 
nurses, veterans, firefighters, librar-
ians, and other public servants who 
successfully completed 10 years of pub-
lic service. That would be absolutely 
unacceptable. 

Over and over again, I have heard my 
Republican colleagues tell us that the 
time has come for younger Americans 
to pay for their college education just 
like they did 40 or 50 or 60 years ago. 
Well, I have got news for my Repub-
lican colleagues. 

Back in the 1950s, 1960s, 1970s, even 
1980s, the cost of a college education, 
housing, healthcare, childcare, and the 
basic necessities of life were a heck of 
a lot cheaper then than they are today. 

When I was a young man, I attended 
Brooklyn College in 1959. Do you know 
how much I paid for tuition during 
that 1 year? Zero, at a very good col-
lege. And that was not unusual. The re-
ality is that back then, tuition at 

many of our Nation’s public colleges 
and universities was either free or vir-
tually free. Young people don’t know 
that, but that is, in fact, the case. 

The University of California system, 
the largest public college system in the 
country, considered to be the crown 
jewel of public higher education in 
America, did not begin charging tui-
tion until the 1980s. 

In 1970, the average tuition at a four- 
year public university in America was 
just $814 a year. Today, it costs more 
than $9,300 a year. And the total cost of 
attending a public college or university 
in America—including room and 
board—is over $25,000. 

In 1978, a student could get a min-
imum wage job in the summer and 
fully pay for a year of tuition at vir-
tually any public college or university 
in America. Today, the only way that 
millions of working-class Americans 
can get a college education is to take 
out student loans with very high inter-
est rates and graduate with tens and 
tens of thousands of dollars in debt. 
And if you go to graduate school, we 
are talking about hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in debt. Talk to med-
ical students who will tell you they are 
going to graduate $4- or $500,000 in 
debt. 

But it is not just the price of a col-
lege education that has soared. In 1970, 
the median cost of a home was $188,000 
in real inflation-adjusted dollars. 
Today, it costs $497,000. And that is 
why many young people today are un-
able to afford to buy the kind of home 
that their parents were able to pur-
chase. 

In 1970, the average monthly rent was 
$805 in real dollars. Today, it costs 
nearly $2,000 a month. Over 40 years 
ago, a Federal Pell grant paid for over 
80 percent of tuition, fees, room and 
board at a four-year public college. The 
Pell grant paid 80 percent. But today, 
because of massive cutbacks in edu-
cation, Pell grants cover less than a 
third of those expenses. 

Add all of that up and you under-
stand why more than 45 million Ameri-
cans are drowning in over $1.7 trillion 
in student debt. 

So when my Republican colleagues in 
their sixties, seventies, and eighties 
lecture young people about the need to 
pay off their student debt, to get out of 
their parents’ basement and to buy a 
home, just the way it used to be, I am 
afraid that they are way out of touch 
with the economic reality that so 
many young people are forced to live in 
today. 

Further, my Republican colleagues 
want you to believe that it is just too 
expensive and too unfair to provide up 
to $20,000 in debt relief to a Pell grant 
recipient with an income of less than 
$60,000 a year—just too much. Can’t af-
ford it. We have big national debt; how 
can we possibly pay for it? 

Well, actually, that is a pretty funny 
argument, given where many of my Re-
publican colleagues are coming from. I 
remember not so long ago that my Re-
publican colleagues had no problem 
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voting to give away over a trillion dol-
lars in tax breaks to the top 1 percent 
and large corporations when Donald 
Trump was President—without paying 
for it. No concern about the national 
debt back then when it comes to tax 
breaks for the very wealthiest people 
and largest corporations. 

My Republican colleagues had no 
problem voting for a $700 billion bail-
out for Wall Street when George W. 
Bush was President—without paying 
for it. Hey, we have to bail out the 
crooks on Wall Street. Not a problem; 
don’t worry about the deficit; we have 
to do it. 

My Republican colleagues had no 
problem with voting for an $858 billion 
budget for the Pentagon this year, de-
spite the fact that the Department of 
Defense is the only Federal Agency in 
America that cannot pass an inde-
pendent audit and cannot account for 
trillions of dollars in spending. Don’t 
worry about the deficit; don’t worry 
about the national debt. Can’t afford to 
help young people struggling with their 
student debt. Can’t do that. But we can 
pump all kinds of money into the mili-
tary, an institution which is wasting 
huge amounts of money and has not 
been able to do an independent audit. 

But now, my Republican colleagues 
want you to believe—after giving huge 
tax breaks to the rich and large cor-
porations and spending unbelievable 
amounts of money on the military, 
they want you to believe that we can-
not afford to provide $20,000 in student 
debt relief to a Pell grant recipient 
who is struggling to put a roof over his 
or her head, pay for childcare, or put 
food on the table. 

Let me be as clear as I can be: If we 
can afford to provide trillions of dol-
lars in tax breaks and corporate wel-
fare to the wealthy and powerful, we 
can and we must cancel student debt. If 
we can afford to provide a $1.4 billion 
tax break to the Koch family—Charles 
Koch family, one of the wealthiest 
families in America, worth $120 bil-
lion—we can afford to cancel up to 
$20,000 in student debt for a struggling, 
working-class college graduate. 

And my understanding is that within 
a few weeks after all the discussion 
about the national debt and how we are 
going to deal with that, my Republican 
colleagues in the House are going to 
come up with another bill to give even 
more tax breaks to the people on top. 

If Donald Trump could take Execu-
tive action to pause student debt pay-
ments when he was in office, please 
don’t tell me that President Biden can-
not take the same action to cancel stu-
dent debt for working families who des-
perately need it. 

Let’s be clear: Canceling student debt 
is the right thing to do, not only from 
a moral and economic perspective, it is 
precisely what the American people 
want us to do. 

According to a recent Fox News poll, 
62 percent of the American people sup-
port canceling at least $20,000 in stu-
dent debt for individuals making 

$125,000 a year or less. The American 
people understand that we cannot con-
tinue to crush our young generation 
with a mountain of debt for doing the 
right thing—getting a college edu-
cation. A vote for this resolution would 
deny relief to over 40 million Ameri-
cans across every State and every Con-
gressional district. 

A vote for this resolution would rein-
state tens of billions of dollars in inter-
est charges and loans that have already 
been canceled for teachers, firefighters, 
and other public service workers 
throughout America. We cannot allow 
that to happen. I urge my colleagues to 
vote against this resolution. 

I yield the floor. 
THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Rhode Island. 
f 

U.S. HOSTAGE AND WRONGFUL 
DETAINEE DAY ACT OF 2023 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 769 and the 
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 769) to amend title 36, United 

States Code, to designate March 9 as U.S. 
Hostage and Wrongful Detainee Day and to 
designate the Hostage and Wrongful De-
tainee flag as an official symbol to recognize 
citizens of the United States held as hos-
tages or wrongfully detained abroad. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered read a third 
time and passed and the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 769) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 769 
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 ‘‘U.S. Hostage 
and Wrongful Detainee Day Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. DESIGNATION. 

(a) HOSTAGE AND WRONGFUL DETAINEE 
DAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 36, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by redesignating the second section 146 
(relating to Choose Respect Day) as section 
147; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 148. U.S. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee 

Day 
‘‘(a) DESIGNATION.—March 9 is U.S. Hostage 

and Wrongful Detainee Day. 
‘‘(b) PROCLAMATION.—The President is re-

quested to issue each year a proclamation 
calling on the people of the United States to 
observe U.S. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee 
Day with appropriate ceremonies and activi-
ties.’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 1 of 
title 36, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to the second sec-
tion 146 and inserting the following new 
items: 

‘‘147. Choose Respect Day. 
‘‘148. U.S. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee 

Day.’’. 
(b) HOSTAGE AND WRONGFUL DETAINEE 

FLAG.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 9 of title 36, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 904. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee flag 
‘‘(a) DESIGNATION.—The Hostage and 

Wrongful Detainee flag championed by the 
Bring Our Families Home Campaign is des-
ignated as the symbol of the commitment of 
the United States to recognizing, and 
prioritizing the freedom of, citizens and law-
ful permanent residents of the United States 
held as hostages or wrongfully detained 
abroad. 

‘‘(b) REQUIRED DISPLAY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Hostage and Wrong-

ful Detainee flag shall be displayed at the lo-
cations specified in paragraph (3) on the days 
specified in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) DAYS SPECIFIED.—The days specified in 
this paragraph are the following: 

‘‘(A) U.S. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee 
Day, March 9. 

‘‘(B) Flag Day, June 14. 
‘‘(C) Independence Day, July 4. 
‘‘(D) Any day on which a citizen or lawful 

permanent resident of the United States— 
‘‘(i) returns to the United States from 

being held hostage or wrongfully detained 
abroad; or 

‘‘(ii) dies while being held hostage or 
wrongfully detained abroad. 

‘‘(3) LOCATIONS SPECIFIED.—The locations 
specified in this paragraph are the following: 

‘‘(A) The Capitol. 
‘‘(B) The White House. 
‘‘(C) The buildings containing the official 

office of— 
‘‘(i) the Secretary of State; and 
‘‘(ii) the Secretary of Defense. 
‘‘(c) DISPLAY TO BE IN A MANNER VISIBLE 

TO THE PUBLIC.—Display of the Hostage and 
Wrongful Detainee flag pursuant to this sec-
tion shall be in a manner designed to ensure 
visibility to the public. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION.—This section may not be 
construed or applied so as to require any em-
ployee to report to work solely for the pur-
pose of providing for the display of the Hos-
tage and Wrongful Detainee flag.’’. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 9 of 
title 36, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘904. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee flag.’’. 

f 

VETERANS GET OUTSIDE DAY 

NATIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK 

KIDS TO PARKS DAY 

NATIONAL BRAIN TUMOR 
AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration on S. Res. 206, 223, 
and 226; that the Senate proceed to the 
en bloc consideration of the following 
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Senate resolutions: S. Res. 206, Vet-
erans Get Outside Day; S. Res. 223, Na-
tional Public Works Week; S. Res. 226, 
Kids to Parks Day; and S. Res. 229, Na-
tional Brain Tumor Awareness Month. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged from the rel-
evant resolutions, and the Senate pro-
ceeded to consider the resolutions en 
bloc. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolutions be agreed to, the 
preambles be agreed to, and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, all en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolution (S. Res. 206), with its 

preamble, is printed in the RECORD of 
May 10, 2023, under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

(The resolution (S. Res. 223), with its 
preamble, is printed in the RECORD of 
May 18, 2023, under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

(The resolution (S. Res. 226), with its 
preamble, is printed in the RECORD of 
May 18, 2023, under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

(The resolution (S. Res. 229), with its 
preamble, is printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I rise 
and join my colleague Senator WARREN 
to discuss the unprecedented political 
holds the Senator from Alabama has 
placed on 221 general and flag officers. 
This hold is now into its fourth month, 
and it is beginning to have serious im-
pacts on military personnel and their 
families. Commanders who are sup-
posed to retire or move on to a new as-
signment cannot do so because there is 
no one to replace them. Commanders 
who are set to take new assignments 
remain in limbo. Family members 
don’t know when they are going to 
move. Children don’t know what new 
school they will attend or when. Thou-
sands of lives are being disrupted, all 
because the Senator from Alabama has 
chosen to block merit-based, non-
political military promotions over a 
policy he does not like. 

(Mr. OSSOFF assumed the Chair.) 
I would like to address a few of the 

assertions raised by the Senator from 
Alabama that he has used to justify his 
unprecedented and damaging hold on 
military promotions. 

First, on the matter of the Hyde 
Amendment and the prohibitions on 
Federal funding for abortions, the Sen-
ator says the Department of Defense 
does not have the authority to provide 
travel benefits and grant leave for re-
productive health care not covered by 
TRICARE. He is in error. 

Let’s provide some clarity on terms. 
The so-called Hyde Amendment does 
not apply to the Department of De-

fense. Instead, the Department has its 
own statute that restricts the use of 
Department of Defense funding ‘‘to per-
form abortions’’ and restricts the use 
of Department of Defense medical fa-
cilities ‘‘to perform an abortion,’’ ex-
cept when the life of the mother is en-
dangered or in cases of rape or incest. 

No reasonable interpretation of the 
policy can conclude that it authorizes 
the Department of Defense to pay for 
the performance of abortions unless 
under those conditions I mentioned— 
the life of the mother is in danger or in 
cases of rape or incest. Those costs for 
such abortions that are not covered 
under DOD will continue to be borne, 
as they are today, by servicemembers 
and dependents out of pocket. That 
does not change. 

The Department’s policy is legal and 
rooted in longstanding Department of 
Justice interpretation of the Hyde 
Amendment and similar restrictions. 
In fact, the Department of Defense 
General Counsel requested the Justice 
Department’s views on its policy last 
fall. The Justice Department’s Office of 
Legal Counsel issued a lengthy and in-
formative slip opinion concluding that 
‘‘10 United States Code Section 1093 
does not bar the Department from 
using appropriated funds to pay for 
servicemembers and their dependents 
to travel to obtain abortions that the 
Department cannot fund directly.’’ 

The opinion, which I encourage all 
my colleagues to read, traces the legis-
lative history of the Hyde Amendment, 
similar Hyde-like restrictions, and the 
specific restriction applicable to the 
Department codified in section 1093. 

Mr. President, I ask that an excerpt 
of the October 2022 Justice Department 
slip opinion considering the Depart-
ment of Defense policy be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 

(Slip Opinion) 

AUTHORITY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
TO USE APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL BY 
SERVICE MEMBERS AND DEPENDENTS TO OB-
TAIN ABORTIONS 

The Department of Defense may lawfully 
expend funds to pay for service members and 
their dependents to travel to obtain abor-
tions that DoD cannot itself perform due to 
statutory restrictions. DoD may lawfully ex-
pend funds to pay for such travel pursuant to 
both its express statutory authorities and, 
independently, the necessary expense doc-
trine. 

(October 3, 2022) 

MEMORANDUM OPINIONS FOR GENERAL 
COUNSEL DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

You have asked whether the Department of 
Defense (‘‘DoD’’) may lawfully expend funds 
to pay for service members and their depend-
ents to travel to obtain abortions that DoD 
itself cannot perform due to statutory re-
strictions. We conclude that DoD may law-
fully expend funds for this purpose under its 
express statutory authorities and, independ-
ently, under the necessary expense doctrine. 

I. 

By statute, ‘‘[f]unds available to the De-
partment of Defense may not be used to per-

form abortions except where the life of the 
mother would be endangered if the fetus 
were carried to term or in a case in which 
the pregnancy is the result of an act of rape 
or incest,’’ 10 U.S.C. 1093(a), and ‘‘[n]o med-
ical treatment facility or other facility of 
the Department of Defense may be used to 
perform an abortion except where the life of 
the mother would be endangered if the fetus 
were carried to term or in a case in which 
the pregnancy is the result of an act of rape 
or incest,’’ id. 1093(b ). By its express terms, 
10 U.S.C. 1093(a) applies only to funds used to 
‘‘perform abortions.’’ As we have previously 
concluded in assessing identical language re-
stricting the Peace Corps’ use of its appro-
priations, the plain text is dispositive here. 
See Peace Corps Employment Policies for 
Pregnant Volunteers, 5 Op. O.L.C. 350, 357 
(1981). This language ‘‘does not prohibit the 
use of funds to pay expenses, such as a per 
diem or travel expenses, that are incidental 
to the abortion.’’ Id. 

This conclusion is confirmed by section 
1093’s legislative history. When Congress 
originally enacted the provision in 1984, it 
prohibited DoD only from using funds ‘‘to 
perform abortions except where the life of 
the mother would be endangered if the fetus 
were carried to term.’’ Pub. L. No. 98–525, 
1401(e)(5), 98 Stat. 2492, 2617–18 (1984). DoD 
subsequently adopted a policy of prohibiting 
non-covered abortions from being performed 
at any DoD facility even when privately 
funded—a policy that President Clinton then 
directed DoD to reverse, stating that it went 
‘‘beyond . . . the requirements of the stat-
ute.’’ Memorandum on Abortions in Military 
Hospitals, 1 Pub. Papers of Pres. William J. 
Clinton 11, 11 (Jan. 22, 1993). In 1996, Congress 
responded to President Clinton’s directive by 
amending 10 U.S.C. 1093 to make clear that, 
in addition to the prohibition on using funds 
to ‘‘perform abortions,’’ ‘‘[n]o medical treat-
ment facility or other facility of the Depart-
ment of Defense may be used to perform an 
abortion except where the life of the mother 
would be endangered if the fetus were carried 
to term or in a case in which the pregnancy 
is the result of an act of rape or incest.’’ 10 
U.S.C. 1093(b). It is notable that the amend-
ment was targeted narrowly to address the 
specific issue of DoD’s use of its medical 
treatment facilities, rather than reaching 
the same result via a broader prohibition on 
expenditures indirectly related to the provi-
sion of abortions. 

The limited scope of the 1996 amendment is 
especia11y significant because when Con-
gress has wanted to restrict abortion-related 
expenditures beyond those for the procedure 
itself, Congress has done so. For example, in 
1988—prior to amending 10 U.S.C. 1093—Con-
gress had attached a restriction to Depart-
ment of Justice (‘‘DOJ’’) funds prohibiting 
the use of those funds ‘‘to require any person 
to perform, or facilitate in any way the per-
formance of, any abortion.’’ Pub. L. No 100– 
459, tit. II, 206, 102 Stat. 2186, 2201 (1988) ( em-
phasis added); see also, e.g., Consolidated Ap-
propriations Act, 2022, Pub. L. No. 117–103, 
div. E, 726(d), 136 Stat. 49, 131 (‘‘CAA 2022’’) 
(referring to funding for ‘‘abortion or abor-
tion related services’’ (emphasis added)). 
This DOJ restriction is also in the current 
appropriation. See CAA 2022, div. B, 203. That 
Congress chose not to include such capacious 
language in the 1996 amendment confirms 
that it did not intend for the prohibition to 
sweep so widely. 

Other DOJ appropriation restrictions pro-
vide further evidence that Congress did not 
intend DoD’s prohibition on the use of funds 
to perform abortions to reach ancillary ex-
penses, such as travel costs. In addition to 
the provision noted above, section 202 of the 
current appropriation contains a general 
prohibition against using the appropriated 
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funds ‘‘to pay for an abortion.’’ Id., div. B, 
202. Section 204 then contains a clarification 
that the prohibition on requiring any person 
to perform or facilitate an abortion does not 
‘‘remove the obligation of the Director of the 
Bureau of Prisons to provide escort services 
necessary for a female inmate’’ to obtain an 
abortion ‘‘outside the Federal facility.’’ Id., 
div. B, 204. Importantly, this language in sec-
tion 204 does not also create an exception to 
the general funding restriction in section 
202, but rather only clarifies that nothing in 
section 203 ‘‘remove[s] the obligation’’ of the 
agency to provide transportation services. 
Id. Section 204 therefore is premised on an 
understanding that section 202’s general pro-
hibition on ‘‘pay[ing] for an abortion’’ does 
not affect the agency’s ability to provide 
such escort services, showing that when Con-
gress prohibits funds from being used ‘‘to 
pay for an abortion,’’ it does not intend that 
prohibition to reach transportation ex-
penses. 

Comparing 10 U.S.C. 1093 to the text and 
history of the longstanding funding restric-
tion known as the Hyde Amendment is simi-
larly instructive. The Hyde Amendment re-
stricts expenditures by the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation by providing that no covered funds 
‘‘shall be expended for any abortion’’ or ‘‘for 
health benefits coverage that includes cov-
erage of abortion,’’ except ‘‘if the pregnancy 
is the result of an act of rape or incest; or 
. . . in the case where a woman suffers from 
a physical disorder, physical injury, or phys-
ical illness, including a life-endangering 
physical condition caused by or arising from 
the pregnancy itself that would, as certified 
by a physician, place the woman in danger of 
death unless an abortion is performed.’’ CAA 
2022, div. H, 506–507. In previous advice, we 
concluded that the Hyde Amendment would 
not bar the use of appropriated funds to pro-
vide transportation for women seeking abor-
tions. See Memorandum for Samuel 
Bagenstos, General Counsel, Department of 
Health and Human Services, from Chris-
topher H. Schroeder, Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legal Counsel, Re: Appli-
cation of the Hyde Amendment to the Provi-
sion of Transportation for Women Seeking 
Abortions (Sept. 27, 2022). In reaching that 
conclusion, we noted, among other consider-
ations, that earlier versions of the Hyde 
Amendment only applied to funds ‘‘for any 
abortion,’’ and that in 1997 Congress added 
language to reach funds ‘‘for health benefits 
coverage that includes coverage of abor-
tion.’’ Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1998, Pub. L. 
No. 105–78, 509(a)–(b), 111 Stat. 1467, 1516 
(1997); see Application of the Hyde Amend-
ment to Federal Student-Aid Programs, 45 
Op. O.L.C. ll, at *3 (Jan. 16, 2021); H.R. Rep. 
No. 105–390, at 119 (1997) (Conf. Rep.); see also 
143 Cong. Rec. 17,448 (1997) (statement of Sen. 
Ashcroft). In the context of health insur-
ance, the funds are paid to reimburse the 
provider or the insured for, and thus effec-
tively pay for, the abortion procedure itself. 
As a result, payment for health insurance 
that covers abortions is more closely con-
nected to the actual provision of abortion 
than transportation to and from the proce-
dure. Thus, the fact that Congress revised 
the Hyde Amendment to specify that it ap-
plies to payments for health benefits cov-
erage supports the view that the prohibition 
on expending funds ‘‘for any abortion’’ is 
limited to the direct provision of abortions 
and would not apply to transportation. More 
generally, the amendment suggests that 
when Congress has wanted to clearly encom-
pass certain expenditures beyond the direct 
provision of the procedure, Congress has 
amended abortion-related funding restric-
tions to do so. 

For these reasons, 10 U.S.C. 1093 does not 
prohibit the use of funds for expenses that 
are indirect or ancillary to the performance 
of abortion. We therefore conclude that 10 
U.S.C. 1093 does not bar DoD from using ap-
propriated funds to pay for service members 
and their dependents to travel to obtain 
abortions that DoD cannot fund directly. 

Mr. REED. The Justice Department’s 
opinion on the Defense Department’s 
policy is not new and is not partisan. 
In fact, it relies on decades of execu-
tive branch interpretation of the Hyde 
Amendment through administrations 
of both parties. 

In 1981, for example, the Justice De-
partment considered what it described 
as identical language restricting the 
Peace Corps’ use of Federal funds to 
‘‘perform abortions.’’ In that opinion, 
President Reagan’s Justice Depart-
ment concluded that the language 
‘‘does not prohibit the use of funds to 
pay expenses, such as a per diem or 
travel expenses, that are incidental to 
the abortion.’’ That opinion was au-
thored by Ted Olson, then the Assist-
ant Attorney General and the future 
Solicitor General of the United States 
under President George W. Bush. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that an excerpt of the 1981 Justice 
Department opinion on the Peace 
Corps’ policy be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

PEACE CORPS EMPLOYMENT POLICIES FOR 
PREGNANT VOLUNTEERS 

The Pregnancy Discrimination Act (PDA) 
would prohibit the Peace Corps from imple-
menting an across-the-board policy of termi-
nating or reassigning volunteers solely be-
cause they become pregnant while assigned 
overseas, or because they have an abortion. 
A decision to terminate a pregnant volunteer 
must be based on a case-by-case assessment 
of the volunteer’s ability to function effec-
tively in her assignment while pregnant or 
after delivery of the child. 

Under the PDA, the fact that a volunteer 
who has been terminated because of preg-
nancy chooses to have an abortion cannot he 
considered in a decision on her reapplication 
for service. 

Even though a specific restriction in the 
Peace Corps’ appropriation prohibits the use 
of its funds to perform abortions, so that the 
Peace Corps may not pay for the cost of an 
abortion for one of its volunteers, the PDA 
would require the Peace Corps to continue to 
pay travel and per diem expenses to volun-
teers evacuated to have an abortion, as long 
as it provides such compensation to other 
volunteers evacuated for comparable medical 
conditions. The Peace Corps must also allow 
volunteers to draw upon their accumulated 
readjustment allowance to pay for an abor-
tion, if similar access is allowed for other 
medical expenses. 

(November 20, 1981) 
MEMORANDUM OPINION FOR THE GENERAL 

COUNSEL, PEACE CORPS 
This responds to your request for this Of-

fice’s views on several questions about the 
Peace Corps’ policies on hiring and reinstate-
ment of volunteers who become pregnant 
while overseas and of pregnant volunteers 
who elect to have an abortion, and on reim-
bursement of travel and per diem expenses to 
volunteers evacuated to the United States 
for the purpose of obtaining an abortion. We 
conclude that the Pregnancy Discrimination 

Act would prohibit the Peace Corps from im-
plementing any across-the-board policy of 
terminating volunteers who become preg-
nant while overseas or pregnant volunteers 
who elect to have abortions, but that in 
some limited circumstances termination or 
reassignment may be appropriate, on an ad 
hoc basis, because of the unique demands and 
constraints of Peace Corps service. We do not 
believe, however, that the Peace Corps may 
consider the fact that a volunteer who had 
been terminated because of pregnancy subse-
quently elected to have an abortion in re-
viewing that individual’s application for re-
instatement. With respect to the funding of 
abortion-related expenses, we conclude that 
the Peace Corps is not barred from using ap-
propriated funds to pay travel costs and a 
per diem to volunteers who are evacuated for 
the purpose of obtaining an abortion, and, in 
fact, that the Pregnancy Discrimination Act 
requires the Peace Corps to continue paying 
those costs, so long as travel and per diem 
expenses are paid to volunteers evacuated for 
other comparable medical disabilities. 

I. BACKGROUND 
Current Peace Corps policy provides for an 

ad hoc determination whether volunteers 
who become pregnant or pregnant volunteers 
who elect to have an abortion will be allowed 
to remain in their assigned countries. In de-
termining whether a pregnant volunteer (in-
cluding her spouse) should be allowed to re-
main in service, the Country Director looks 
at a variety of factors, including health haz-
ards to the mother and child, the ability of 
the parents to support the child, and the 
prospects for continued effectiveness by the 
parents. A pregnant volunteer who elects to 
have an abortion may be separated, or re-
turned to duty if the Country Director deter-
mines she will be able to serve effectively 
under the circumstances. Pregnant volun-
teers, volunteers with dependent children, 
and volunteers who have had abortions while 
in service do serve in the Peace Corps, al-
though individuals who are pregnant or who 
have dependent children are not encouraged 
to become volunteers. Volunteers who 
choose to have an abortion are generally 
evacuated to the United States for the proce-
dure. The Peace Corps pays travel expenses 
and a per diem to those volunteers who have 
an abortion, as it does for volunteers evacu-
ated for other medical or surgical treatment. 
Because of a prohibition in the Peace Corps’ 
current appropriations authority against the 
use of appropriated funds to pay for abor-
tions except where the life of the woman 
would be endangered or in cases of reported 
rape or incest, the Peace Corps does not now 
pay the costs of the abortion procedure 
itself. Volunteers may, however, draw upon 
accumulated readjustment allowance funds 
to pay for abortion procedures. 

You have asked us to address the following 
questions: 

1. Can the Peace Corps terminate any vol-
unteer who becomes pregnant while a volun-
teer because of pregnancy? If so, could such 
a policy be limited to single volunteers? 

III. REIMBURSEMENT OR EXPENSES 
You have also asked whether the Peace 

Corps must, or indeed can, consistent with 
the PDA and current restrictions on the use 
of appropriated funds, continue to pay travel 
costs and a per diem for volunteers who ob-
tain an abortion while in service. The Peace 
Corps now pays those costs under a general 
policy providing for evacuation to the United 
States of volunteers who require ‘‘elective 
(necessary but not emergency) surgery of 
any consequence.’’ Until the beginning of FY 
1979, the Peace Corps also paid for the costs 
of the abortion procedure itself. In 1978, Con-
gress included language in the Peace Corps’ 
appropriations legislation limiting the use of 
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appropriated funds for abortions. We under-
stand that the currently effective language 
is contained in Pub. L. No. 96–536, § 109, 94 
Stat. 3166, 3170 (1980), and prohibits the use of 
funds ‘‘to perform abortions except where 
the life of the mother would be endangered if 
the fetus were carried to term; or except for 
such medical procedures necessary for vic-
tims of [reported] rape or incest . . . or for 
medical procedures necessary for the termi-
nation of an ectopic pregnancy.’’ 

On its face, this restriction covers only 
payments made ‘‘to perform abortions’’; it 
does not prohibit the use of funds to pay ex-
penses, such as a per diem or travel expenses, 
that are incidental to the abortion. We be-
lieve that the plain language of the appro-
priations restriction is dispositive, and does 
not require the Peace Corps to cease pay-
ment of incidental expenses other than the 
costs of the abortion itself. 

This does not, however, dispose of the 
question whether the Peace Corps, in its dis-
cretion, may cease payment of travel and per 
diem expenses for volunteers who elect to 
have abortions. The statutory authority for 
payment of those expenses vests broad dis-
cretion in the President or his delegated rep-
resentative to authorize ‘‘such health care 

Mr. REED. The Justice Department 
has likewise considered and concluded 
that the Hyde Amendment does not 
prevent the Bureau of Prisons from 
providing transportation services for 
inmates to seek abortion care outside 
the prison system, noting that the Bu-
reau has ‘‘long provided’’ such benefits. 
This authority to provide transpor-
tation benefits dates at least to the 
1996 version of Bureau regulations and 
continues uninterrupted to the present 
day. 

So, again, this assertion that the De-
partment’s policy contravenes some 
long-held principle is wrong and con-
trary to fact. 

Second, on the matter of travel au-
thorities, the Defense Department has 
broad statutory authority to provide 
travel and transportation benefits to 
servicemembers and dependents and 
empowers the Secretary of Defense to 
define those parameters by regulation. 
As the Justice Department noted, 37 
United States Code, section 452, au-
thorizes the Secretary to provide ‘‘ac-
tual and necessary expenses of travel 
and transportation, for, or in connec-
tion with . . . any travel as authorized 
or ordered by the administering Sec-
retary.’’ 

Further, the Justice Department 
aptly noted that 37 United States Code, 
sections 452 and 453, authorize travel 
benefits for servicemembers and de-
pendents in connection with ‘‘unusual, 
hardship, or emergency circumstances’’ 
and leaves the definition of those terms 
and other implementing guidance to 
the Secretary. 

I remind my colleagues again that 
never before in our history has a funda-
mental healthcare right been denied to 
servicemembers by a single decision on 
a single day by the Supreme Court. No 
matter what side of the abortion de-
bate you are on, you cannot deny that 
what many women considered to be a 
fundamental, constitutionally pro-
tected right for 50 years was eliminated 
by the stroke of a pen and that those 

who depend on these rights now find 
themselves assigned to locations, 
through no choice of their own, where 
these services are no longer available 
in any meaningful way. In my view, 
this meets any definition of ‘‘unusual, 
hardship, or emergency cir-
cumstances.’’ 

The Defense Department’s policy is a 
result, as I just suggested, of the Dobbs 
decision which places extraordinary 
hardships on servicewomen and depend-
ents, resulting in military personnel no 
longer being treated equitably at every 
military base. The Department of De-
fense’s policy seeks to provide a level 
playing field so that a woman’s access 
to healthcare is not based on her as-
signment and such access is consistent 
throughout the force. It seeks further 
to ensure that these issues do not be-
come determinant in a woman’s deci-
sion to join the military or remain in 
the military. 

The U.S. Government has provided 
transportation and other incidental 
benefits and support relative to 
healthcare not covered by government 
programs, including abortion, to cer-
tain populations for decades. Service-
members and their dependents are, I 
believe, uniquely affected by the Dobbs 
decision and deserve at least that same 
level of support. 

Lastly, the Senator from Alabama 
has stated that these officers whose 
promotions he is holding will receive 
backpay. That is simply not true. The 
Department of Defense confirmed for 
the Armed Services Committee this 
week that there is no backpay mecha-
nism for these officers. Their date of 
rank is the date of their appointment, 
which for general and flag officers can 
only occur after Senate confirmation. 
There will be no backpay. 

I want to state again what I stated 
before. It is deeply detrimental to our 
national security and harmful to the 
well-being of military families to delay 
the promotions of senior military lead-
ers for political purposes or any pur-
pose, really, unrelated to an officer’s 
qualifications. It is contrary to the 
practice and traditions of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee and the 
Senate. It does a great disservice to the 
men and women in uniform and their 
families. 

I would ask that the Senator from 
Alabama release his holds immediately 
before more damage is done. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I want 

to thank the Senator from Rhode Is-
land for his leadership. He has worked 
hard to make sure that the Senate 
Armed Services Committee works in a 
bipartisan manner to keep our country 
safe. His steadfast approach has right-
fully earned him respect from our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle, and 
I appreciate his being here tonight on 
this issue. 

Mr. President, several weeks ago, I 
came down to the Senate floor to ask 

the Senator from Alabama to recon-
sider his unprecedented action of 
blocking hundreds of promotions 
earned by our men and women in uni-
form. He refused, so I am here to ask 
again. 

As I said the last time I spoke about 
this, most people are aware that the 
Senate votes on nominees appointed by 
the President to occupy top roles in 
government—Cabinet Secretaries, 
judges, Ambassadors. Less well known 
is the fact that the Senate must also 
vote to approve thousands of military 
promotions each year. If a colonel has 
done really well on the job and their 
services promotion board decides that 
they are ready to be a brigadier gen-
eral, the Senate must vote to approve 
this promotion before it can go 
through. 

Typically, this vote is a formality. 
These promotions are processed in big 
batches rather than one at a time, and 
they nearly always happen without 
taking a recorded vote. But right now, 
the Senator from Alabama all by him-
self is blocking every single senior 
military nomination and promotion 
from moving forward. This means that 
one Senator is personally standing in 
the way of the promotions for 221 of 
our top-level military leaders, holding 
up pay raises for 221 men and women in 
uniform, blocking 221 senior military 
leaders from taking their posts, and 
jeopardizing America’s national secu-
rity. 

In April, I sent a letter to Defense 
Secretary Austin asking about the im-
pact of holding up these military pro-
motions. Secretary Austin didn’t pull 
any punches. He said: 

The longer that this hold persists, the 
greater the risk the U.S. military runs in 
every theater, every domain, and every serv-
ice. 

He went on to point out that these 
unprecedented and unnecessary holds 
are creating ‘‘rising disquiet from our 
allies and partners at a moment when 
our competitors and adversaries are 
watching.’’ 

There is bipartisan opposition to the 
Senator from Alabama’s actions. 
Thanks to Chairman REED, seven 
former Defense Secretaries, including 
ones who served under President 
Trump and President George W. Bush, 
sent a letter stating that leaving sen-
ior positions ‘‘in doubt at a time of 
enormous geopolitical uncertainty 
sends the wrong message to our adver-
saries and could weaken our deter-
rence.’’ 

The Senator from Alabama hurts Ac-
tive-Duty military. He also hurts their 
families. In this letter describing the 
consequences of the Senator from Ala-
bama’s hold, Secretary Austin noted 
that it places an ‘‘unconscionable bur-
den on families that are already mak-
ing significant sacrifices.’’ 

There are mounting worries that the 
negative impacts on military families 
is threatening our military’s ability to 
retain leaders who have completed 
thorough, months-long reviews to earn 
those promotions. 
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At a recent Senate Armed Services 

Committee hearing, the Secretary of 
the Air Force said: 

One of the things that motivates our peo-
ple in terms of retention . . . is how they feel 
that their families are being treated. 

He said that he also knows that these 
families do not want to be treated 
liked the Senator from Alabama’s po-
litical football. 

The Senator from Alabama is pun-
ishing 221 dedicated men and women 
who serve in our military because he 
disagrees with one of the Pentagon’s 
policy decisions. He is opposed to a De-
partment of Defense policy established 
to help members of the military and 
their families access healthcare—spe-
cifically, reproductive healthcare. 

I strongly support this particular 
policy, but it is no secret that I dis-
agree with a lot of other policy posi-
tions at the Pentagon. And, as I re-
minded the Senator from Alabama the 
last time we had this discussion on the 
Senate floor, as Senators, we have 
many tools we can use to shape and in-
fluence government policy without 
putting our national defense at risk. 

We can pass laws; we can conduct 
oversight; we can meet with adminis-
tration officials; we can hold hearings. 
From time to time, Senators object to 
an individual nomination, usually to 
express opposition either to the nomi-
nee or to ensure that the Senator gets 
answers from a Federal Agency. I have 
done this in the past as have many of 
my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle. 

That is not the approach the Senator 
from Alabama has taken. Instead, he is 
blocking every single top military 
leader from advancing indefinitely. 
The last time I came to the floor, he 
was holding up 184 nominees. Now he 
has snared 221 top-level servicemem-
bers who are currently slated for ad-
vancement. He has stopped every one 
of them dead in their tracks. 

The Senator from Alabama is single-
handedly holding up three 4-star com-
manders, 35 3-star commanders, mul-
tiple Silver Star and Purple Heart re-
cipients, the next commander of our 
Fifth Fleet in the Middle East, the 
next commander of the Seventh Fleet 
in the Pacific, the Navy’s air and sur-
face warfare commanders; and as a pre-
view of coming events, the Senator 
from Alabama has already promised to 
block the next Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

The Senator from Alabama has al-
ready held some of these nominees for 
as long as 3 months. That is 3 months 
that they won’t have time in their next 
roles. That is 3 months that they won’t 
get a pay bump, and there is no retro-
active pay here. That is 3 months that 
they don’t get the experience and the 
responsibilities of their new duty sta-
tions. That is 3 months, and there is no 
end in sight. 

How many blows to their military ca-
reers and to their families do these 
men and women have to suffer before 
some of them simply walk away? 

This isn’t right. 
The Senator from Alabama has not 

raised any objections to the process by 
which these men and women were vet-
ted and nominated. Each of these 
nominees has undergone a thorough re-
view, first by their military service and 
then by the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
Months after those reviews, their 
nominations were sent to the White 
House for additional scrutiny and then 
to Congress to officially authorize the 
promotions. 

These are our military’s best leaders, 
and they have proven themselves to 
the highest degree. As a reward for 
their service and their exemplary dedi-
cation, the Senator from Alabama 
holds them hostage, with no concern 
for what it means to their careers, to 
the servicemembers depending on them 
for leadership, or to their families. 

The Senator from Alabama’s actions 
are not just the usual back-and-forth 
in Washington. His holds pose a grave 
threat to our national security and our 
military readiness. They actively hurt 
our ability to respond quickly to 
threats around the world. That is not 
my conclusion; that is the conclusion 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

When I tried to move these nomina-
tions forward the last time, I said I was 
concerned about how the actions of the 
Senator from Alabama were under-
mining military readiness. The Senator 
responded that he knew that I had sent 
a letter to Secretary Austin to ask him 
about the impact of the holds on mili-
tary readiness but that the Secretary 
had not yet responded. The Senator 
said the last time we were on the floor 
here together that he would consider 
Secretary Austin’s concerns. In fact, he 
said that he ‘‘can’t wait to read it,’’ 
but he would not budge in the mean-
time. 

So I am here this evening to place 
into the RECORD Secretary Austin’s 
reply. In his letter, the Secretary 
makes his concerns clear. He explains 
how the actions of the Senator from 
Alabama pose a grave threat to na-
tional security by harming military 
readiness. The Secretary also explains 
how the Senator from Alabama harms 
military families. 

I sincerely hope that the unvarnished 
assessment of our Secretary of Defense 
will be enough to move the Senator 
from Alabama to lift his holds and let 
these nominations go forward. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Secretary Austin’s letter be 
printed in full in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
Hon. ELIZABETH WARREN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR WARREN: Thank you for 
your letter requesting a full accounting of 
the impact on our national security and the 
risks to our military readiness resulting 
from Senator Tuberville’s indefinite hold on 
the confirmation of our general and flag offi-
cers. 

I appreciate and share your deep concern 
over this hold, which is unprecedented in its 
scale and scope. Delays in confirming our 
general and flag officers pose a clear risk to 
U.S. military readiness, especially at this 
critical time. 

The Department of Defense has 64 three- 
and four-star nominations pending for posi-
tions due to rotate within the next 120 days. 
These include the Chief of Staff of the Army; 
the Chief of Naval Operations; the Com-
mandant and Assistant Commandant of the 
Marine Corps; the Director of the National 
Security Agency and Commander of United 
States Cyber Command; and the Commander 
of United States Northern Command. 

Additionally, several one- and two-star 
nominations are now on indefinite hold for 
general officers and flag officers slated to 
take command or support critical positions 
across the Joint Force. Within the next nine 
months, approximately 80 three- and four- 
star rotations are projected across the De-
partment. Those positions include the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Army, and the Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Air Force. In total, be-
tween now and the end of the year, the De-
partment projects that approximately 650 
general and flag officers will require Senate 
confirmation. 

This indefinite hold harms America’s na-
tional security and hinders the Pentagon’s 
normal operations. The United States mili-
tary relies on the deep experience and stra-
tegic expertise of our senior military lead-
ers. The longer that this hold persists, the 
greater the risk the U.S. military runs in 
every theater, every domain, and every Serv-
ice. 

MISSION VACANCIES 
The tenure of Service Chiefs is limited by 

law, and thus, incumbents must vacate their 
positions at the appointed time and may 
only be extended under extraordinary cir-
cumstances. Collectively, these positions 
oversee more than 1.2 million active and re-
serve component Service members and pro-
vide Service personnel and resources to the 
commanders of the unified combatant com-
mands. By law, Service Chiefs preside over 
the capabilities, requirements, policies, and 
plans of their Services and serve as the prin-
cipal military advisors to the Secretaries of 
the Military Departments. Put simply, our 
Service Chiefs train and equip the Joint 
Force. Without these leaders in place, the 
U.S. military will incur an unnecessary and 
unprecedented degree of risk at a moment 
when our adversaries may seek to test our 
resolve. 

The hold causes especially acute, self-in-
flicted problems in new domains of potential 
conflict. The Director of the National Secu-
rity Agency and Commander of United 
States Cyber Command, is responsible for 
supporting every combatant commander and 
Service member around the globe—including 
troops in hostile or hazardous areas—with 
actionable signals intelligence and cyberse-
curity support. The Director also ensures 
that military communications and data re-
main secure and out of the hands of our ad-
versaries, safeguarding our advanced com-
mand, control, communications, computer 
intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance capabilities against the People’s Re-
public of China, Russia, Iran, North Korea, 
ISIS, and more. Failing to fill this position 
weakens the cybersecurity of the United 
States. 

Furthermore, delays in confirming a large 
number of one- and two-star general and flag 
officers jeopardizes our current and future 
readiness. The Department relies on these 
experienced leaders to execute tactical ac-
tions every day and extend our strategic ad-
vantages for the long term. General and flag 
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officers at this level are responsible for exe-
cuting strategy, acquiring new technologies, 
enhancing tactical effectiveness, conducting 
joint training, and strengthening global alli-
ances. These general and flag officers also 
provide direct leadership and mentorship to 
thousands of enlisted Service members and 
junior and field grade officers across the De-
partment. Their importance cannot be over-
stated. 

POWER PROJECTION ABROAD 
General and flag officers provide oversight 

of the Department’s military and civilian 
staffs, help decide how we employ our forces, 
and take care of the Service members, civil-
ians, and families in their organizations. 
Delays in confirmation will soon foist vacan-
cies on the most senior military positions 
across each of the Services, imposing new 
and unnecessary risks on U.S. warfighters 
across multiple theaters of operations. 

The hold also makes it harder for the 
United States to fulfil its global leadership 
responsibilities, including to our treaty al-
lies and our valued partners around the 
world. Our smoothly running normal proc-
esses and predictable military transitions 
have long set helpful expectations among al-
lies and partners. Now, however, this hold 
has created unnecessary uncertainty. That 
diminishes our global standing as the strong-
est military in the world, which is in large 
part based on our stable processes and or-
derly transitions. 

General and flag officers have the author-
ity to make decisions and commit resources, 
develop key policies, work with our allies 
and partners, and confront our rivals and 
foes. The full impact of this hold may not be 
immediately noticeable because of the resil-
ience built into our military organizations, 
but over time, the hold will cause cascading 
impacts to our readiness and needlessly 
hinder our ability to meet our strategic ob-
jectives in the Inda-Pacific, Europe, the Mid-
dle East, and beyond. 

The absence of experienced and Senate- 
confirmed senior leadership limits our abil-
ity to deepen our cooperation with our allies 
and partners through multilateral training 
and cooperative engagements. Recent exer-
cises, such as Balikatan 2023 with the Armed 
Forces of the Philippines or joint U.S.-Israeli 
naval activity in the Bab el-Mandeb Strait, 
may become even more difficult if delays in 
confirmation force other leaders to take on 
the responsibilities of officers held up by the 
Senate. This hold could force senior leaders 
to become dual-hatted, which would force 
them to juggle competing priorities and sap 
their ability to excel. 

KNOWLEDGE AND EXPERTISE 
Our general and flag officers cultivate 

their expertise and experience over decades 
of service. Military units need leaders, and 
our Service members deserve to be led by 
fully confirmed general and flag officers. The 
failure to confirm leaders in key roles trans-
fers strategic risk down the chain of com-
mand and forces our units to operate with 
less experienced decision makers in charge. 
By destabilizing the senior military pro-
motion and rotation process, we put our 
short- and long-term readiness at significant 
risk. 

Failure to fill these positions in a timely 
manner is simply irresponsible. We owe it to 
our Service members to provide them with 
the best leadership possible, and the current 
hold jeopardizes the continuity and effective 
transition of leadership. 

SERVICE MEMBERS AND FAMILIES 
This hold disrupts not only our most senior 

military leaders but their families as well. 
Service members and military families are 
resilient, but the current hold adds another 
layer of stress and unnecessary uncertainty. 

The damage here includes not just the dis-
ruption to our most senior officers, but also 
profound confusion and disturbance to our 
rising one- and two-star general and flag offi-
cers and their families. Extended holds in-
crease the time from selection to promotion, 
which could further delay promotion 
timelines by 12 to 24 months. This impedes 
not only the current cadre of officers but 
those in the groups behind them as well. 

General officer and flag officer end 
strength is tightly controlled by statute. 
Promotion of one cadre of officers is possible 
only with the retirement of others. Long- 
term holds have a corrosive and cascading ef-
fect: they prevent our rising officers and 
their families from being able to predict pro-
motion and rotation windows, which can in-
crease the pressure to leave the military in 
favor of greater stability. The more our nor-
mal promotion processes are jolted, the more 
we risk the loss of the diverse warfighting 
and technical expertise that America needs 
to confront its 21st-century security chal-
lenges. 

The current hold also means delaying or 
canceling permanent change of station 
moves—not only for those now nominated 
and on hold but also for numerous officers 
and their families who must be extended on 
station to prevent critical gaps. Military 
children will be unable to move to new 
schools when the next school year begins, 
which imposes needless additional stress on 
those students and their families. Military 
families enrolled in the Exceptional Family 
Member Program may endure serious delays 
or be unable to access the services and sup-
port that they need and deserve when they 
transition to their new duty stations. And 
outstanding military spouses may not be 
able to accept or start new jobs because they 
cannot predict when they could start. The 
families of our general and flag officers serve 
right alongside their Service members. The 
current hold imposes additional burdens 
upon our military families that are both un-
necessary and unconscionable. 

A PERILOUS PRECEDENT 
As such, the Department urges the Senate 

to resolve the current situation as swiftly as 
possible to limit these serious consequences. 
Never before has one Senator prevented the 
Department of Defense from managing its of-
ficer corps in this manner, and letting this 
hold continue would set a perilous precedent 
for our military, our security, and our coun-
try. 

The ripple effects of this unprecedented 
and unnecessary hold are increasingly trou-
bling. Ultimately, the breakdown of the nor-
mal flow of leadership across the Depart-
ment’s carefully cultivated promotion and 
transition system will breed uncertainty and 
confusion across the U.S. military. This pro-
tracted hold means uncertainty for our Serv-
ice members and their families and rising 
disquiet from our allies and partners, at a 
moment when our competitors and adver-
saries are watching. 

As public servants and officials sworn to 
protect and defend our Constitution, I hope 
that we can all acknowledge the national se-
curity risks posed by these needless delays 
and come together to safeguard the lethality 
and readiness of the most powerful fighting 
force in human history. 

Thank you for your continued strong sup-
port for our Service members and our na-
tional security. I again urge swift action to 
confirm all U.S. general and flag officers. 

Sincerely, 
LLOYD J. AUSTIN, III. 

Ms. WARREN. I am here today to ask 
my colleague from Alabama to let 
these promotions move forward and to 
find other ways to continue advocating 

for the policy changes that he wants to 
see. I am hopeful that he will do the 
right thing and allow these service-
members to carry out their responsibil-
ities to our country. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 204. 
This nominee is a native of Pittsfield, 
MA. If confirmed, he would be the 
Navy’s next sub boss, making him the 
most senior operational submariner in 
the Navy. The Submarine Force is inte-
gral to deterring our enemies and keep-
ing America safe. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider Calendar No. 
204; that the Senate vote on the nomi-
nation without intervening action or 
debate; that if confirmed, the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate; that any statements 
related to the nomination be printed in 
the Record; and that the President be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, in 

reserving the right to object, I con-
tinue to reiterate my stance and my 
position over the last almost 4 months 
now about my opposition to this pol-
icy. 

Now, the burden is not on me to pass 
legislation to stop this illegal policy. 
The burden is on the administration. 
The burden is on the administration to 
stop breaking the law. 

So let me just say this one more 
time—because I keep getting asked the 
same question over and over again—I 
will keep my hold. I will keep it on 
until the Pentagon follows the law or 
changes the law. It is that simple. 
Those are the two conditions that 
would get me to drop the hold. So, 
until these conditions are met, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, let’s be 

clear what is at issue here. 
Servicemembers and their families 

don’t get to decide where they serve. 
The policy that is at issue here allows 
servicemembers who need reproductive 
healthcare to request time to travel to 
receive the treatment that they need. 
The treatment could be an abortion, 
but it also could be IVF. It also could 
be helping a servicemember or a family 
member receive treatment after a mis-
carriage. Commanders respect a serv-
icemember’s privacy, and they don’t 
want to be required to ask why the 
servicemember is taking leave. Now, I 
understand that the Senator from Ala-
bama doesn’t like that. He doesn’t 
think that the Department should be 
facilitating certain types of reproduc-
tive healthcare in any way. 

The administration—let us be clear— 
is not breaking the law. Chairman 
REED has already gone through all of 
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the legal precedent and the legal opin-
ion that states that what the Depart-
ment of Defense is doing is absolutely 
within its purview. The Department of 
Defense is following the law. I under-
stand that the law could be changed, 
and the Senator from Alabama can ad-
vocate for the bill that he cosponsors 
that would ban the Department from 
providing paid leave or transportation 
to access legal reproductive care. 

I think that such a policy would have 
a terrible impact on the privacy of our 
servicemembers and their families who 
would have to tell their commanding 
officers intimate details of their med-
ical situations in order to get the time 
they need to seek care for things like 
IVF or a miscarriage. It could prevent 
servicemembers or their families from 
accessing important, legal care that 
would require them to travel or to take 
time away from work. 

It would also have negative impacts 
on our commanders officers, who would 
spend less time training against our 
national security threats and more 
time asking invasive questions about 
their employees’ health conditions or 
those of the employees’ families. 

Even so, the Senator from Alabama 
is free to advocate for this policy. As I 
have said before, the Senator does not 
have the votes in Congress for a bill 
like that. I think the Senator from 
Alabama knows that, which is why he 
has taken this radical step of opposing 
the swift passage of every high-level 
military nomination pending before 
the Senate. 

This approach is dangerous. Many of 
us are frustrated by executive branch 
policies and actions, but that frustra-
tion is not an excuse to endanger our 
national security and to deprive serv-
icemembers of the leaders they need. 

The Senator from Alabama and I fun-
damentally disagree on the issue of 
abortion and on the DOD’s policies, but 
we should all be able to agree that a 
blockade of the promotion of every 
senior member of our Nation’s military 
creates unacceptable risks to our na-
tional security. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 192. If 
confirmed, this nominee would be the 
first female Superintendent for the 
Naval Academy. Of course, she is no 
stranger to breaking down barriers. 
She was also the first Hispanic woman 
to command a Navy warship. We are in 
the middle of a recruiting crisis. She is 
precisely the kind of leader we need to 
inspire our next generation to serve. 

I yield to the Senator from Rhode Is-
land. Then I will make my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I just want 
to reiterate what Senator WARREN 
pointed out: This policy is not illegal. 
It has been fully justified by the De-
partment of Justice and by interpreta-
tions of many different agencies. 

In fact, one of the excruciating iro-
nies here is that Senator TUBERVILLE is 
denying promotions to general officers 

because he will not allow female mem-
bers of the military to have some of 
the same protections that Federal pris-
oners have. If that is not absurd, I 
don’t know what is. 

Also, I have had the opportunity— 
really, the privilege—to serve in and 
command a paratrooper company. I 
have a lot of friends who have made ca-
reers in the U.S. military. When you 
get to the level of a colonel who is 
about to be voted brigadier general, it 
is a great honor. You have worked your 
whole life for it, and you very much 
want to do that, but you have family 
responsibilities, and you have other re-
sponsibilities. I can pretty much assure 
you that most people who are qualified 
to be a brigadier general in the Army 
are being courted assiduously by com-
panies to work for several hundred 
thousand dollars a year. 

The longer this goes on, the more de-
mands of the family, the more the un-
certainty, the more the frustration, we 
will lose these talented people at a mo-
ment in our history when we need the 
leadership to assist our allies and also 
to confront a very serious threat across 
the Indo-Pacific region at a time when 
the practice of warfare is changing sec-
ond by second with technology. 

When you have the proponents of AI 
warning us this week that AI could be 
the catastrophic destruction of our spe-
cies, well, guess where that is going to 
be first manifested—in the military do-
main, I believe. That requires leaders 
of character, intelligence, compassion, 
and dedication to democracy. Those 
leaders now are questioning whether 
they can continue because of an at-
tempt to suggest that this is not legal, 
which is wrong, and, ironically, again, 
to take away healthcare support for 
women who serve in the military that 
we extend to Federal prisoners in this 
country. 

I yield to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I thank 
Senator REED for underscoring the 
point that the Department of Defense 
is not breaking the law. There is legal 
precedence for what the Department is 
doing, and it has been reviewed by the 
Department of Justice that the Depart-
ment of Defense is fully in accord with 
current law. 

With that, I would like to go back to 
the nominee who would be the first fe-
male Superintendent of the Naval 
Academy. Mr. President, I renew my 
request with respect to Calendar No. 
192. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, reserving 

the right to object, let’s talk about a 
few things. 

First of all, we have heard talk of 
clear legal authority, clear legal prece-
dent. 

I wasn’t here when the distinguished 
Senator from Rhode Island was pro-

viding that, but my understanding of it 
is that he is making the claim that 
there are judicial precedents for this. 
At least one of the cases he cited was 
from 1981. Significantly, that is a full 3 
years before 10 U.S.C. section 1093 was 
even enacted into law. Talk about ex-
cruciating ironies. That was enacted 
into law as part of the Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1985, and it 
was voted on by, among others, then- 
Senator Joe Biden. He voted for it. 

So whatever 1981 case you are citing 
I don’t know, but I am certain that it 
couldn’t have involved 10 U.S.C. sec-
tion 1093, the very statute that we are 
dealing with here, because it did not 
yet exist. 

I am equally certain that whatever 
personnel within the Department of 
Justice that blessed this, whatever 
lawyers within the Department of De-
fense that blessed this are also part of 
the Biden administration and are ulti-
mately serving at the pleasure of the 
President. So I wouldn’t expect that 
they would come back with an answer 
that he didn’t want because he and his 
administration have made clear that 
this is an all-of-government approach 
to make sure that the more abortions, 
the better, in the wake of Dobbs. 

So I find it impossible to believe that 
any court could have addressed this 
particular issue, setting aside whether 
that 1981 judicial precedent that he 
cited that I haven’t seen is the only 
one. Let’s assume there were others. If 
there were others—there couldn’t have 
been others even if they were decided 
after this was enacted into law in 1984 
as part of the Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1985 because this 
policy didn’t exist. No, this policy 
didn’t exist until just a couple of 
months ago. So it couldn’t have come 
up. 

Courts don’t answer these questions 
in the abstract. Under article III of the 
Constitution, the courts are empow-
ered only to resolve cases in con-
troversy. The case in controversy re-
quirement of article III means that you 
have to have standing. To have stand-
ing, you have to have an injury, in 
fact, fairly traceable to the conduct of 
the defendant that is subject to being 
remedied by competent authority of a 
court. That would have been lacking 
here because until just a couple of 
months ago, this did not exist. They 
could not have addressed this. So I am 
not sure what authorities the Depart-
ment of Justice officials to whom my 
colleagues are referring were relying 
on, but it is not a ripe controversy that 
could have been capably adjudicated. 

But, yeah, this is truly full of excru-
ciating ironies—the fact that the same 
President who voted to support 10 
U.S.C. section 1093 which unmistakably 
makes clear that we don’t want De-
partment of Defense funding going to 
perform abortions. No, they rely on 
this argument that is reminiscent of 
Pinocchio in the movie Shrek 3. I think 
it was technically called ‘‘Shrek the 
Third.’’ Pinocchio, in that movie, gets 
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away with all kinds of things by speak-
ing in a form of legalese that would 
make any lawyer blush. It wouldn’t be 
entirely untrue if I didn’t say that I 
weren’t entirely not opposed to this 
nonpolicy. It confuses people. That is 
sort of what they are doing here. 

Now, look, if you want to make the 
argument that this is legal, first of all, 
I don’t agree with it. This violates at 
least the spirit, if not also the letter, of 
the law. And even to the extent that it 
is somehow compliant with the letter 
of the law on a point that I am not 
willing to concede because this is, in 
fact, funding the process of getting 
abortions; this is, in fact, funding the 
endeavor of an abortion—something 
that we go out of our way in American 
law to do. This is one of the things that 
unite Americans of different political 
backgrounds, of different party affili-
ations. 

Regardless of how you feel about 
abortion and under what circumstances 
it should or shouldn’t be legal, Ameri-
cans are overwhelmingly united behind 
the concept that we shouldn’t use U.S. 
taxpayer dollars, thus forcing the 
American people at the point of a 
gun—because, ultimately, when you 
pay your taxes, you are paying at the 
point of a gun because, if you don’t pay 
your taxes, people with guns are going 
to show up and make you pay. We don’t 
force people, with the point of a gun, to 
fund abortions because we fundamen-
tally recognize that is wrong regardless 
of how any individual feels about abor-
tions themselves. 

But this comparison is too cute by 
half. The very best I can say it is to 
analogize it this way: You really want 
to park in that handicap spot that is 
reserved for persons with disabilities 
and you are annoyed that it is there, so 
you park right up next to it, thus ren-
dering it unusable space within the ac-
tual handicap spot. That is the best I 
can analogize this to. 

To whatever extent you are com-
plying with the letter of the law—and I 
don’t concede that you are because I 
don’t think you are—you are still real-
ly messing with the underlying purpose 
of the bill. 

As to the point made moments ago 
by my colleague from Massachusetts— 
a distinguished lawyer, a Harvard law 
professor herself—that this somehow is 
lawful because Department of Justice 
lawyers said it is lawful, this is the 
same Department of Justice that has 
from time to time made mistakes, and 
I am understating that quite signifi-
cantly here. This is, in any event, a 
clear affront to the men and women 
who elected each of us. 

These laws are policy changes. Yes, 
they saw the need for a policy change 
in 1984 when they adopted the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1985. They understood that to put 
that in place, they couldn’t just rely on 
Department of Defense policy; they 
needed to put it in statute. So they en-
acted a statute to do that. This flies in 
the face of that. You are actively pro-

moting, encouraging, and facilitating 
the performance of abortions. 

Make no mistake, don’t think of this 
as an evenhanded approach, one that 
aims broadly to facilitate reproductive 
care. No. The American people are not 
stupid. They cannot be fooled. We cer-
tainly must not be here. This is about 
Dobbs. This is about their disagree-
ment, their fundamental rejection of 
Dobbs. This is about their fundamental 
disagreement and rejection of the no-
tion that the U.S. Constitution doesn’t 
give this authority over abortion to 
unelected judges who sit across the 
street in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. And it was never a con-
stitutional principle to begin with. The 
Constitution doesn’t address it. They 
disagree with that. I get it. But it is 
their disagreement about this that 
prompted this policy. They have been 
unmistakably clear about that. 

Look, at the end of the day, this is a 
policy change. Policy changes need to 
be made by Congress—policy changes 
that involve a departure from the pol-
icy established in statute in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1985, which remains legally 
binding and in effect to this very mo-
ment. If they want to get that changed, 
it is not incumbent upon those who op-
pose this policy to get the statute 
changed; it is those who want this pol-
icy to go into effect. 

So I return to my long-used refrain. 
If Secretary Austin wants to make pol-
icy, he should run for the Senate. He 
can’t set this kind of policy from the 
E-ring of the Pentagon. It is wrong. 

As to the points about military read-
iness, look, I don’t think there is any-
one more concerned about military 
readiness than my colleague from Ala-
bama. He sits on the Armed Services 
Committee. He is a faithful member of 
that committee. He performs his over-
sight responsibilities very faithfully, 
very conscientiously. Nobody is more 
concerned about military readiness 
than Senator TOMMY TUBERVILLE—no 
one. But to whatever extent this im-
pinges upon military readiness—the 
fact that he has concerns with this and 
is therefore raising objections—that 
door swings both ways. If anything, it 
cuts stronger in the opposite direction. 
To the extent this is interfering with 
military readiness, we should set down 
this policy right now and allow Con-
gress to decide this in connection with 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2024, which we will 
be turning to in the coming weeks and 
months. Let’s let Congress decide that. 
In the meantime, set aside this pol-
icy—this policy that is a departure, a 
clear violation of at least the spirit if 
not also the letter of the law—and let 
that be decided. If, in fact, this inter-
feres with military readiness, let’s put 
this down and not allow American na-
tional security to be impaired by that. 

Now, I don’t believe we are in that 
position. I believe that while it is ideal 
for us to be able to move these nomi-
nees forward and get them moved, it is 

also very legitimate for a U.S. Senator 
to identify a problem, a simple problem 
arising out of the fact that the Depart-
ment of Defense has a couple of things 
it wants to get done. It wants to get 
these people confirmed so that they 
can be promoted, and it also wants to 
put in place a policy. It wants to do 
both at the same time. 

Senator TUBERVILLE won’t—in fact, 
Senator TUBERVILLE can’t physically— 
under the rules of the U.S. Senate, he 
cannot, he is physically unable to stop 
them from confirming these people. 
There are ways of going about it; it is 
just time-consuming to do it without 
his assent. So they want a shortcut, 
and they are asking for him to do them 
a favor—a favor that is 
unreciprocated—not just 
unreciprocated but a favor that he 
warned them he would not give them if 
they took this unfortunate step. He did 
that, I think, back in December. So 
knowing that as they did, they in-
curred this risk, to whatever degree. 

They are right that this impacts 
military readiness at the expense of 
American national security. This is on 
him. He knew it would have this effect, 
and now he wants to force Senator 
TUBERVILLE, shame him—to shame him 
into doing him a favor by expediting 
this process so that the Senate won’t 
have to go through the additional steps 
that the Senate will have to go 
through in order to get these people 
confirmed without Senator TUBERVILLE 
relinquishing it. 

That is a shameful strategy on the 
Secretary of Defense, and he should be 
ashamed of the fact that he has become 
a policymaker. You can’t legislate 
from the E-ring of the Pentagon. He 
has no business doing that here. He is 
thwarting, he is desecrating, he is dis-
respecting this institution and the sa-
cred laws of our country—passed with 
really good reasons—in order for him 
to promote his own woke policy agen-
da. Shame on him for doing that. 

I object, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-

jection is heard. 
The Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, first, any-

one who suggests that the Secretary of 
Defense does not have a role—in fact, a 
responsibility—to shape policy in the 
Department of Defense—it is nonsense, 
and I would suspect that the person has 
never served in the military forces of 
the United States. 

This is a policy that the Secretary of 
Defense is not only legally entitled to 
promulgate, but is, I think, compelled 
to clarify the position of the Depart-
ment of Defense when it comes to this 
Dobbs decision and its effect on the 
military. 

Now, the gentleman from Utah did 
not hear my opening remarks. I did not 
refer to judicial decisions; I was refer-
ring to opinions—very valid opinions— 
of the Department of Justice, dating 
back to 1981. 

Section 1093, which he cites, is the 
most significant provision of the law. 
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What it does, it prevents funding to 
perform abortions and restricts the use 
of Department of Defense medical fa-
cilities to perform an abortion except 
when the life of the mother is in danger 
or in the case of rape or incest. I might 
suggest that I think my colleagues 
over there wouldn’t even recognize 
that part of the law, but that is part of 
the law. There is no discussion of other 
aspects—i.e., providing transpor-
tation—and I pointed out Federal pris-
ons provide transportation for female 
inmates requesting an abortion. 

These are policy decisions that are 
reserved to the Secretary of Defense by 
statute, the same types of decisions he 
has to make every day. What are the 
physical standards for the troops in the 
U.S. military? Is that an act of Con-
gress? No. I don’t think anyone here 
would reasonably argue that we are the 
experts who should decide that and we 
know better than the Secretary of De-
fense. 

There are a whole bevy of reasons, 
but section 1093 is the key statute, and 
it prevents Department funding being 
used for the performance of non-cov-
ered abortions. It makes no comment 
whatsoever in terms of any other as-
pects of incidental expenses. 

The Department’s policy is legal, as I 
pointed out. It is rooted in the long-
standing Department of Justice inter-
pretations of both the Hyde amend-
ment and similar restrictions. 

In fact, the Department of Defense 
General Counsel requested the Justice 
Department’s views on the policy last 
fall because they wanted to be sure 
they were right before they went 
ahead, and they issued a lengthy and 
informative slip opinion, which is part 
of the record. 

And they concluded that 10 United 
States Code section 1093, which my col-
league from Utah continually refers to, 
does not prevent the Department from 
using appropriated funds to pay for 
servicemembers and their dependents 
to travel to obtain abortions that the 
Department cannot fund directly be-
cause of section 1093. 

So this is not illegal. And what is 
contemptuous, I think, is not this de-
bate over this policy. That is what we 
would do. It is ignoring years and years 
and years of respecting the promotion 
of military officers by the Department 
of Defense based on merit, based on 
their abilities, not their politics; and, 
for the first time, using military offi-
cers as tokens in a political game of 
trying to change things that they don’t 
like, even though these policies are ab-
solutely legal and have been confirmed 
by the Department of Justice and pro-
vide, I think, benefits that we provide 
to Federal prisoners. I would hate to 
see our soldiers—our female soldiers, 
particularly—treated any less appro-
priately than Federal prisoners. 

So this argument is a lot of ‘‘sturm 
und drang.’’ I think that is the German 
pronunciation for it. 

The policy is legal. On one other 
point—a sort of simple-minded point— 

if it is not legal, why hasn’t it been 
challenged in court? Because it is 
legal. 

Now, you can disagree with the pol-
icy, and many of my colleagues do. In 
fact, many of our colleagues have sub-
mitted legislation, and that legislation 
will be considered at some point. But 
no one has risen to the point of invok-
ing this block of military promotions. 
It affects the military. It affects fami-
lies. It affects our readiness. It affects 
our recruitment, if people look far 
enough down the road. And every day 
it continues, it does more and more 
damage. It is a cumulative effect. And 
I very, very strongly object to the con-
tinued decapitation of our military. 

Let’s carry this forward for 6 months 
or a year. We don’t have a Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. I think we 
will because I think a majority of my 
colleagues will realize how important 
it is to have that. But it won’t be done 
in an efficient, coordinated way. It will 
be objected to. It will be argued about. 

The Commandant of the Marine 
Corps—no, we have to put this gen-
tleman, General Smith, through the 
ringer. The Chief of Staff of the Army, 
the same thing. 

We are in a situation with a tremen-
dous pressure globally, assisting the 
Ukrainians in their battle; particu-
larly, our new peer competition with 
China, trying to assimilate the tech-
nology that is changing the battlefield 
literally every second. 

And now we are spending time argu-
ing about what is within the legal au-
thority of the Secretary of Defense and 
doing it by taking military officers and 
making them political tokens that you 
trade for something. I personally re-
sent such treatment of professional of-
ficers in our military. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Alabama earlier claimed 
that the Department of Defense’s pol-
icy violates the law. The Senator from 
Utah then made a slight shift in how 
he described his complaint with the De-
partment of Defense policy. He said it 
violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
the law, and therein lies the difference. 

The law that we are talking about 
here is the Hyde amendment, and that 
is a congressional prohibition on the 
Federal government paying for abor-
tions. 

Let’s be clear about the Department 
of Defense policy. Servicemembers re-
main personally responsible for bearing 
the medical cost of abortion, just like 
they did before the Dobbs opinion, just 
like they did the year before that and 
the year before that and the year be-
fore that, and all the way back to when 
the Hyde amendment was passed. 

Instead, what DOD policy does is it 
clarifies that servicemembers who need 
to travel out of State to access any 
kind of reproductive healthcare that is 
not available where they are stationed 
can request the time off to go get that 
care for themselves or a family mem-
ber. That is it. 

That is what people in the Peace 
Corps can do. That is what people in 
Federal prisons can do. And that is 
what our servicemembers can do. That 
is not a violation of the explicit lan-
guage in the Hyde amendment. 

And to stand up and claim that some-
how what the Department of Defense 
has done is violate the law is simply 
not to read the law. The law is clear, 
and the Department of Defense con-
tinues to follow it. 

But there are real consequences to 
this argument. I understand that there 
are Members of the Republican Party, 
Members of the Senate, who would like 
to change that policy. They would like 
the Department of Defense to follow a 
different policy. They can try to 
change the law. They can introduce an 
amendment. In fact, they already have 
introduced an amendment. But, in the 
meantime, they cannot hold hostage 
the promotions of our top military 
leaders. This jeopardizes our national 
defense. 

Secretary Austin’s letter that I ear-
lier entered into the RECORD goes into 
great detail about how these holds that 
the Senator from Alabama has put on 
our top military leaders create mission 
vacancies that ‘‘incur an unnecessary 
and unprecedented degree of risk at a 
moment when our adversaries may 
seek to test our resolve.’’ 

He goes on to explain that the holds 
undermine power projection abroad, 
which, ‘‘diminishes our global standing 
as the strongest military in the world, 
which is in large part based on our sta-
ble processes and orderly transi-
tions’’—precisely what the Senator 
from Alabama is holding up. 

The risks are even greater in new do-
mains of potential conflict, and Sec-
retary Austin does not mince words on 
who benefits. 

Who benefits? Our Secretary of De-
fense identifies them: China, Russia, 
Iran, North Korea, and ISIS. The lead-
ers whose nominations currently stand 
in purgatory are responsible, according 
to Secretary Austin, for ‘‘executing 
strategy, acquiring new technologies, 
enhancing tactical effectiveness, con-
ducting joint training, and strength-
ening global alliances.’’ 

This isn’t rhetoric. These are specific 
examples of U.S. national security in-
terests that are endangered by these 
reckless holds. 

I understand that the Senator from 
Alabama may not be persuaded by Sec-
retary Austin’s letter, but we have to 
face reality here. While we argue over 
the fact that the Republicans want to 
change current law under the Hyde 
amendment, we are endangering our 
national defense. 

We need to move forward on the 
nominations that have already been 
approved by the servicemembers, by 
the White House, by our own com-
mittee. In the Senate Armed Services 
Committee, we need a vote so that 
these people can move to their next 
posts and do their jobs. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 199. If 
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confirmed, this nominee would be Dep-
uty Commander for Air Force Materiel 
Command, which employs nearly 86,000 
military and civilian airmen and man-
ages a $71.3 billion budget. 

She is also a mama. She calls her 
kids the ‘‘Three Musketeers’’ and says 
they are the center of her universe. 

These holds are the hardest on mili-
tary families who are trying to figure 
out how to sign up for new schools, try-
ing to establish their lives in their next 
deployment. 

This nominee has already moved 17 
times during her career, and she is now 
held by the Senator from Alabama, 
cannot move to her next deployment, 
cannot establish herself and her ‘‘Three 
Musketeers’’ and get them settled in 
school, and get her family in the place 
where they will be so that she can do 
her job for the American people. 

We need people with decades of logis-
tics management experience, and we 
need to treat them with some respect. 

I renew my request with respect to 
Calendar No. 199. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to support my friend, my 
colleague Senator TOMMY TUBERVILLE 
as he continues to do the right thing, 
to do justice, as he continues this fight 
against the radical pro-abortion poli-
cies put in place by the Defense De-
partment earlier this year. 

And I remind everybody that this is a 
fight the Department of Defense 
picked. We didn’t pick this fight. They 
picked this fight. They are the ones 
who decided to change their policies to 
break the law. 

This February 16 policy provides 
military personnel 3 weeks of paid 
leave and uses taxpayer dollars for 
travel expenses incurred while seeking 
an abortion—a clear violation of the 
Hyde amendment. 

The policy is illegal. It violates Fed-
eral law, prohibiting funds to the DOD 
from being used to perform abortions 
except where the life of the mother is 
endangered, rape, or incest. 

This policy takes the number of the 
Department of Defense abortions from 
less than 20 per year to an estimated 
4,500 abortions. 

The policy also describes abortion as 
reproductive healthcare. And I think 
that is the true issue here. You know, 
as an obstetrician, I am often asked 
two questions: When does life begin? 
What was the favorite part of a preg-
nancy for me? 

I want to talk about the pregnancy 
for a second. I took care of hundreds, 
maybe thousands, of infertile couples, 
and, certainly, that first time when 
they had a pregnancy test that was 
positive was a great moment for me to 
share with them. 

Four weeks after conception, we can 
see a baby’s heartbeat on the 

ultrasound. That is another spectac-
ular moment, for every couple to see 
that little baby’s heartbeat at 4 weeks 
after conception. 

At 12 weeks, we could hear the baby’s 
heartbeat on a doppler. And it was one 
of the favorite moments for that mom 
and dad to hear that baby’s heartbeat, 
as well, especially those women who 
had recurrent miscarriages, those who 
had lost life early repeatedly and, 
through miracles and medicines, they 
were able to conceive and carry that 
pregnancy. They get through the first 
trimester. They hear their baby’s 
heartbeat. They know they are pretty 
much out of the woods. 

One of my favorite visits came at 
about 15 to 16 weeks after conception. 
And the mom would come into my of-
fice, and I would ask her: How are you 
feeling? 

And the nausea and vomiting are now 
over with, and I would ask her: Are you 
feeling the baby move yet? 

And her eyes would light up. And she 
would say: Yes, Doctor. I can feel the 
baby move now. Isn’t that incredible? 

So I always loved that. 
And maybe the next visit—maybe, 

you know, at 18, 20 weeks along—they 
would come into the room, and I would 
examine the mom and put my hands on 
her abdomen. I could feel the baby’s 
head and the baby’s buttocks and 
maybe the limbs. And I would see the 
baby kind of start to move as I would 
kind of push on one spot. And maybe 
there was a little brother or sister in 
the room as well. And I would listen to 
the heartbeat. And almost every time 
that brother or sister would screech 
out: Mommy, is that my baby brother 
or sister? 

This is at 18 weeks. 
And, then, what was miraculous of 

all of this is that little baby, that 
fetus—the baby inside of the mom, the 
unborn baby—you could hear the 
heartbeat increase. You could hear it 
increase in intensity and the rate, rec-
ognizing this baby brother or sister’s 
voice. 

The rest of the pregnancy, you know, 
maybe there was another 6 or 8 visits, 
and they were all fun, and they were 
all special. 

I delivered a baby almost every day 
of my life for 25 years, and every labor 
was different. It was touchy; it was 
hard; it was easy—all those things. We 
had prolapsed cords, placentas sepa-
rate, women with blood pressure prob-
lems seizing. I was blessed. I never lost 
a mom—never lost a mom. God blessed 
us and gave me the skill to get them 
through that. 

Some labors were short, and some 
were long. Some lasted 30 minutes, and 
some lasted 2 days. Sometimes they 
would push for 2 minutes, and some-
times a woman would push for 3 hours. 
But my favorite moment of every preg-
nancy was delivering the baby and rub-
bing it down, and I would be checking 
its pulse and its heart rate and see if it 
was breathing and making sure it was 
dry and quietly praying to myself for 

this newborn baby until I heard it start 
crying. 

The favorite moment was giving that 
newborn baby to that mom and just 
watching her and observe her and just 
being able to watch that total 
nonjudgmental love of a mom for a 
newborn baby. 

I take it backward from there and 
talk about when life begins. There are 
those people in this Congress that, 
even after a baby would survive abor-
tion, they think that baby should not 
be treated and cared for. Certainly, I 
believe life certainly begins when the 
baby survives an abortion, and it is 
past the point of viability. We should 
do everything we can to help that baby 
out. 

You know, you go backward. Viabil-
ity is probably 20, 21 weeks—21 weeks 
probably today. Does life begin at 21 
weeks? If that baby was born outside 
the womb, would it survive? At 21 
weeks, it has a chance. I think most of 
us certainly agree life begins then. 
What about 18 weeks when that baby 
recognizes its brother’s or sister’s voice 
or at 16 weeks when mom can feel the 
baby move or at 12 weeks when we can 
hear the heartbeat or 6 weeks when we 
can see the heartbeat? Well, after years 
of study and doing this, I just—my 
heart tells me life begins at concep-
tion, and no one has been able to prove 
me wrong. I think we have to assume 
life begins at conception. 

That is why it is so struggling for me 
to hear people calling abortionists re-
productive healthcare. Reproductive 
healthcare, to me, means helping pa-
tients who can’t conceive, helping 
moms to have a healthy pregnancy, 
getting them—taking folic acid a year 
before they are trying to conceive, 
making sure they are doing everything 
they can to prevent spina bifida or en-
cephalic babies, getting their sugars 
under control—all those things. That is 
what reproductive healthcare means to 
me, not taking the life of a baby. 

Labeling abortion as ‘‘healthcare’’ is 
a tactic that is used to avert the rad-
ical abortion agenda. This irrespon-
sible and unethical scheme politicizes 
our doctors’ offices and, in almost all 
cases, does not improve women’s 
health. 

I am sorely disappointed in the mili-
tary that I once served in, that my dad 
served, my uncle served, my great un-
cles, my mom’s dad, my mom’s uncle 
who died in World War II, my son who 
is now serving. I am disappointed in 
the military. It turned its attention 
and resources to terminating life. 

I want to remind the Department of 
Defense they exist to protect the citi-
zens of this great Nation, not to push a 
radical abortion agenda; that they 
took an oath to the Constitution to de-
fend this country. Why are they pick-
ing this fight to end the lives of unborn 
babies? It is morally wrong; it is ille-
gal; and the Pentagon needs to be held 
accountable. 

The Biden administration has cre-
ated the most politicalized Pentagon in 
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history, destroying their own morality, 
destroying recruiting, destroying the 
readiness of our military. Unelected 
bureaucrats cannot ignore Congress 
and change the law with a memo. This 
policy is outside the Department of De-
fense’s mission to uphold and fight for 
life, not destroy it. 

I am honored to stand up here and 
support my colleague Senator 
TUBERVILLE to fight back against this 
outrageous abortion policy, both in the 
name of protecting life and ensuring 
that our military uses resources to pro-
tect our homeland and our interests 
abroad. The policy is wrong. The DOD’s 
policy is wrong, and until the military 
gets back to providing for our common 
defense and out of the business of pro-
viding abortions, I am proud to stand 
with Senator TUBERVILLE. 

Madam President, I object and yield 
back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. HAS-
SAN). The objection is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Madam President, the 

Department of Defense has adopted a 
healthcare policy that is both legal and 
necessary to protect the readiness of 
our forces. It also protects our national 
defense. These policies were also re-
viewed by the Department of Justice. 

The prohibition to which my col-
leagues refer is the prohibition in the 
Hyde amendment of using Federal dol-
lars to pay for abortions. Let me say 
this as clearly as I can. Under the De-
partment of Defense’s policy, service-
members remain personally responsible 
for bearing the medical cost of abor-
tion. That is true today; it was true 
last week; it was true the day after the 
Dobbs opinion; it was true the day be-
fore the Dobbs opinion; and for years, 
that has been the policy. 

What has changed is that the DOD 
has clarified that servicemembers who 
need to travel out of State to access 
any kind of reproductive healthcare 
that is not available where they are 
stationed and what kind of healthcare 
might not be available—it might be 
abortion care; it might be IVF; it 
might be care for someone who has suf-
fered a miscarriage—that any person 
who has suffered that personally or 
someone in their family can request 
time off to go get that care for them-
selves or for a family member. That is 
it. That is all we are talking about 
here. 

Servicemembers do not get to decide 
where to serve. I am proud to support 
the DOD in saying that a change in sta-
tion should not mean a change in your 
basic rights. 

I appreciate that my colleagues have 
strong views on abortion. So do I. We 
are not going to agree on that. But all 
of us should be able to agree that we 
should not take steps that harm the 
people who volunteered to serve in our 
military; that if they need care that 
they cannot get in the State where 
they are, they should have an oppor-
tunity to go somewhere else. That is it. 

There is no prohibition in law. There 
is no Hyde amendment violation here. 

Instead, what we have is wholesale 
holding up the nominations of more 
than 200 of our top military leaders 
who cannot advance to the posts that 
they have been thoroughly vetted and 
are ready to be promoted into, cannot 
advance to their duty stations, cannot 
settle their families in their next as-
signments, cannot receive the increase 
in their pay that they are entitled to. 

So, in a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 90. 
This is the person who would be Amer-
ica’s military representative to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
but is currently being held up by the 
Senator from Alabama. 

I will be asking for the Senate to 
confirm Calendar No. 94. Collectively, 
these are 37 nominees who have served 
in the Army for nearly 1,000 years. 

I will be asking for the Senate to 
confirm Calendar No. 84. This nominee 
would command the Fifth Fleet, which 
operates in the Middle East. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 49. This is the man 
who is the Chief of Staff for Operation 
Warp Speed—one of the greatest 
achievements of the Trump adminis-
tration—to rapidly develop tests and 
distribute lifesaving COVID vaccines. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 82. These 27 Air 
Force nominees have collectively 
served their country for more 600 
years. One of them, in fact, is a NASA 
astronaut who received his master’s de-
gree from MIT and commanded NASA’s 
third longest duration commercial 
crew mission. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 47. This nominee 
would be Commanding General for the 
U.S. Army Space and Missile Defense 
Command and U.S. Army Forces Stra-
tegic Command. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 97. Collectively, 
these 16 nominees have served in the 
Navy for more than 400 years. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 46. This nominee 
studied at the Air War College at Max-
well Air Force Base in Alabama and 
currently serves as Commander of the 
10th Medical Group and Command Sur-
geon for the U.S. Air Force Academy. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 83. This nominee 
studied at the Squadron Officer School 
at Maxwell Air Force Base in Alabama 
and she is now capable and ready to 
serve as the Chief of Staff for Air Mo-
bility Command at Scott Air Force 
Base in Illinois. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 48. She would serve 
as Deputy Chief of Staff for the Army’s 
G–4, which is responsible for the 
Army’s strategy policy plans and pro-
gramming for logistics sustainment. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 50. Collectively, 
these two women have served in the 
Army for over 60 years. They deserve 
to be promoted. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 51. This man would 

serve as Deputy Chief of Staff for Stra-
tegic Deterrence and Nuclear Integra-
tion for the Air Force. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 52. This nominee 
would be the Military Deputy and Di-
rector for the Army Acquisition Corps. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 86. Collectively, 
these 11 nominees have over 275 years 
of service in the Air Force. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 87. These two nomi-
nees have served the Air Force for over 
55 years. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 88. These 10 nomi-
nees have served over 288 years. To-
gether, they have nearly 20,000 flying 
hours of experience. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 89. This nominee is 
currently commanding the largest 
Army command in the Caribbean. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 91. This nominee is 
currently serving in Birmingham, AL, 
as Chief of Staff to the U.S. Army Re-
serve Deployment Support Command. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 92. This nominee is 
currently the Director for Joint Re-
serve Intelligence Support Element for 
Europe and Eurasia for the Defense In-
telligence Agency, helping to make 
sure that Ukraine and our allies in Eu-
rope have the critical national security 
information they need so that they can 
compete on the battlefield. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 93. This nominee is 
currently the Deputy Commander for 
Support, providing security assistance 
to Ukraine. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 95. Collectively, 
these eight nominees have served in 
the Marine Corps for over 200 years. 
They deserve their promotions. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 96. These nominees 
have served in the Navy for over 55 
years. Both are currently serving in 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 
making them responsible for the health 
and safety of our sailors, marines, and 
their families. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 98. Collectively, 
these two nominees have served in the 
Navy for 55 years. I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 99. 
These two have collectively served in 
the Navy for over 60 years, managing 
major weapons systems programs. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 100. This nominee is 
currently serving as the Director of 
Health and Training at the Defense 
Health Agency, and he is recognized as 
a Diplomate of the American Board of 
General Dentistry. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 101. This nominee 
will be the Commander of Naval Supply 
Systems Command, which makes sure 
the Navy has everything they need all 
around the world. 
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I will be asking the Senate to con-

firm Calendar No. 102. These 13 nomi-
nees collectively served in the Navy for 
over 400 years. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 103. This nominee is 
currently serving as the Executive As-
sistant for the Director of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency. We need people 
like this. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 104. These two nomi-
nees have collectively served the Navy 
for over 55 years, one currently serving 
as Information Warfare Commander. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 105. These four nomi-
nees have collectively served the Navy 
for over 100 years. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 106. These two nomi-
nees have served the Air Force for over 
65 years. One of these nominees earned 
her nursing degree at Boston College 
and rose to become the chief nurse of 
the entire Air Force. She deserves her 
promotion. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 107, currently serv-
ing as the Commanding General for the 
Marine Corps forces in Japan. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 110. Collectively, 
these 23 nominees have over 620 years 
of service to the Air Force. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 111. This nominee 
would be the Deputy Commandant for 
Aviation for the Marine Corps, who ad-
vises the Marine Corps top officer of all 
aviation matters. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 205. This nominee 
would be the Commander of the 2nd 
Fleet and Joint Forces Command Nor-
folk—the only operational NATO com-
mand in North America, responsible for 
the North Atlantic and the Arctic. We 
need capable leaders like this. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 203. This pilot has 
flown more than 3,000 hours in the F–16 
and the F–35. We need capable people 
like this. 

In a moment, I will be asking the 
Senate to confirm Calendar No. 202. 
This nominee will be the Director of 
the Naval Nuclear Propulsion Program. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 201. This nominee is 
an experienced information warfare of-
ficer. We need him in his post. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 200. This nominee is 
someone you can count on in a crisis. A 
native of San Juan, he was there to 
help his fellow Puerto Ricans after the 
earthquakes forced 7,500 people to leave 
their homes. He has stepped up and 
stepped up again for people who need 
him. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 198. This nominee 
will be the Commander of Air Combat 
Command, which is the primary pro-
vider of air combat forces to U.S. war- 
fighting commands all around the 
world. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 197. This nominee 
would be the Deputy Chief of Naval Op-
erations for War-Fighting Require-
ments and Capabilities. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 196. He will be the 
Deputy Commander for U.S. Central 
Command. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 195. He has logged 
more than 500 carrier-assisted landings 
and 2,800 flight hours in tactical air-
craft. We need him. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 194. This nominee 
from Falmouth, MA, if confirmed, will 
be the Deputy Commander of the U.S. 
Fleet Forces Command, which is re-
sponsible for training and providing 
combat-ready Navy forces wherever 
combatant commanders need them, 
and we need him. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 193. This nominee 
will be the Commander of Naval Sur-
face Forces and Commander of Naval 
Surface Forces, U.S. Pacific Fleet, 
where his mission will be to make sure 
the Navy has every capability we need 
for a force that is balanced, affordable, 
and resilient. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
sider Calendar No. 191. This nominee 
will be the Commanding General for 
the Marine Expeditionary Force in U.S. 
Marine Corps Forces Japan. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 190. This nominee 
will be Deputy Commanding General 
for Futures and Concepts at Army Fu-
tures Command. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 188. This nominee 
will be Commander of Pacific Air 
Forces, which integrates airspace and 
cyber space capabilities to keep the 
Indo-Pacific open and free. He has 
flown more than 4,000 flight hours and 
previously served as the Commander 
for U.S. Forces in Japan. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 189. As a leader, she 
sees that our power as a nation comes 
from our moral strength and standing 
up for what we know as right. This 
nominee would be Pacific Air Forces 
Deputy Commander, making her the 
No. 2 for the nominee I just spoke 
about. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 187. If confirmed, 
this nominee would be Deputy Com-
mander of U.S. Forces Korea and the 
Commander of the 7th Air Force. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 186. This nominee 
will be Deputy Chief of Staff for Air 
Force Futures, which is charged with 
representing the voice of tomorrow’s 
airmen to be ready to defeat any future 
threats and capabilities our enemies 
wield. We need this person. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 185. If confirmed, 
this nominee would be Military Deputy 
to the Assistant Secretary of the Air 
Force for Acquisition, Technology and 

Logistics, making him the primary 
military adviser for everything the Air 
Force buys to keep us safe. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 184. This nominee 
took his first flight at 2 weeks old and 
became a command pilot with more 
than 2,500 flying hours. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar Nos. 182 and 183. This 
nominee will be the next Navy Surgeon 
General, making him the principal ad-
viser to the Secretary of the Navy on 
medical matters. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 181. During his serv-
ice, he has accumulated over 5,000 
flight hours and over 1,100 carrier-as-
sisted landings. He was a Top Gun in-
structor and later the Commander for 
the Naval Aviation Warfighting Devel-
opment Center. He is entitled to his 
promotion. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 180. This nominee is 
also a Top Gun graduate, completing 
eight carrier deployments in the West-
ern, Pacific, North Atlantic, Mediterra-
nean, and North Arabian Seas. 

I will be asking the Senate to con-
firm Calendar No. 112. He would be the 
Director of the Defense Contract Man-
agement Agency, which manages 
225,000 contracts valued at more than 
$31⁄2 trillion and 15,000 contractor loca-
tions worldwide. 

I don’t know what to say except that 
we have more than 200 people here who 
have dedicated their lives to the United 
States. They have volunteered for mili-
tary service. They are all career. They 
are in it all the way. They are capable. 
They are talented. They serve our 
country. And right now, they have be-
come the political football for the Sen-
ator from Alabama, and that is wrong. 

These people deserve their pro-
motions. They deserve to be treated 
with dignity and respect for the work 
they have put in for our Nation. It is 
the least we can do for them, for their 
families, and for the national security 
of the United States of America. 

We need these people. We don’t need 
to tell them we don’t care about them. 
We need them. We need to retain them. 
We need to promote them. We need to 
use their talents. 

Madam President, I renew my re-
quest with respect to each of the cal-
endar numbers I have identified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. TUBERVILLE. Reserving the 

right to object, my position continues 
to be, follow the law or change the law. 
For that reason, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield? 

Ms. WARREN. I will yield to the Sen-
ator from Utah. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Madam President, I want to 
be very clear about a couple things. No. 
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1, this is the law. It is not called the 
Hyde amendment. There is a thing 
called the Hyde amendment that ap-
plies elsewhere outside the military. 
The military, the Pentagon, has its 
own statutory provision. It is not the 
Hyde amendment; it is 10 U.S.C. sec-
tion 1093, adopted in 1984 as part of the 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1985. It has been the law ever 
since then. 

You can’t use Pentagon money for 
this purpose, nor can you use Pentagon 
facilities for this purpose. Saying that 
you are not doing that even though you 
are paying people, you are giving them 
3 weeks of paid leave time and paying 
all their travel expenses and their per 
diem in order to do this—that is openly 
flouting the spirit of the law, if not 
also the letter, in order to circumvent 
it. 

I will go back to the analogy I used 
earlier. You go up to a parking space, 
thinking you want to park there, but it 
is a handicap space. It is reserved for 
people with disabilities. You don’t have 
the disability symbol on your car, so 
you park next to it, but you delib-
erately park so close to the line that 
you render that spot unusable for any-
one with disabilities who should need 
access to it. It still has the same effect 
because you are openly flouting the 
law. You are doing it in a deliberate at-
tempt to cause the very same harms 
that particular law was designed to 
prevent. 

Now, this is a policy choice, and it is 
a policy choice that Congress delib-
erately took away from the Depart-
ment of Defense, deliberately took out 
of the hands of the Secretary of De-
fense. He seized that back. 

Senator TUBERVILLE saw this coming. 
Back in December, he told Secretary 
Austin in no uncertain terms: You 
should not do this. This is in violation 
of the law, and if you do this, there will 
be problems. I will no longer cooperate 
with you if you try to seek unanimous 
consent to facilitate the confirmation 
of these flag officer promotions. 

He made that really clear. 
Secretary Austin made his choice the 

moment he decided to legislate from 
the E-ring of the Pentagon. He took on 
that risk, and now he has the audacity, 
through surrogates in the Senate, to 
come back to Senator TUBERVILLE and 
say: I got what I wanted. I did so in 
violation of the law. I am openly flout-
ing the law—its spirit if not also the 
letter—and I also want you to cooper-
ate with me, Senator TUBERVILLE. I 
want you to do what I say because that 
is more convenient for me. 

That is not fair. That is not lawful. It 
is not legal. It is not kosher. It is not 
cool. 

Look, the fact is, we could end this 
right now. I would love to end it right 
now. I can’t speak for Senator 
TUBERVILLE, but I have a sneaking sus-
picion he would let these go right now. 
He would let you get every one of these 
men and women confirmed this very 
moment if you take this thing off the 

table. But Secretary Austin took this 
hostage. He took all of these men and 
women hostage the moment he did 
this, having been forewarned by Sen-
ator TUBERVILLE. He can’t now be 
heard to come back—having waived his 
right to do that—to come back and de-
mand that Senator TUBERVILLE be 
somehow shamed into cooperating, 
into facilitating. 

The other point here is, they can still 
get these people confirmed even with-
out that compromise, which you could 
make tonight. If you put this thing off 
the table, you stop trying to achieve 
this through extortion, he will let 
them go right now. I am 99.99 percent 
sure of that, and that is pretty con-
fident from me. He will do that right 
now. But even if you are not willing to 
do that, you could still get these people 
confirmed. You just don’t want to do 
the hard work of doing it. It takes 
more time to do it without Senator 
TUBERVILLE’s full cooperation. 

So, look, if you really are serious 
about end-strength readiness, then 
that is what you would do. That is 
what someone would do if they were 
worried about end-strength readiness. 

Let’s talk about that for a moment. 
End-strength readiness shouldn’t be 
confused with flag officer promotions. 
It is not where we see end-strength 
readiness, with flag officer promotions. 
It doesn’t mean these men and women 
aren’t deserving of their promotions or 
we wouldn’t be willing and interested 
to see them confirmed so that they can 
have their promotions. But to say that 
it affects end-strength readiness dis-
regards what flag officers are doing in 
the capacity they hold. I am not aware 
of any reason why that would affect 
our end-strength readiness, nor am I 
aware of any compelling reason why, 
without this policy—this policy that 
openly flouts the law—our military 
would suffer from an end-strength 
readiness problem. It is an absurd argu-
ment. In any event, it violates the law. 
They can’t do this. It is the wrong 
branch of government. He doesn’t have 
this power. He was forewarned, and he 
did the wrong thing anyway. We don’t 
reward bad behavior that way. We cer-
tainly don’t reward unlawful behavior. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, the 
Senator from Utah and the Senator 
from Alabama have repeatedly said 
that the Department of Defense is 
somehow violating the law. 

Let’s pull the statute out and just 
take a look at it. I want to read the 
words into the RECORD. 

Under part (a) Restriction on Use of 
Funds: 

Funds available to the Department of De-
fense may not be used to perform abortions 
except where the life of the mother would be 
endangered if the fetus were carried to term 
or in a case in which the pregnancy is the re-
sult of an act of rape or incest. 

Period. That is it. It does not say 
that funds from the Department of De-
fense may not be used for travel. It 

does not say that people may not have 
time off. It does not say that people 
may not be allowed to travel out of 
State. It has exactly one thing that it 
prohibits Federal funds from being 
used, and that is ‘‘may not be used to 
perform abortions.’’ 

Let me say again as clearly as I know 
how: The Department of Defense’s rule 
clearly states that the servicemember 
will pay for her own medical services. 
It will not be the case that the Depart-
ment of Defense will pay for abortion. 

If the Senator from Utah wants to 
change that law, he certainly can in-
troduce an amendment to do that. The 
same with the Senator from Alabama. 
But right now, the Department of De-
fense is following the law in the United 
States. 

The Senator from Alabama’s actions 
pose a grave threat to our national se-
curity and readiness. That is not just 
my view. It is the view of the Secretary 
of Defense and the former Secretaries 
of Defense serving in both Democratic 
and Republican administrations. 

If the Senator from Alabama stays 
on this path, his actions will soon en-
danger the nomination of the next 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, an action 
we have never seen in the history of 
our Nation. We have 221 good people 
who have earned their promotions, who 
are ready to go to their next duty sta-
tions and serve their nation. They are 
being treated with disrespect; and this 
action is undermining our national de-
fense. 

I urge the Senator from Alabama to 
release his holds immediately and 
allow these senior military officers to 
receive the promotions that they have 
earned. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. With great respect for my 

friend and colleague from Massachu-
setts, the Pentagon itself acknowl-
edged that while military abortions 
had been counted at maybe 20 or 30 per 
year in the past, this policy, which 
funds abortion—it just does—has in-
creased to about 4,400 to maybe 4,500 a 
year. The causation and the number 
were estimated by the Pentagon itself 
based on this subsidy. This is a subsidy 
for abortion. They are, in fact, sub-
sidizing abortion. The fact that they 
have engineered in a way that they 
think gets them around the technical-
ities of the law should mean very little 
to us as policymakers, as lawmakers, 
to the fact that they are openly flout-
ing the law. 

They are going through this trickery 
only because they don’t like the law. 
They hate the fact that this became 
law, so they are trying to find a way to 
get around it. 

They are, in fact, funding abortions. 
That is what you do when you pay 
somebody to travel, when you give 
them 3 weeks of paid leave to do some-
thing, when you fund their per diem— 
so you cover everything for them—you 
are funding abortion. 
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If the only argument you are left 

with is ‘‘we are not paying for the ac-
tual surgery itself; we are just paying 
for everything around it,’’ when the 
value attached to the travel, to the per 
diem, to the paid leave time is a sig-
nificant expense—an expense that I 
suspect in many, if not most, instances 
would well outpace the cost of the med-
ical procedure itself—that’s too cute by 
half. They are, in fact, funding abor-
tion. That is what this does. It is done 
knowing, expecting, anticipating, and 
desiring that this would increase the 
number of abortions performed in the 
military every year to a significant de-
gree. That is what they are doing, and 
it is wrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

(Ms. BALDWIN assumed the Chair.) 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE). Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

BICENTENNIAL OF THE KENTUCKY 
SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as a 
polio survivor, I have a special appre-
ciation for organizations that help 
those with conditions often overlooked 
in our society. The Kentucky School 
for the Deaf—KSD—in Danville, KY, is 
a remarkable example of such an orga-
nization, having dedicated itself to 
serving the deaf and hard of hearing for 
over two centuries. Today, I would like 
to recognize this institution for its 
outstanding work, as its students and 
faculty celebrate the school’s bicenten-
nial. 

In a hearing world, it can be hard to 
imagine the life of the deaf. Nowhere 
was this misunderstanding more pro-
nounced than throughout early human 
history. For centuries, the deaf were 
relegated to the outskirts of society, 
frequently sent to asylums for the in-
sane, or otherwise forgotten. Many 
contended with Aristotle’s opinion that 
the deaf were ‘‘incapable of education’’ 
due to their inability to hear. This was, 
unfortunately, the standing belief on 
deaf education for hundreds of years. 

Gradual shifts in cultural attitudes 
and educational techniques led to slow 
but steady progress over time. The 
early days of deaf education were typi-

cally born from the philanthropic ef-
forts of wealthy citizens, while schools 
were privately held and operated out of 
the country’s east coast. 

In the early 19th century, General 
Elias Barbee, then a member of the 
Kentucky State Senate, hoped to 
change that. Senator Barbee launched 
an effort to establish the first State- 
supported school for the deaf in the 
United States. In 1822, legislation was 
signed into law, bringing deaf school-
ing west of the Alleghenies for the first 
time in American history. Shortly 
thereafter, Barbee’s daughter, who had 
been deaf since childhood, enrolled as 
the first of three students at the Ken-
tucky school. 

From the start, the institution in-
tended to educate the whole person, 
preparing the deaf and hard of hearing 
for success in both academic and real- 
world settings. The school secured two 
Federal land grants, with the help of 
Kentucky’s illustrious statesman 
Henry Clay, that were used to fund the 
construction of KSD’s campus. 

The board of trustees faced their first 
great hurdle early on: finding faculty 
to lead the fledgling school. They soon 
took up the training of John A. Jacobs, 
a young student at Centre College. Ja-
cobs, often described as the ‘‘founding 
father’’ of the institution, would go on 
to serve as faculty for over 40 years and 
was integral to the school’s success 
throughout its infancy. Under his lead-
ership, the school prevailed through 
some of the most perilous periods of 
our Nation’s history, even resisting 
three attempts from Confederate sol-
diers to occupy the school during the 
Civil War. 

In recent history, the school has seen 
its campus and its student population 
flourish and expand. Meanwhile, oppor-
tunities for deaf children in public 
schools also became more widespread. 
In 1975, the Education for All Handi-
capped Children Act was signed into 
law by President Ford. This landmark 
legislation ensured equal access to edu-
cation for every child, regardless of 
their disability, and marked a major 
turning point for deaf education in the 
United States. 

Today, KSD remains a leading insti-
tution for deaf education throughout 
the country. It promises an academic 
experience uniquely suited to the needs 
of the deaf and hard of hearing and af-
fords its students a rare opportunity to 
learn as the hearing do: directly com-
municating and connecting with their 
peers. 

Through English and sign language, 
students freely exchange ideas in the 
classroom, participate in afterschool 
activities, and learn the skills needed 
to succeed on their own after gradua-
tion. 

For over 200 years, KSD has empow-
ered deaf and hard-of-hearing individ-
uals to lead a life of dignity and self- 
sufficiency when many thought it im-
possible. This Kentucky institution has 
made an indelible impact on the his-
tory of deaf education and the thou-

sands of students who have called it 
home. 

I ask my Senate colleagues to join 
me in recognizing the Kentucky School 
for the Deaf for their tireless dedica-
tion to educating and enriching the 
lives of America’s deaf and hard of 
hearing. Thank you for 200 years of re-
markable service to the Common-
wealth of Kentucky. 

f 

58TH ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD 
START 

Mr. LUJÁN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to commemorate and extend my 
heartfelt congratulations to Head 
Start on its 58th anniversary to cele-
brate the program’s 58 years of pro-
viding early learning to more than 30 
million children since 1965. As the only 
Head Start alumnus along with Sen-
ator RAPHAEL WARNOCK serving in the 
U.S. Senate, I am proud to honor this 
transformative program that has made 
a significant and positive difference in 
the lives of millions of children and 
families across our great Nation. 

Head Start’s legacy is one of hope, 
opportunity, and equity. Since its in-
ception in 1965, this comprehensive 
early childhood education program has 
been a beacon of support for vulnerable 
children and families, helping break 
the cycle of poverty and providing a 
strong foundation for success. By 
prioritizing the educational, health, 
and developmental needs of low-income 
children, Head Start has been instru-
mental in leveling the playing field and 
ensuring that every child has an equal 
chance to thrive. 

My personal experience as a Head 
Start alumnus fuels my unwavering 
commitment to championing policies 
that strengthen early childhood edu-
cation and invest in the future of our 
Nation’s youth. I understand firsthand 
the profound influence that Head Start 
can have on a child’s life, setting them 
on a trajectory towards academic 
achievement, social-emotional growth, 
and lifelong success. By nurturing the 
whole child and fostering a love for 
learning, Head Start equips children 
with the tools they need to reach their 
full potential. 

Head Start has demonstrated its abil-
ity to adapt and evolve with the chang-
ing needs of our society. Over the past 
58 years, the program has expanded its 
reach, providing comprehensive serv-
ices to millions of children and fami-
lies. Head Start has embraced innova-
tion, incorporating evidence-based 
practices and leveraging community 
partnerships to ensure that children re-
ceive the highest quality early edu-
cation and support services available. 

I applaud Head Start’s ongoing com-
mitment to inclusivity and diversity, 
recognizing that every child brings 
unique strengths and experiences to 
the classroom. By embracing cultural 
competency and promoting bilingual 
education, Head Start celebrates the 
rich tapestry of our nation and pre-
pares children to thrive in an increas-
ingly interconnected world. 
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As we celebrate this important mile-

stone, we must also acknowledge the 
challenges that lie ahead. Access to 
high-quality early childhood education 
remains a critical issue for many fami-
lies, especially those living in under-
served communities. As Head Start 
continues to grow and evolve, we must 
redouble our efforts to ensure that all 
children, regardless of their ZIP Code 
or socioeconomic background, have ac-
cess to this life-changing program. 

Head Start’s success is a testament 
to the power of investing in our chil-
dren and communities. The return on 
investment in early childhood edu-
cation is well documented, yielding 
significant long-term benefits for indi-
viduals, families, and society as a 
whole. We must seize this moment to 
strengthen and expand Head Start, rec-
ognizing that our Nation’s future pros-
perity depends on the opportunities we 
afford our youngest citizens. 

I would also like to express my grati-
tude and provide special recognition to 
my home Head Start program that 
helped to give me the best start in 
life—Nambe Head Start—and Senator 
WARNOCK’s home Head Start program— 
Savannah Head Start. Without the 
dedicated educators and program direc-
tors at these programs, we would not 
be where we are today. 

In conclusion, I proudly stand before 
my distinguished colleagues to com-
memorate the 58th anniversary of Head 
Start and extend my heartfelt con-
gratulations to this remarkable pro-
gram. Let Congress reaffirm its com-
mitment to early childhood education 
and its Members work together to en-
sure that Head Start’s profound effect 
reaches every child in need. By invest-
ing in our children today, we will build 
a brighter, more equitable future for 
all Americans. 

f 

58TH ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD 
START 

Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. President, I rise 
today to commemorate and extend my 
heartfelt congratulations to Head 
Start on its 58th anniversary to cele-
brate the program’s 58 years of pro-
viding early learning to more than 30 
million children since 1965. As the only 
Head Start alumnus along with Sen-
ator BEN RAY LUJÁN serving in the U.S. 
Senate, I am proud to honor this trans-
formative program that has made a 
significant and positive difference in 
the lives of millions of children and 
families across our great Nation. 

Head Start’s legacy is one of hope, 
opportunity, and equity. Since its in-
ception in 1965, this comprehensive 
early childhood education program has 
been a beacon of support for vulnerable 
children and families, helping break 
the cycle of poverty and providing a 
strong foundation for success. By 
prioritizing the educational, health, 
and developmental needs of low-income 
children, Head Start has been instru-
mental in leveling the playing field and 
ensuring that every child has an equal 
chance to thrive. 

My personal experience as a Head 
Start alumnus fuels my unwavering 
commitment to championing policies 
that strengthen early childhood edu-
cation and invest in the future of our 
Nation’s youth. I understand firsthand 
the profound influence that Head Start 
can have on a child’s life, setting them 
on a trajectory towards academic 
achievement, social-emotional growth, 
and lifelong success. By nurturing the 
whole child and fostering a love for 
learning, Head Start equips children 
with the tools they need to reach their 
full potential. 

Head Start has demonstrated its abil-
ity to adapt and evolve with the chang-
ing needs of our society. Over the past 
58 years, the program has expanded its 
reach, providing comprehensive serv-
ices to millions of children and fami-
lies. Head Start has embraced innova-
tion, incorporating evidence-based 
practices, and leveraging community 
partnerships to ensure that children re-
ceive the highest quality early edu-
cation and support services available. 

I applaud Head Start’s ongoing com-
mitment to inclusivity and diversity, 
recognizing that every child brings 
unique strengths and experiences to 
the classroom. By embracing cultural 
competency and promoting bilingual 
education, Head Start celebrates the 
rich tapestry of our Nation and pre-
pares children to thrive in an increas-
ingly interconnected world. 

As we celebrate this important mile-
stone, we must also acknowledge the 
challenges that lie ahead. Access to 
high-quality early childhood education 
remains a critical issue for many fami-
lies, especially those living in under-
served communities. As Head Start 
continues to grow and evolve, we must 
redouble our efforts to ensure that all 
children, regardless of their ZIP Code 
or socioeconomic background, have ac-
cess to this life-changing program. 

Head Start’s success is a testament 
to the power of investing in our chil-
dren and communities. The return on 
investment in early childhood edu-
cation is well documented, yielding 
significant long-term benefits for indi-
viduals, families, and society as a 
whole. We must seize this moment to 
strengthen and expand Head Start, rec-
ognizing that our Nation’s future pros-
perity depends on the opportunities we 
afford our youngest citizens. 

I would also like to express my grati-
tude and provide special recognition to 
my home Head Start program that 
helped to give me the best start in 
life—Savannah Head Start—and Sen-
ator LUJÁN’s home Head Start pro-
gram—Nambe Head Start. Without the 
dedicated educators and program direc-
tors at these programs, we would not 
be where we are today. 

In conclusion, I proudly stand before 
my distinguished colleagues to com-
memorate the 58th anniversary of Head 
Start and extend my heartfelt con-
gratulations to this remarkable pro-
gram. Let Congress reaffirm its com-
mitment to early childhood education 

and its Members work together to en-
sure that Head Start’s profound effect 
reaches every child in need. By invest-
ing in our children today, we will build 
a brighter, more equitable future for 
all Americans. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO NATHAN SMALL 
∑ Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, with my 
colleague Senator JIM RISCH and Rep-
resentative MIKE SIMPSON, I congratu-
late Nathan Small, who is retiring 
from serving as chairman of the Fort 
Hall Business Council, the governing 
body of the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes 
on the Fort Hall Reservation. 

Chairman Small has been an unwav-
ering voice for his people for roughly 40 
years, leading in various roles for the 
Fort Hall Business Council since the 
late 1980s. He has dedicated his life to 
protecting the Tribes’ rights under the 
1868 Treaty of Fort Bridger and other 
Federal laws and tirelessly worked to 
preserve the traditional ways of life of 
the Shoshone-Bannock people. He is re-
spected not only in Idaho for his efforts 
to protect the rights of all Idaho Tribes 
but also on the national level for his 
inspiring and effective advocacy in en-
suring the United States upholds its 
treaty and trust responsibilities to 
Tribal governments. 

We have been grateful for his steady 
leadership, especially while we 
partnered with him and the Shoshone- 
Bannock Tribes on various efforts over 
the years. Chairman Small’s wealth of 
knowledge and experience was pivotal 
to his advocacy on the Tribes’ behalf. 
He is also a member of the Shoshone- 
Bannock Tribal Bar Association and 
has been both a prosecutor and public 
defender in Tribal court. He was instru-
mental in opening the Shoshone-Ban-
nock Tribes’ first gaming operation 
and was gaming manager from 1990 to 
1998. He also served in the Tribes’ 
Water Resources Department in the 
Environmental Waste Program, advo-
cating for the protection of the Res-
ervation’s water and land. He is a 
founding Board member and is Sec-
retary of the Coalition of Large Tribes, 
which advocates for the sovereign 
rights of Tribes. 

Thank you, Chairman Small, for 
working with us to properly recognize 
tribal sovereignty and the Federal Gov-
ernment’s treaty and trust obligations 
to Tribes. We hope that retirement will 
provide you more time to spend enjoy-
ing the outdoors you love. We thank 
you for your leadership and wish you 
all the best.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LORELEY GODFREY 
∑ Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, as we 
mark Mental Health Awareness Month, 
I am honored to recognize Loreley God-
frey of Portsmouth as May’s Granite 
Stater of the Month. At age 18, Loreley 
has become a powerful force advo-
cating for youth mental health edu-
cation in New Hampshire. 
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Loreley was driving when her best 

friend had a panic attack next to her in 
the passenger’s seat. Pulling to the 
side of the road, Loreley felt ill- 
equipped to handle the situation, and 
she did not know what to do besides 
hold her friend’s hand and urgently 
search online for resources. The experi-
ence made Loreley wonder why many 
teens such as herself are not prepared 
to respond to a mental health crisis, 
where seconds can make a difference. 
Since she was a member of the Gov-
ernor’s Youth Advisory Council on 
Substance Misuse and Prevention, she 
interviewed the 17 other students on 
the panel and found that her experi-
ence was not unique—few had had any 
mental health education at school. 

Loreley teamed up with a New Hamp-
shire State senator to craft a bipar-
tisan bill to provide schools with lesson 
plans on mental health. Although the 
bill did not pass the house in April, 
Loreley is committed to continuing her 
advocacy for mental health education 
in New Hampshire, even as she goes off 
to college this fall. Loreley’s efforts 
are a testament to how young people 
can make a tremendous difference in 
New Hampshire. And her leadership ex-
tends beyond mental health advocacy, 
having led multiple rallies for sustain-
ability in Portsmouth and being one of 
New Hampshire’s first female Eagle 
Scouts. Loreley exemplifies the Gran-
ite State spirit of engaged, citizen-led 
public service, and I look forward to 
seeing all that she will do in the future 
to make New Hampshire and our coun-
try an even better place.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KARLA APONTE 
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Karla Aponte, a spring 2023 intern 
in my Miami office, for the hard work 
she has done for my office and the peo-
ple of Florida. 

Karla recently graduated from the 
St. Thomas University College of Law. 
She is a dedicated and diligent worker 
who was devoted to getting the most 
out of his internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Karla for her work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of her suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO VICTOR BETANCOURT 
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Victor Betancourt, a spring 2023 
intern in my Miami office, for the hard 
work he has done for my office and the 
people of Florida. 

Victor attends Florida International 
University, with FIU Embrace Pro-
gram. He is a dedicated and diligent 
worker who was devoted to getting the 
most out of his internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Vic-
tor for his work with my office, and I 
look forward to hearing of his suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO GRACE LILI BOULOY 
∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Grace Lili Bouloy, a recent intern 

in my Tallahassee office, for the hard 
work she has done for my office and 
the people of Florida. 

Grace is a student at Florida State 
University, where she is majoring in 
political science. She possesses many 
wonderful qualities that include an ap-
titude to evaluate complex issues, a 
strong work ethic, and a kindness that 
inspires. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Grace for her work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of her suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LENA MARIA DUQUE 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Lena Maria Duque, a spring 2023 
intern in my Tallahassee office, for the 
hard work she has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Lena is a student at Florida State 
University, where she is majoring in 
economics and management. She pos-
sesses many wonderful qualities that 
include an aptitude to evaluate com-
plex issues, a strong work ethic, and a 
kindness that inspires. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Lena for her work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of her suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ISABELLA FURELOS 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Isabella Furelos, a spring 2023 in-
tern in my Miami office, for the hard 
work she has done for my office and 
the people of Florida. 

Isabella is a student at Miami-Dade 
Honors College, where she majors in 
political science. She is a dedicated 
and diligent worker who was devoted 
to getting the most out of her intern-
ship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Isa-
bella for her work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of her suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ANA CAROLINA 
MERLO 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Ana Carolina Merlo, a spring 2023 
intern in my Tallahassee office, for the 
hard work she has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Ana is a student at Florida State 
University, where she is majoring in 
political science. She is a dedicated 
and diligent worker who was devoted 
to getting the most out of her intern-
ship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Ana 
for her work with my office, and I look 
forward to hearing of her successes in 
the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ELIJAH MIDGLEY 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Elijah Midgley, a spring 2023 in-
tern in my Miami office, for the hard 
work he has done for my office and the 
people of Florida. 

Elijah is a student at the University 
of Central Florida, where he is an an-
thropology major. He is a dedicated 
and diligent worker who was devoted 
to getting the most out of his intern-
ship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Eli-
jah for his work with my office, and I 
look forward to hearing of his suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DANIEL ENRIQUE 
NIETO 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Daniel Enrique Nieto, a spring 2023 
intern in my Tallahassee office, for the 
hard work he has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Daniel is a student at Florida State 
University, where he is majoring in 
international affairs and political 
science. He is a dedicated and diligent 
worker who was devoted to getting the 
most out of his internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Daniel for his work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of his suc-
cesses in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CATHERINE 
ELIZABETH PATTILLO 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Catherine Elizabeth Pattillo, a re-
cent intern in my Tallahassee office, 
for the hard work she has done for my 
office and the people of Florida. 

Catherine is a student at Florida 
State University, where she is major-
ing in history and pre-law. She pos-
sesses many wonderful qualities that 
include an aptitude to evaluate com-
plex issues, a strong work ethic, and a 
kindness that inspires. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Catherine for her work with my office, 
and I look forward to hearing of her 
successes in the years to come as she 
pursues a career in law.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DEBORAH LYN 
PHILIPS 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Deborah Lyn Philips, a spring 2023 
intern in my Orlando office, for the 
hard work she has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Deborah is currently studying at 
Polk State College, where she is major-
ing in political science and govern-
ment. She is a dedicated and diligent 
worker who was devoted to getting the 
most out of her internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Deborah for her work with my office, 
and I look forward to hearing of her 
successes in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHRISTOPHER 
RESTREPO 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Christopher Restrepo, a spring 2023 
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intern in my Tallahassee office, for the 
hard work he has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Christopher is a student at Florida 
State University, where he is majoring 
in finance. He is a dedicated and dili-
gent worker who was devoted to get-
ting the most out of his internship ex-
perience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Christopher for his work with my of-
fice, and I look forward to hearing of 
his successes in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ELIZABETH 
RICHARDSON 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Elizabeth Richardson, a recent in-
tern in my Tallahassee office, for the 
hard work she has done for my office 
and the people of Florida. 

Liz recently graduated from Florida 
State University, where she majored in 
history. She possesses many wonderful 
qualities that include an aptitude to 
evaluate complex issues, a strong work 
ethic, and a kindness that inspires. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Liz 
for her work with my office, and I look 
forward to hearing of her successes in 
the years to come as she pursues a ca-
reer in law.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO REBECA RODRIGUEZ 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Rebeca Rodriguez, a recent intern 
in my Tallahassee office, for the hard 
work she has done for my office and 
the people of Florida. 

Becky is a student at Florida State 
University, where she is majoring in 
human resource management. She is a 
dedicated and diligent worker who was 
devoted to getting the most out of her 
internship experience. 

Becky believes that service and sac-
rifice are essential to achieving the 
American dream. She learned this les-
son, along with many others, from her 
grandparents who fled Cuba to make a 
better life for their family in the 
United States. Becky strives to honor 
them by being the best version of her-
self in all that she does. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Becky for her work with my office, and 
I look forward to hearing of her suc-
cesses in the years to come as she pur-
sues a career in law.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MICHELLE 
ROSENBURG 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Michelle Rosenburg, a spring 2023 
intern in my Miami office, for the hard 
work she has done for my office and 
the people of Florida. 

Michelle recently graduated from 
Florida International University, 
where she majored global affairs. She is 
a dedicated and diligent worker who 
was devoted to getting the most out of 
her internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Michelle for her work with my office, 

and I look forward to hearing of his 
successes in the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO IAN SEIBERT 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Ian Seibert, a spring 2023 intern in 
my Tallahassee office, for the hard 
work he has done for my office and the 
people of Florida. 

Ian is a student at Florida State Uni-
versity, where he is majoring in fi-
nance. He is a dedicated and diligent 
worker who was devoted to getting the 
most out of his internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Ian 
for his work with my office, and I look 
forward to hearing of his successes in 
the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LUIS ADRIAN SORIA 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Luis Adrian Soria, a spring 2023 in-
tern in my Orlando office, for the hard 
work he has done for my office and the 
people of Florida. 

Luis recently graduated from the 
University of Central Florida, where he 
majored in legal studies. He is a dedi-
cated and diligent worker who was de-
voted to getting the most out of his in-
ternship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to Luis 
for his work with my office, and I look 
forward to hearing of his successes in 
the years to come.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LILLIETTE 
SOTOLONGO 

∑ Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I recog-
nize Lilliette Sotolongo, a spring 2023 
intern in my Miami office, for the hard 
work she has done for my office and 
the people of Florida. 

Lilliette recently graduated from 
Florida International University, 
where she majored in political science 
and international relations. She is a 
dedicated and diligent worker who was 
devoted to getting the most out of her 
internship experience. 

I extend my deepest gratitude to 
Lilliette for her work with my office, 
and I look forward to hearing of her 
successes in the years to come.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 7:30 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2792. An act to require the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to carry out a 
study and rulemaking on the definition of 
the term ‘‘small entity’’ for purposes of the 
securities laws, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2795. An act to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to require issuers with 
a multi-class stock structure to make cer-
tain disclosures in any proxy or consent so-
licitation material, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2796. An act to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to require the Advocate 

for Small Business Capital Formation to pro-
vide educational resources and host events 
to promote capital raising options for tradi-
tionally underrepresented small businesses, 
and for other purposes. 

At 9:50 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3746. An act to provide for a respon-
sible increase to the debt ceiling. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2792. An act to require the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to carry out a 
study and rulemaking on the definition of 
the term ‘‘small entity’’ for purposes of the 
securities laws, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

H.R. 2795. An act to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to require issuers with 
a multi-class stock structure to make cer-
tain disclosures in any proxy or consent so-
licitation material, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

H.R. 2796. An act to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to require the Advocate 
for Small Business Capital Formation to pro-
vide educational resources and host events 
to promote capital raising options for tradi-
tionally underrepresented small businesses, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

(Legislative Day May 30, 2023) 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

H.R. 3746. An act to provide for a respon-
sible increase to the debt ceiling. 

f 

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–1254. A communication from the Direc-
tor of External Relations, United States 
International Trade Commission, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a corrected report en-
titled ‘‘Economic Impact of Section 232 and 
301 Tariffs on U.S. Industries, Investigation 
No. 332–591, USITC Publication 5405, March 
2023’’; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–1255. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Report to 
Congress: Planning Grant Implementation 
Initial Report’’; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–1256. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Report to 
Congress: Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality Report’’; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–1257. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Child 
Welfare Outcomes 2020: Report to Congress’’; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–1258. A communication from the 
Branch Chief of the Publications and Regula-
tions Branch, Internal Revenue Service, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Procedures for Exempt Organizations deter-
mination letters for the electronically sub-
mitted Form 8940’’ (Rev. Proc. 2023–12) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 10, 2023; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC–1259. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Report to 
Congress on Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act (ACA) Section 1332 State Inno-
vation Waivers’’; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–1260. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘FY 2021 
Report to Congress: Review of Medicare’s 
Program for Oversight of Accrediting Orga-
nizations and the Clinical Laboratory Im-
provement Validation Program’’; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–1261. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Data Mining Activi-
ties by Federal Agencies’’ received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1262. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a certification entitled ‘‘Certification of 
Countries That Are Not Fully Cooperating 
with U.S. Anti-Terrorism Efforts’’ received 
in the Office of the President pro tempore; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1263. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2023–0029 - 2023–0033); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1264. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Determination Under 
section 7034(I) (5) of the Department of State, 
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs 
Appropriations Act, 2023 (Div. K, P.L. 117– 
328)’’; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–1265. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a notification of intent to provide as-
sistance to Ukraine, including for self-de-
fense and border security operations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1266. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Determination Under 
Section 506(a) (1) of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (FAA) to Provide Military Assist-
ance to Ukraine’’; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–1267. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2023–0034 - 2023–0039); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1268. A communication from the Super-
visory Regulations Coordinator, Centers for 

Medicare and Medicaid Services, Department 
of Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare and Medicaid Programs; Policy 
and Regulatory Changes to the Omnibus 
COVID–19 Health Care Staff Vaccination Re-
quirements; Additional Policy and Regu-
latory Changes to the Requirements for 
Long-Term Care (LTC) Facilities and Inter-
mediate Care Facilities for Individuals With 
Intellectual Disabilities (ICFs-IID) to Pro-
vide COVID–19 Vaccine Education and Offer 
Vaccinations to Residents, Clients, and 
Staff; Policy and Regulatory Changes to the 
Long Term Care Facility COVID–19 Testing 
Requirements’’ ((RIN0938–AU75) (RIN0938– 
AU57) (RIN0938–AU33)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 26, 2023; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–1269. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Assist-
ant Secretary, Department of Education, re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 22, 2023; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1270. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Assist-
ant Secretary, Department of Education, re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 22, 2023; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1271. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Assist-
ant Secretary, Department of Education, re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 22, 2023; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1272. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Annual Reporting and Disclosure’’ 
(RIN1210–AB97) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 22, 2023; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–1273. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘2020–2021 
Report to Congress on Organ Donation and 
the Recovery, Preservation, and Transpor-
tation of Organs’’; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–1274. A joint communication from the 
Chairman and the General Counsel, National 
Labor Relations Board, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Office of Inspector General 
Semiannual Report for the period of October 
1, 2022 through March 31, 2023; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–1275. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the third transmittal of legislative pro-
posals that support the President’s Fiscal 
Year 2024 budget request for the Department 
of Homeland Security; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1276. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Commis-
sion’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–1277. A communication from the Staff 
Director, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Commis-
sion’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–1278. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Personnel Management, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Chief Human 
Capital Officers Council’s annual report to 
Congress for 2022; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1279. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, 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 President pro 
tempore; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1280. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘To ex-
tend the Chemical Facility Anti-Terrorism 
Standards Program of the Department of 
Homeland Security and for other purposes’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1281. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Peace Corps, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Peace Corps’ 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 Affairs. 

EC–1282. A communication from the Chair 
of the Federal Trade Commission, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2022 through 
March 31, 2023 and the Uniform Resource Lo-
cator (URL) for the report; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1283. A communication from the Chief 
Executive Officer, Agency for Global Media, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Bureau’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–1284. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting a legislative proposal entitled ‘‘Foreign 
Language Proficiency Awards for Immigra-
tion Officers’’; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1285. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department’s Semiannual 
Report of the Inspector General for the pe-
riod from October 1, 2022 through March 31, 
2023; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1286. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department’s Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
the period from October 1, 2022 through 
March 31, 2023; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1287. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
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the period from October 1, 2022 through 
March 31, 2023; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1288. A communication from the Board 
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Administration’s Semiannual 
Report of the Inspector General and the 
Semiannual Management Report on the Sta-
tus of Audits for the period from October 1, 
2022 through March 31, 2023; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–1289. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Equal Employment Opportunity, Fed-
eral Mediation and Conciliation Service, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Service’s 
fiscal year 2022 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation (No FEAR) 
Act of 2002 received in the Office of the Presi-
dent pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1290. 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 25–94, ‘‘Street Vendor Advance-
ment Amendment Act of 2022’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–1291. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Acquisition Policy, General 
Services Administration, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Federal Acquisition Regulation; Federal 
Acquisition Circular 2023–03, Introduction’’ 
(FAC 2023–03) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 10, 2023; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petition or memorial 
was laid before the Senate and was re-
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as 
indicated: 

POM–20. A resolution from the House of 
Representatives of the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico expressing its enthusiastic sup-
port for the agreement entered into by the 
House of Representatives of the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico and the Forum of 
Presidents of the Legislative Bodies of Cen-
tral America and the Caribbean Basin 
(FOPREL), which provides for the establish-
ment of a FOPREL branch office in Puerto 
Rico; establish the rules and objectives of 
said office; provide for the duties and oper-
ations of the branch office; for the purpose of 
strengthening the cooperation among the 
various parliaments that are members of 
this International Body and cementing ties 
among all Latin American peoples; among 
others; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 987 
Laws are the vehicle that implements the 

will of the People and establish the founda-
tion for a progressive, inclusive, and demo-
cratic society. The role of parliaments, 
which are the institutions that best rep-
resent the power of citizens within the gov-
ernment structure, is to create legal frame-
works that are innovative, efficient, and con-
sistent with the goal of creating the nec-
essary conditions to meet the challenges 
faced in a modern society. Thus, a par-
liamentary system is not just an internal 
mechanism that each country can use to find 
answers, but one that can be used to ex-
change experiences and ideas with other leg-
islative bodies in order to face the challenges 
of the 21st century in a comprehensively and 
thoroughly. 

The Forum of Presidents of the Legislative 
Bodies of Central America, the Caribbean 
Basin and Mexico (FOPREL, Spanish acro-
nym) is the highest inter-parliamentary or-
ganization in the Central American, Carib-
bean Basin, and Mexico region. Its mission is 
to be: (i) a space for political dialogue, (ii) an 
organization that promotes inter-parliamen-
tary diplomacy, (iii) a Forum to reach agree-
ments on regional legislative initiatives di-
rected at strengthening national legislation, 
(iv) a facilitator for the generation of knowl-
edge and to strengthen the parliamentary 
sphere, (v) a nexus between the legislative, 
executive, and judicial powers, civil society, 
and multilateral organizations, (vi) an inter- 
parliamentary network that promotes the 
sharing of experiences, good practices, and 
technical and financial cooperation; and (vi) 
an institution for the formation of alliances 
geared towards achieving common goals. 
Therefore, FOPREL has the authority to 
enter into agreements with parliaments 
within and without the region as well as to 
enter into cooperation agreements with 
other institutions in order to support its 
projects and programs. 

FOPREL’s Charter establishes that the in-
stitution ‘‘may open branch offices in all 
countries that are full members of the 
Forum in order to implement and create pro-
grams and projects that contribute to capac-
ity building and strengthen the ties between 
the aforementioned parliaments and Inter-
national Organizations.’’ FOPREL’s ‘‘2022– 
2027 Institutional Development Plan’’ states 
that ‘‘branch offices shall be established in 
the countries that are members of FOPREL 
and such offices shall be granted the institu-
tional tools necessary for their administra-
tion and operation.’’ 

During FOPREL’s 25th Special Meeting 
held on November 26, 2021, in the Dominican 
Republic, an agreement was reached to ‘‘cre-
ate a FOPREL branch office within the 
House of Representatives of the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico that shall serve as a 
liaison between Puerto Rico and the coun-
tries of the Caribbean Basin that are mem-
bers of FOPREL.’’ The new office shall un-
dertake, administer, and carry out projects 
to further FOPREL’s institutional goals, and 
shall serve as a liaison between Puerto Rico, 
the countries of the Caribbean Basin and all 
other full and observer members of FOPREL. 

This Legislative Assembly believes that 
the establishment of a FOPREL branch of-
fice on our Island shall enable Puerto Rico to 
join in progressive conversations on different 
topics and challenges and provide Puerto 
Rico with access to answers and solutions 
that shall, in turn, allow for the develop-
ment and drafting of more effective, sen-
sible, and appropriate legislation to address 
the needs of Puerto Rican society. 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives 
of Puerto Rico: 

Section 1.—To express our enthusiastic 
support for the agreement entered into by 
the House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico and the Forum of 
Presidents of the Legislative Bodies of Cen-
tral America and the Caribbean Basin 
(FOPREL) at the 25th Extraordinary Meet-
ing held on November 26, 2021, which pro-
vides for the establishment of a FOPREL 
branch office in Puerto Rico for the purpose 
of strengthening cooperation among the dif-
ferent parliaments that are members of this 
International Body and cementing ties 
among all Latin American peoples. 

Section 2.—A branch office of the Forum of 
Presidents of the Legislative Bodies of Cen-
tral America, the Caribbean Basin and Mex-
ico (FOPREL) is hereby established within 
the House of Representatives, in the city of 
San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

Section 3.—FOPREL branch office shall be 
subject to FOPREL’s regulatory framework, 

depending hierarchically and administra-
tively on the Permanent Secretary, as pro-
vided in Articles 9, 10, and 11 of the Institu-
tional Bylaws, adopted in the 24th Special 
Meeting of the International Body held on 
August 10, 2021. 

Section 4.—FOPREL branch office, in co-
ordination with the FOPREL’s Permanent 
Secretary shall enact bylaws to provide for 
its operation and management. Further-
more, it shall take legal and administrative 
actions as appropriate for its efficient oper-
ation as an International Parliamentary 
Body in the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

Section 5.—FOPREL branch office may un-
dertake, administer, and carry out projects 
to further FOPREL’s institutional goals, as 
well as to collaborate as necessary in any 
and all processes at the request of the House 
of Representatives upon authorization of 
FOPREL’s Permanent Secretary. 

Section 6.—The FOPREL branch office’s 
work agenda includes, but is not limited to: 

(a) Facilitating and promoting actions 
within the framework of Collaboration 
Agreement No. 2021–003 which is the gov-
erning instrument of the Institutional Fel-
lowship and Collaboration Alliance between 
the House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico and the Chamber 
of Deputies of the Dominican Republic, en-
tered into under Resolution No. RE–VVV–01– 
28112021. 

(b) Developing a Regional Program for 
Inter Parliamentary Action and the Attain-
ment of Sustainable Development Goals, as 
provided in Resolution No. RE–XXXIX–04– 
25022021. 

(c) Serving as a liaison between the coun-
tries of the Caribbean Basin and all other 
full and observer members of FOPREL. 

(d) Addressing all other matters assigned 
by FOP REL. 

Section 7.—Upon its approval, a copy of 
this Resolution shall be delivered to the 
Forum of Presidents of the Legislative Bod-
ies of Central America, the Caribbean Basin 
and Mexico (FOPREL) as well as to each 
member thereof. Furthermore, this Resolu-
tion shall be translated into English and de-
livered to the President of the United States 
and the leadership of the United States Con-
gress. 

Section 8.—This Resolution shall take ef-
fect upon its approval. 

POM–21. A joint resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly of the State of Tennessee 
urging state agencies to expand comprehen-
sive cardiovascular screening programs to 
allow for earlier identification of patients at 
risk of cardiovascular events; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 44 
Whereas, cardiovascular disease is the 

leading cause of death in the United States; 
and, 

Whereas, in the United States, approxi-
mately 21 million patients have been diag-
nosed with atherosclerotic cardiovascular 
disease (ASCVD) and are at risk of a cardio-
vascular event, according to the U.S. Census 
Bureau; and, 

Whereas, the Mayo Clinic states that 
ASCVD is linked to the buildup of choles-
terol in the arteries, and the risk of associ-
ated events can be modified by lowering low- 
density lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C); and 

Whereas, in 2016, nearly 70 million adults 
in the United States had higher than rec-
ommended LDL-C levels; and 

Whereas, 43.1 million people in the United 
States are currently treated with lipid-low-
ering therapies to manage cardiovascular 
risk; and 

Whereas, only 20 percent of people with 
ASCVD who are taking statins, one of the 
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leading lipid-lowering therapies, actually 
achieve healthy levels of LDL-C; and 

Whereas, the total direct and indirect cost 
of ASCVD in the United States was $555 bil-
lion in 2016 and is projected to climb to $1.1 
trillion by 2035, according to the American 
Heart Association; and 

Whereas, in Tennessee, 579,200 adults have 
been told by a health professional that they 
had angina, a stroke, a heart attack, or coro-
nary heart disease, which are some of the 
manifestations of ASCVD; and 

Whereas, in Tennessee, 10,491 people had 
ASCVD as an underlying cause of death; and 

Whereas, in Tennessee, 280,700 adults re-
ported experiencing a heart attack in their 
lifetime, and 243,600 adults reported experi-
encing a stroke in their lifetime; and 

Whereas, Tennessee spends an estimated 
$3.41 billion on direct medical expenses for 
ASCVD care each year; now, therefore; 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the One Hun-
dred Thirteenth General Assembly of the State 
of Tennessee, the House of Representatives con-
curring, That we urge state agencies to ex-
pand comprehensive cardiovascular screen-
ing programs to allow for earlier identifica-
tion of patients at risk of cardiovascular 
events; and be it further 

Resolved, That we urge state agencies to 
explore ways to collaborate with federal and 
national agencies to establish or expand 
comprehensive cardiovascular screening pro-
grams; and be it further 

Resolved, That we urge an update of the 
State’s cardiovascular plan to accelerate 
quality improvements in the care rendered 
to these patients such that screening, treat-
ment, monitoring, and improved health out-
comes are achieved. 

Resolved, That we support the creation of 
policies to decrease the rising number of 
deaths of Americans as a result of ASCVD; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this reso-
lution be transmitted to the President of the 
United States, the Vice President of the 
United States, the members of the Tennessee 
Congressional Delegation, and other federal 
and state government officials and agencies 
as appropriate. 

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 Ms. CORTEZ MASTO: 
S. 1763. A bill to include smoke in the defi-

nition of disaster in the Small Business Act, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO: 
S. 1764. A bill to improve Federal activities 

relating to wildfires, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself and 
Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 1765. A bill to require the Federal Avia-
tion Administration to establish evacuation 
standards for transport category airplanes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Ms. WARREN, Mr. BRAUN, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. KING, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mrs. CAPITO, and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 1766. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Defense to submit a report on overdoses 
among members of the Armed Forces; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Ms. 
WARREN): 

S. 1767. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for emergency grants 
to safeguard essential health care workers, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 
RICKETTS, Mr. BRAUN, Mr. SCOTT of 
Florida, Mr. BUDD, Mr. HOEVEN, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. GRAHAM, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. YOUNG, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. 
LANKFORD, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 1768. A bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to the Taliban, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr. 
SULLIVAN): 

S. 1769. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to establish a demonstra-
tion project testing Whole Child Health Mod-
els, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 1770. A bill to expand the imposition of 
sanctions under the Uyghur Human Rights 
Policy Act of 2020 with respect to human 
rights abuses in the Xinjiang Uyghur Auton-
omous Region of the People’s Republic of 
China and to counter the genocidal policies 
of the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. PADILLA: 
S. 1771. A bill to authorize additional dis-

trict judges for the district court for the 
eastern district of California; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
CARPER): 

S. 1772. A bill to establish a national mer-
cury monitoring program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 1773. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for a national out-
reach and education strategy and research to 
improve behavioral health among the Asian 
American, Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Is-
lander population, while addressing stigma 
against behavioral health treatment among 
such population; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNOCK (for himself, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PADILLA, 
Mr. CARPER, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. 
FETTERMAN): 

S. 1774. A bill to amend the Social Security 
Act to provide for an increased Federal med-
ical assistance percentage for State expendi-
tures on certain behavioral health services 
furnished under the Medicaid program, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Ms. ERNST (for herself and Mr. 
MARSHALL): 

S. 1775. A bill to amend the Federal Fund-
ing Accountability and Transparency Act of 
2006 to require recipients of Federal awards 
to collect and report data relating to sub-
awards granted to entities outside of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. PADILLA (for himself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN): 

S. 1776. A bill to provide for the protection 
of and investment in certain Federal land in 
the State of California, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Ms. ROSEN (for herself, Ms. ERNST, 
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. LANKFORD, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 

S. 1777. A bill to engage in cybersecurity 
cooperation with Abraham Accords coun-

tries, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
BRAUN): 

S. 1778. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry out a study and re-
search and demonstration on agrivoltaic sys-
tems; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Ms. BALD-
WIN, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 1779. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the new clean ve-
hicle credit to include clean vehicles with 
fewer than 4 wheels; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. MULLIN (for himself and Ms. 
SMITH): 

S. 1780. A bill to amend the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act 
to allow the Secretary of Agriculture to 
enter into self-determination contracts with 
Tribal organizations to carry out the author-
ity of the Food Safety and Inspection Serv-
ice, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS): 

S. 1781. A bill to amend the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States to pro-
vide a uniform 8-digit subheading number for 
all whiskies; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mrs. BRITT, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
BUDD, and Mr. DAINES): 

S. 1782. A bill to provide for the entry of in-
fant formula and infant formula base powder 
free of duty and free of quantitative limita-
tion; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MULLIN: 
S. 1783. A bill to provide for the equitable 

settlement of certain Indian land disputes 
regarding land in Illinois, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, and Mr. PADILLA): 

S. 1784. A bill to increase language access 
to behavioral health services at eligible 
health centers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. CARPER, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 1785. A bill to establish programs to ad-
dress addiction and overdoses caused by il-
licit fentanyl and other opioids, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

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. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE): 

S. Res. 227. A resolution calling on the 
President to support the creation of an inter-
national special tribunal to prosecute Rus-
sia’s aggression against Ukraine; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BRAUN (for himself and Mr. 
YOUNG): 

S. Res. 228. A resolution recognizing the 
50th anniversary of the Indiana Pacers’ 1972– 
1973 American Basketball Association Cham-
pionship and their third American Basket-
ball Association Championship in 5 seasons; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. WARREN, Ms. 
SINEMA, and Mr. WARNOCK): 
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S. Res. 229. A resolution designating May 

2023 as ‘‘National Brain Tumor Awareness 
Month’’; considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Mr. KAINE, Ms. HIRONO, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. SMITH, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. BOOKER, 
and Mr. WARNER): 

S. Res. 230. A resolution recognizing the 
102nd anniversary of the 1921 Tulsa Race 
Massacre; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. PADILLA: 
S. Con. Res. 11. A concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the need for the Senate to provide 
advice and consent to ratification of the 
United Nations Convention on Biological Di-
versity; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 120 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 120, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a 
credit against tax for charitable dona-
tions to nonprofit organizations pro-
viding education scholarships to quali-
fied elementary and secondary stu-
dents. 

S. 173 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 173, a bill to amend chapter 44 of 
title 18, United States Code, to require 
the safe storage of firearms, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 179 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 179, a bill to require the designa-
tion of composting as a conservation 
practice and activity, to provide grants 
and loan guarantees for composting fa-
cilities and programs, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 305 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN), the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 305, a bill to 
require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to mint coins in commemoration of the 
250th anniversary of the United States 
Marine Corps, and to support programs 
at the Marine Corps Heritage Center. 

S. 363 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 363, a bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal, collectively, to the indi-
viduals and communities who volun-
teered or donated items to the North 
Platte Canteen in North Platte, Ne-
braska, during World War II from De-
cember 25, 1941, to April 1, 1946. 

S. 364 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) and the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 364, a bill to amend 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to expand access to 
school-wide arts and music programs, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 474 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. LEE) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 474, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to strengthen reporting to 
the CyberTipline related to online sex-
ual exploitation of children, to mod-
ernize liabilities for such reports, to 
preserve the contents of such reports 
for 1 year, and for other purposes. 

S. 613 
At the request of Mr. TUBERVILLE, 

the names of the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CRUZ) and the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CASSIDY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 613, a bill to provide that 
for purposes of determining compliance 
with title IX of the Education Amend-
ments of 1972 in athletics, sex shall be 
recognized based solely on a person’s 
reproductive biology and genetics at 
birth. 

S. 626 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
626, a bill to recommend that the Cen-
ter for Medicare and Medicaid Innova-
tion test the effect of a dementia care 
management model, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 668 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 668, a bill to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins to honor 
and memorialize the tragedy of the 
Sultana steamboat explosion of 1865. 

S. 704 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
704, a bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for inter-
est-free deferment on student loans for 
borrowers serving in a medical or den-
tal internship or residency program. 

S. 754 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 754, a bill to amend the 
Richard B. Russell National School 
Lunch Act to modify requirements for 
local school wellness policies. 

S. 759 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. VANCE) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 759, a bill to authorize 
the National Detector Dog Training 
Center, and for other purposes. 

S. 761 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 

KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
761, a bill to combat forced organ har-
vesting and trafficking in persons for 
purposes of the removal of organs, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 815 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from Ar-
izona (Mr. KELLY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 815, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to the fe-
male telephone operators of the Army 
Signal Corps, known as the ‘‘Hello 
Girls’’ . 

S. 831 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 831, a bill to address 
transnational repression by foreign 
governments against private individ-
uals, and for other purposes. 

S. 838 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
838, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve access 
to mental health services under the 
Medicare program. 

S. 886 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) 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. 889 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 889, a bill to provide con-
sumer protections for students. 

S. 928 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 928, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to pre-
pare an annual report on suicide pre-
vention, and for other purposes. 

S. 954 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FETTERMAN) and the Sen-
ator from Alabama (Mrs. BRITT) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 954, a bill to 
provide for appropriate cost-sharing for 
insulin products covered under private 
health plans, and to establish a pro-
gram to support health care providers 
and pharmacies in providing dis-
counted insulin products to uninsured 
individuals. 

S. 1024 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) and the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. KELLY) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1024, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to award grants to eligible entities 
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to develop and implement a com-
prehensive program to promote student 
access to defibrillation in public ele-
mentary schools and secondary 
schools. 

S. 1159 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1159, a bill to amend the 
Equal Credit Opportunity Act to mod-
ify the requirements associated with 
small business loan data collection, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1161 
At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1161, a bill to amend the Food 
Security Act of 1985 to reauthorize the 
voluntary public access and habitat in-
centive program. 

S. 1176 
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 

names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. SMITH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1176, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Labor to issue an occupa-
tional safety and health standard that 
requires covered employers within the 
health care and social service indus-
tries to develop and implement a com-
prehensive workplace violence preven-
tion plan, and for other purposes. 

S. 1191 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. WARNOCK) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1191, a bill to direct the Direc-
tor of the Cybersecurity and Infra-
structure Security Agency to establish 
a K–12 Cybersecurity Technology Im-
provement Program, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1236 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1236, a bill to add suicide preven-
tion resources to school identification 
cards. 

S. 1256 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
VANCE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1256, a bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to require certain air car-
riers to provide reports with respect to 
maintenance, preventative mainte-
nance, or alterations, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1271 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the names of the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. SCHMITT) and the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1271, a 
bill to impose sanctions with respect to 
trafficking of illicit fentanyl and its 
precursors by transnational criminal 
organizations, including cartels, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1280 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 

names of the Senator from West Vir-

ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the Senator 
from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1280, a bill to 
require coordinated National Institute 
of Standards and Technology science 
and research activities regarding illicit 
drugs containing xylazine, novel syn-
thetic opioids, and other substances of 
concern, and for other purposes. 

S. 1288 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1288, a bill to ensure that con-
tractors of the Department of Agri-
culture comply with certain labor laws, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1323 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1323, a bill to create protec-
tions for financial institutions that 
provide financial services to State- 
sanctioned marijuana businesses and 
service providers for such businesses, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1334 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1334, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Defense to develop, in co-
operation with allies and partners in 
the Middle East, an integrated mari-
time domain awareness and interdic-
tion capability, and for other purposes. 

S. 1354 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1354, a bill to increase the quality 
and supply of child care and lower child 
care costs for families. 

S. 1375 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1375, a bill to amend title 
XXVII of the Public Health Service Act 
to apply additional payments, dis-
counts, and other financial assistance 
towards the cost-sharing requirements 
of health insurance plans, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1408 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1408, a bill to 
amend title 9, United States Code, with 
respect to arbitration of disputes in-
volving race discrimination. 

S. 1456 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1456, a bill to provide for cer-
tain energy development, permitting 
reforms, and for other purposes. 

S. 1512 
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. SMITH) and the Senator from Ken-

tucky (Mr. PAUL) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1512, a bill to amend the 
Federal Meat Inspection Act and the 
Poultry Products Inspection Act to 
allow for the interstate internet sales 
of certain State-inspected meat and 
poultry, and for other purposes. 

S. 1529 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1529, a bill to amend the 
Animal Welfare Act to provide for 
greater protection of roosters, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1566 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Iowa (Ms. 
ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1566, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Defense to identify certain aircraft 
shelters for aviation assets in the Indo- 
Pacific region and submit a plan to 
make improvements to such shelters, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1582 
At the request of Mr. WELCH, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1582, a bill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 
to expand the national organic certifi-
cation cost-share program into a com-
prehensive organic program, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1610 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) and the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1610, a bill to au-
thorize administrative absences and 
travel and transportation allowances 
for members of the Armed Forces to 
travel and obtain reproductive health 
care. 

S. 1624 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1624, a bill to re-
quire certain civil penalties to be 
transferred to a fund through which 
amounts are made available for the 
Gabriella Miller Kids First Pediatric 
Research Program at the National In-
stitutes of Health, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1641 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1641, a bill to require the Comp-
troller General of the United States to 
submit reports to Congress on theft of 
mail and United States Postal Service 
property, and for other purposes. 

S. 1666 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1666, a bill to amend 
the Animal Health Protection Act to 
reauthorize animal disease prevention 
and management programs. 
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S. 1669 

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1669, a bill to 
require the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to issue a rule requiring access 
to AM broadcast stations in motor ve-
hicles, and for other purposes. 

S. 1673 

At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1673, a bill to amend 
title XVIII to protect patient access to 
ground ambulance services under the 
Medicare program. 

S. 1684 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1684, a bill to amend the Richard 
B. Russell National School Lunch Act 
to establish a vehicle summer meal de-
livery pilot program, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1698 

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1698, a bill to require group health 
plans and group or individual health 
insurance coverage to provide coverage 
for over-the-counter contraceptives. 

S. 1714 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. WARNOCK) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1714, a bill to provide paid 
family leave benefits to certain indi-
viduals, and for other purposes. 

S. 1745 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
BRAUN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1745, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to expand access to the 
Veterans Community Care Program of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs to 
include certain veterans seeking men-
tal health or substance-use services, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1753 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1753, a bill to amend the 
Personal Responsibility and Work Op-
portunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 to 
allow individuals with drug offenses to 
receive benefits under the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program, 
and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 25 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 
Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CORNYN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S.J. Res. 25, a joint resolu-
tion providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, 
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Labor re-
lating to ‘‘Adverse Effect Wage Rate 
Methodology for the Temporary Em-
ployment of H–2A Nonimmigrants in 

Non-Range Occupations in the United 
States’’. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. PADILLA: 
S. 1771. A bill to authorize additional 

district judges for the district court for 
the eastern district of California; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 
rise to introduce the CASELOAD Act 
of 2023. 

This legislation would address the 
critical need for additional judges in 
California’s Eastern District, which 
faces disproportionately high work-
loads and significant litigation back-
logs. 

This legislation would add five new 
judges to the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia over the next 4 years to increase 
that court’s capacity to address the 
needs of its roughly 8.4 million citi-
zens. 

The bill adds the judges in three 
tranches. Two judges would be added in 
2025, one judge would be added in 2027, 
and two would be added in 2029. 

It also would authorize the funds nec-
essary for the additional positions. 

The Eastern District of California en-
compasses 34 counties and has roughly 
81⁄2 million residents. Despite this mas-
sive geographic size and population, 
the Eastern District has only six per-
manent judgeships and has not added a 
permanent seat since 1978. 

The judges of the Eastern District 
face a staggering caseload. The total 
pending cases per judge as of June 2022 
was 1,308, over 21⁄2 the national average 
for districts. 

The people of the Eastern District, as 
well as the hard-working judicial offi-
cers who serve them, would greatly 
benefit from the additional judgeships 
that this bill would add. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and 
Mr. CARPER): 

S. 1772. A bill to establish a national 
mercury monitoring program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 
rise today to introduce the Comprehen-
sive National Mercury Monitoring Act. 
I want to thank Senator CARPER, the 
chairman of the Senate Environment 
and Public Works Committee, for his 
partnership on this bill. Our bipartisan 
bill would help ensure that we have ac-
curate information about the extent of 
mercury pollution in the United 
States. 

Mercury is a potent neurotoxin. It 
poses significant ecological and public 
health concerns, especially for children 
and pregnant women. Mercury expo-
sure has gone down as U.S. mercury 
emissions have declined; however, lev-
els remain unacceptably high in some 
areas. It is estimated that nearly 
100,000 to 200,000 children born in the 
United States have been exposed to lev-
els of mercury in the womb that are 

high enough to impair their neuro-
logical development. This exposure can 
impose a lifelong disability. 

In Maine, some of our lands and bod-
ies of water face higher mercury pollu-
tion compared to the national average. 
Maine has been called the ‘‘tailpipe of 
the nation,’’ as the winds carry pollu-
tion, including mercury, from the west 
into Maine. 

A system for collecting information, 
such as we have for acid rain and other 
pollution, does not exist currently for 
mercury, even though it is a more 
toxic pollutant. A comprehensive na-
tional mercury monitoring network is 
needed to help protect human health 
and track the effect of emissions reduc-
tions. This monitoring network would 
also help policymakers, scientists, and 
the public better understand the 
sources, consequences, and trends in 
U.S. mercury pollution. 

Specifically, our legislation would do 
the following: First, it would direct the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in 
conjunction with the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, U.S. Geological Survey, Na-
tional Park Service, the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, 
and other appropriate Federal Agen-
cies, to establish a national mercury 
monitoring program. This program 
would be tasked to measure and mon-
itor mercury levels in the air and wa-
tersheds, water and soil chemistry, and 
in marine, freshwater, and terrestrial 
organisms at multiple sites across the 
Nation. 

Second, our bill would establish a sci-
entific advisory committee to advise 
on the establishment, site selection, 
measurement, recording protocols, and 
operations of the monitoring program. 

Third, our bill would establish a cen-
tralized database for existing and 
newly collected environmental mer-
cury data that can be accessed on the 
internet and that is compatible with 
similar international efforts. 

Fourth, our bill would require a re-
port to Congress every 2 years on the 
program, including trend data, and an 
assessment every 4 years of the reduc-
tion in mercury deposition rates that 
would need to be achieved in order to 
prevent adverse human and ecological 
effects. 

Fifth, the bill would authorize $95 
million over 3 years to carry out these 
activities. 

We must establish a comprehensive, 
robust national mercury monitoring 
network to provide the data needed to 
help make decisions that can protect 
the people of Maine and the Nation. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this important bipartisan legis-
lation, the Comprehensive National 
Mercury Monitoring Act. 

By Mr. PADILLA (for himself and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 1776. A bill to provide for the pro-
tection of and investment in certain 
Federal land in the State of California, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 
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Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 

rise to reintroduce the Protecting 
Unique and Beautiful Landscapes by 
Investing in California, PUBLIC Lands 
Act. This measure would increase pro-
tections for over 1 million acres of Fed-
eral public lands throughout northwest 
California, the central coast, and Los 
Angeles, including nearly 600,000 acres 
of new wilderness, more than 583 miles 
of new wild and scenic rivers, and over 
100,000 acres of an expanded national 
monument. 

This legislation would preserve our 
public lands for the benefit of current 
and future generations and help pro-
tect California communities from the 
impacts of the climate crisis. 

The PUBLIC Lands Act is grounded 
in the best conservation principles: It 
expands access to the outdoors for all, 
addresses disparities in access to na-
ture, supports locally led efforts, and is 
based on science. 

In northwest California, this bill 
would designate new wilderness, wild 
and scenic rivers, recreation and con-
servation areas, and forest and water-
shed restoration areas. Importantly, it 
would increase wildfire resiliency in 
northwest California, where the im-
pacts of the climate crisis have re-
sulted in more frequent and severe 
wildfires. 

Along the central coast, the bill 
would designate nearly 250,000 acres of 
public land in the Los Padres National 
Forest and Carrizo Plain National 
Monument as wilderness and establish 
a 400-mile-long Condor National Recre-
ation trail, stretching from Los Ange-
les to Monterey County. The designa-
tions in the bill would protect the Cen-
tral Valley’s abundant biodiversity, in-
cluding threatened and endangered spe-
cies. 

In Southern California, the bill would 
expand the San Gabriel Mountains Na-
tional Monument to include more of 
the San Gabriel Mountain range. Los 
Angeles County is one of the most 
park-poor, densely populated, and pol-
luted regions in the Nation, and this 
legislation would begin to rectify that 
by providing increased outdoor oppor-
tunities for Angelenos and ensuring 
that disadvantaged communities can 
benefit more easily from our public 
lands. 

I want to highlight that this legisla-
tion protects existing water rights, 
property rights, and land-use authori-
ties. The bill also does not create any 
new public lands—rather, it protects 
existing public lands through the des-
ignation as wilderness in order to keep 
these lands as untouched and wild as 
possible. 

The science is becoming increasingly 
clear that we must conserve 30 percent 
of our lands and waters by 2030 as part 
of our efforts to solve the climate cri-
sis, protect nature, and save America’s 
wildlife. This legislation would provide 
significant progress on that goal, help-
ing California and the Biden adminis-
tration meet our 30x30 goals and re-
verse the worst effects of climate 
change. 

The bill would also provide outdoor 
recreation opportunities for park-poor 
communities. It is imperative that as 
we conserve our public lands, we do so 
in a way that also reverses racial and 
economic disparities in access to na-
ture and parks. 

This bill enjoys the support of hun-
dreds of local municipalities and elect-
ed officials, community groups, and 
businesses and local outfitters. It is the 
product of significant public engage-
ment in the legislative process over 
decades. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
and conservation champions, Rep-
resentatives JARED HUFFMAN, SALUD 
CARBAJAL, and JUDY CHU, for cham-
pioning these bills in the House. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to pass the PUBLIC Lands 
Act as quickly as possible. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 227—CALL-
ING ON THE PRESIDENT TO SUP-
PORT THE CREATION OF AN 
INTERNATIONAL SPECIAL TRI-
BUNAL TO PROSECUTE RUSSIA’S 
AGGRESSION AGAINST UKRAINE 

Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 227 

Whereas on February 24, 2022, Russia un-
leashed a full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 
contravention of international law and the 
Charter of the United Nations; 

Whereas the Russian armed forces com-
mitted mass atrocities in Bucha, Irpin, 
Kherson, Izyum, Mariupol, Dnipro, and 
Ukrainian towns occupied by the Russian 
Federation, including rape, summary execu-
tion, and unlawful violence and threats 
against civilians; 

Whereas the Russian armed forces delib-
erately choose to target civilian infrastruc-
ture to terrorize Ukrainian citizens; 

Whereas on September 21, 2022, Ukrainian 
President Volodymyr Zelensky stated to the 
United Nations General Assembly that an 
aggression tribunal must be established as a 
‘‘signal to all ‘would-be’ aggressors, that 
they must value peace or be brought to re-
sponsibility by the world’’; 

Whereas on January 19, 2023, the European 
Parliament, by a vote of 472 to 19, called for 
the establishment of ‘‘a special international 
criminal tribunal for the crime of aggression 
against Ukraine’’ in order to ‘‘send a very 
clear signal to both Russian society and the 
international community that Putin and the 
Russian political and military leadership can 
be convicted for the crime of aggression in 
Ukraine’’; 

Whereas on March 27, 2023, the United 
States Ambassador-at-Large for Global 
Criminal Justice, Dr. Beth Van Schaack, 
stated, ‘‘There is no question that Russia’s 
aggression against Ukraine is a manifest vio-
lation of the UN Charter.’’; 

Whereas Article 2(4) of the Charter of the 
United Nations states, ‘‘All Members shall 
refrain in their international relations from 
the threat or use of force against the terri-
torial integrity or political independence of 
any state, or in any other manner incon-
sistent with the Purposes of the United Na-
tions.’’; 

Whereas United Nations General Assembly 
Resolution 3314 (XXIX), adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly on Decem-
ber 14, 1974, defines aggression as ‘‘the use of 
armed force by a State against the sov-
ereignty, territorial integrity or political 
independence of another State, or in any 
other manner inconsistent with the Charter 
of the United Nations, as set out in this Defi-
nition’’; 

Whereas Article 8 of the Rome Statute of 
the International Criminal Court, as amend-
ed by Resolution RC/Res. 6, adopted by the 
Review Conference at the 13th plenary meet-
ing on June 11, 2010, states, in part: ‘‘For the 
purpose of this Statute, ‘crime of aggression’ 
means the planning, preparation, initiation 
or execution, by a person in a position effec-
tively to exercise control over or to direct 
the political or military action of a State, of 
an act of aggression which, by its character, 
gravity and scale, constitutes a manifest vio-
lation of the Charter of the United Na-
tions.’’; 

Whereas on March 17, 2023, the Pre-Trial 
Chamber of the International Criminal Court 
issued arrest warrants for President Vladi-
mir Putin and Russian Commissioner for 
Children’s Rights Maria Lvova-Belova for 
their responsibility in the war crimes of un-
lawful deportation and transfer of children, 
and the International Criminal Court con-
tinues to investigate other international 
crimes within its jurisdiction that have been 
committed in Ukraine; 

Whereas the International Criminal Court 
has jurisdiction over war crimes, crimes 
against humanity, and genocide in Ukraine, 
but it does not have jurisdiction over crimes 
of aggression in Ukraine because neither 
Ukraine nor the Russian Federation have 
ratified the Rome Statute and its amend-
ments related to the crime of aggression; 

Whereas the Russian Federation has com-
mitted manifest aggression against the 
Ukrainian state for which its leadership 
must be held accountable; 

Whereas the international community 
must hold those responsible for these atroc-
ities to account for their actions, including 
Russian President Putin and all of the Mem-
bers of the Security Council of Russia; and 

Whereas an international special tribunal 
must be based on the adoption of a United 
Nations General Assembly Resolution: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns, in the strongest terms, the 

Russian Federation’s full-scale war and ag-
gression against Ukraine; 

(2) regards the Russian Federation’s ag-
gression in Ukraine as an affront to human-
ity and in contravention of international 
law; 

(3) calls on the United States to use its 
voice and vote in international institutions 
to support the creation of a special inter-
national criminal tribunal to hold account-
able the leaders of the Russian Federation 
who led and sanctioned aggression in 
Ukraine; 

(4) states its expectation that such a tri-
bunal will be formed pursuant to a United 
Nations General Assembly resolution put 
forward by friends of Ukraine that would— 

(A) direct the Secretary General of the 
United Nations to negotiate with Ukraine 
the terms of the tribunal’s scope; and 

(B) ensure that the role of the United Na-
tions— 

(i) would be complementary to the juris-
diction of the International Criminal Court; 
and 

(ii) would not limit or affect the jurisdic-
tion of the International Criminal Court, in-
cluding its exercise of jurisdiction over war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and pos-
sible genocide committed in the context of 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1848 May 31, 2023 
Russia’s ongoing aggression against Ukraine; 
and 

(5) stands with people of Ukraine in sup-
port of their freedom and Ukraine’s sov-
ereignty against tyranny. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 228—RECOG-
NIZING THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE INDIANA PACERS’ 1972– 
1973 AMERICAN BASKETBALL AS-
SOCIATION CHAMPIONSHIP AND 
THEIR THIRD AMERICAN BAS-
KETBALL ASSOCIATION CHAM-
PIONSHIP IN 5 SEASONS 

Mr. BRAUN (for himself and Mr. 
YOUNG) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation: 

S. RES. 228 

Whereas the Indiana Pacers were founded 
in 1967, as members of the American Basket-
ball Association; 

Whereas the Indiana Pacers won American 
Basketball Association Championships in 
the 1969–1970, 1971–1972, and 1972–1973 seasons 
and had 2 other championship appearances; 

Whereas, during the seasons between 1970 
and 1975, the Indiana Pacers averaged 51 wins 
per season; 

Whereas Mel Daniels, Freddie Lewis, Roger 
Brown, and Billy Keller were members of all 
3 Indiana Pacers championship teams; 

Whereas the 1973 Indiana Pacers champion-
ship team had a strong native Hoosier pres-
ence on the team; 

Whereas the 1973 Indiana Pacers champion-
ship team was built around George 
McGinnis, who attended George Washington 
Community High School in Indianapolis, In-
diana, and later attended Indiana University; 

Whereas Billy Keller attended George 
Washington Community High School in Indi-
anapolis, Indiana, and later attended Purdue 
University; 

Whereas Don Buse attended Holland High 
School in Holland, Indiana, and Evansville 
College in Evansville, Indiana; 

Whereas, during the 1972–1973 season, Don 
Buse, a rookie, made several contributions, 
and Gus Johnson, a National Basketball As-
sociation veteran at the end of his career, 
was brought onto the team to bring bench 
strength and leadership; 

Whereas the revived group finished with a 
51 to 33 record after winning 11 consecutive 
games late in the 1972–1973 season, the 
fourth-best record in the league behind the 
Carolina Cougars and the Kentucky Colonels 
in the East and the Utah Stars in the West; 

Whereas the Indiana Pacers took control of 
the 1972–1973 series by winning Game 4 on the 
home court of the Houston Rockets, as Billy 
Keller hit a game-winning 3-pointer from the 
left wing off a broken play with 14 seconds 
left for a 97 to 95 victory; 

Whereas that shot gained historical value 
in passing years because William Robert 
‘‘Slick’’ Leonard rose off the bench and 
shouted, ‘‘Boom, Baby!’’ as the ball dropped 
through the net; 

Whereas ‘‘Boom, Baby!’’ would become 
William Robert ‘‘Slick’’ Leonard’s signature 
call as a broadcaster on every 3-pointer by 
the Indiana Pacers in following decades; 

Whereas, on May 12, 1973, the Indiana Pac-
ers beat the Kentucky Colonels 88 to 81 in 
Game 7 of the American Basketball Associa-
tion Championship; and 

Whereas that win gave the Indiana Pacers 
their third and final American Basketball 
Association title, the most titles held by a 
team in the history of the American Basket-
ball Association: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) basketball has a rich history and pas-
sionate fan base in the Hoosier State and the 
Indiana Pacers have highlighted that rich 
history during the time in which they par-
ticipated in the American Basketball Asso-
ciation; and 

(2) the history of the Indiana Pacers and 
their storied legacy should be recognized, es-
pecially during 2023, which marks the 50th 
anniversary of the Indiana Pacers’ third and 
last American Basketball Association title 
and championship. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 229—DESIG-
NATING MAY 2023 AS ‘‘NATIONAL 
BRAIN TUMOR AWARENESS 
MONTH’’ 
Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr. MAR-

KEY, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. WARREN, Ms. 
SINEMA, and Mr. WARNOCK) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 229 
Whereas more than an estimated 94,390 in-

dividuals will be diagnosed with a primary 
brain tumor in the United States in 2023, and 
an estimated 93,470 individuals in the United 
States were diagnosed with a primary brain 
tumor in 2022; 

Whereas an estimated 1,000,000 Americans 
are living with a brain tumor in the United 
States; 

Whereas, in the United States, brain tu-
mors are— 

(1) the leading cause of death from cancer 
in children who are under 14 years of age and 
teens who are under 19 years of age; and 

(2) the second leading cause of death from 
cancer in young adults who are between 15 
and 39 years of age; 

Whereas the average 5-year survival rate 
for an individual in the United States fol-
lowing the diagnosis of a primary malignant 
brain tumor is only 35.7 percent; 

Whereas it is estimated that 18,990 individ-
uals in the United States will die as a result 
of a malignant brain tumor in 2023; 

Whereas brain tumors may be malignant 
or benign but can be life-threatening in ei-
ther case; 

Whereas treatment of brain tumors is com-
plicated by the fact that more than 100 types 
of brain tumors exist; 

Whereas the treatment and removal of 
brain tumors present significant challenges 
due to the uniquely complex and fragile na-
ture of the brain; 

Whereas brain tumors affect the primary 
organ in the human body that controls not 
only cognitive ability, but the actions of 
every other organ and limb in the body, lead-
ing to brain tumors being described as a dis-
ease that affects the whole individual; 

Whereas brain tumor research is supported 
by a number of private, nonprofit research 
foundations and by Federal medical research 
institutions; 

Whereas basic research may fuel advance-
ments and development of new treatments 
for brain tumors; 

Whereas obstacles to the development of 
new treatments for brain tumors remain, 
and there are limited strategies for the 
screening or early detection of brain tumors; 

Whereas, despite the high number of indi-
viduals diagnosed with a brain tumor every 
year and the devastating prognoses for those 
individuals, only a few treatments have been 
approved for malignant brain tumors since 
the 1980s and none of the treatments extend 
survival more than 2 years of life, on aver-
age, or are considered to be curative. 

Whereas the mortality rates associated 
with brain tumors have changed little during 

the 30-year period preceding the date of in-
troduction of this resolution; 

Whereas there is a need for greater public 
awareness of brain tumors, including the dif-
ficulties associated with research on brain 
tumors and the opportunities for advances in 
brain tumor research and treatment; and 

Whereas May 2023, during which brain 
tumor advocates nationwide unite in aware-
ness, outreach, and advocacy activities, is an 
appropriate month to recognize as ‘‘National 
Brain Tumor Awareness Month’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates May 2023 as ‘‘National Brain 

Tumor Awareness Month’’; 
(2) encourages increased public awareness 

of brain tumors to honor the individuals who 
have lost their lives to a brain tumor or cur-
rently live with a brain tumor diagnosis; 

(3) supports efforts to develop better treat-
ments for brain tumors that will improve the 
quality of life and the long-term prognoses of 
individuals diagnosed with a brain tumor; 

(4) expresses its support for individuals 
who are battling brain tumors, as well as the 
families, friends, and caregivers of those in-
dividuals; and 

(5) urges a collaborative approach to brain 
tumor research, which is a promising means 
of advancing understanding of, and treat-
ment for, brain tumors. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 230—RECOG-
NIZING THE 102ND ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE 1921 TULSA RACE MAS-
SACRE 
Ms. WARREN (for herself, Ms. COR-

TEZ MASTO, Mr. KAINE, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. SMITH, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
PADILLA, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. FETTERMAN, 
Mr. BROWN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. BOOK-
ER, and Mr. WARNER) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 230 

Whereas, in the early 20th century, de jure 
segregation confined the Black residents of 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, into the ‘‘Greenwood Dis-
trict’’, which they built into a thriving com-
munity with a nationally renowned entrepre-
neurial center known as the ‘‘Black Wall 
Street’’; 

Whereas, at the time, White supremacy 
and racist violence were common throughout 
the United States and went largely un-
checked by the justice system; 

Whereas reports of an alleged and disputed 
incident on the morning of May 30, 1921, be-
tween two teenagers, a Black man and a 
White woman, caused the White community 
of Tulsa, including the Tulsa Tribune, to call 
for a lynching amidst a climate of White ra-
cial hostility and White resentment over 
Black economic success; 

Whereas, on May 31, 1921, a mob of armed 
White men descended on the Greenwood Dis-
trict in Tulsa and launched what is now 
known as the ‘‘Tulsa Race Massacre’’; 

Whereas Tulsa municipal and county au-
thorities failed to take actions to calm or 
contain the violence, and civil and law en-
forcement officials deputized many White 
men who were participants in the violence as 
their agents, directly contributing to the vi-
olence through overt and often illegal acts; 

Whereas, over a period of 24 hours, the vio-
lence of the White mob led to the death of an 
estimated 300 Black residents, and over 800 
reports of injuries; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:09 Jun 01, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A31MY6.029 S31MYPT1S
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 S1849 May 31, 2023 
Whereas the White mob looted, damaged, 

burned, or otherwise destroyed approxi-
mately 40 square blocks of the Greenwood 
District, including an estimated 1,256 homes 
of Black residents, and virtually every other 
structure, including churches, schools, busi-
nesses, a hospital, and a library, leaving 
nearly 9,000 Black residents of Tulsa home-
less and effectively wiping out tens of mil-
lions of dollars in Black prosperity and 
wealth in Tulsa; 

Whereas, in the wake of the Tulsa Race 
Massacre, the Governor of Oklahoma de-
clared martial law, and units of the Okla-
homa National Guard participated in the 
mass arrests of all or nearly all of the sur-
viving residents of Greenwood, removing 
them from Greenwood to other parts of 
Tulsa and unlawfully detaining them in 
holding centers; 

Whereas Oklahoma local and State govern-
ments dismissed claims arising from the 1921 
Tulsa Race Massacre for decades, and the 
event was effectively erased from collective 
memory and history until, in 1997, the Okla-
homa State Legislature finally created a 
commission to study the event; 

Whereas, on February 28, 2001, the commis-
sion issued a report that detailed, for the 
first time, the extent of the Tulsa Race Mas-
sacre and decades-long efforts to suppress its 
recollection; 

Whereas none of the law enforcement offi-
cials or any of the hundreds of other White 
mob members who participated in the vio-
lence were ever prosecuted or held account-
able for the hundreds of lives lost and tens of 
millions of dollars of Black wealth de-
stroyed, despite the Tulsa Race Massacre 
Commission confirming their roles in the 
Tulsa Race Massacre, nor was any compensa-
tion ever provided to the victims of the 
Tulsa Race Massacre or their descendants; 

Whereas State government and city offi-
cials not only abdicated their responsibility 
to rebuild and repair the Greenwood commu-
nity in the wake of the violence, but actively 
blocked efforts to do so, contributing to con-
tinued racial disparities in Tulsa akin to 
those that Black people face across the 
United States; 

Whereas the pattern of violence against 
Black people in the United States, often at 
the hands of law enforcement, shows that 
the fight to end State-sanctioned violence 
against Black people continues; and 

Whereas this year marks the 102nd anni-
versary of the Tulsa Race Massacre: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the 102nd anniversary of the 

Tulsa Race Massacre; 
(2) acknowledges the historical signifi-

cance of this event as one of the largest sin-
gle instances of State-sanctioned violence 
against Black people in the history of the 
United States; 

(3) honors the lives and legacies of the esti-
mated 300 Black individuals who were killed 
during the Tulsa Race Massacre and the 
nearly 9,000 Black individuals who were left 
homeless and penniless; 

(4) condemns the participants of the Tulsa 
Race Massacre, including the White munic-
ipal officials and law enforcement who di-
rectly participated in or who aided and abet-
ted the unlawful violence; 

(5) condemns past and present efforts to 
cover up the truth and shield the White com-
munity, and especially State and local offi-
cials, from accountability for the Tulsa Race 
Massacre and other instances of violence at 
the hands of law enforcement; 

(6) condemns the continued legacy of rac-
ism, including systemic racism, and White 
supremacy against Black people in the 
United States, particularly in the form of po-
lice brutality; 

(7) encourages education about the Tulsa 
Race Massacre, including the horrors of the 
massacre itself, the history of White suprem-
acy that fueled the massacre, and subsequent 
attempts to deny or cover up the Tulsa Race 
Massacre, in all elementary and secondary 
education settings and in institutions of 
higher education in the United States; and 

(8) recognizes the commitment of Congress 
to acknowledge and learn from the history of 
racism and racial violence in the United 
States, including the Tulsa Race Massacre, 
to reverse the legacy of White supremacy 
and fight for racial justice. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 11—EXPRESSING THE NEED 
FOR THE SENATE TO PROVIDE 
ADVICE AND CONSENT TO RATI-
FICATION OF THE UNITED NA-
TIONS CONVENTION ON BIOLOGI-
CAL DIVERSITY 

Mr. PADILLA submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations: 

S. CON. RES. 11 

Whereas human actions are contributing 
to an unprecedented and increasing loss of 
biodiversity worldwide; 

Whereas nearly 1,000,000 species could be 
threatened with extinction; 

Whereas every United Nations member 
state has ratified the Convention on Biologi-
cal Diversity, done at Rio de Janeiro June 5, 
1992, with the exception of the United States; 

Whereas the United States signed the Con-
vention on Biological Diversity in 1993 but 
has not ratified the treaty; 

Whereas the United States, under current 
domestic law, is already legally compliant 
with the obligations of the Convention; 

Whereas Federal agencies often design 
their plans to align with Convention on Bio-
logical Diversity initiatives; 

Whereas the absence of the United States 
from the Convention on Biological Diversity 
limits the United States to holding the sta-
tus of an ‘‘observer’’ to deliberations and de-
cision making processes of the Convention 
on Biodiversity; 

Whereas, not being party to the Conven-
tion on Biological Diversity, the United 
States does not have a vote within the con-
vention, which diminishes our voice and in-
fluence; 

Whereas the decisions and rules made by 
the Convention on Biological Diversity af-
fect both national security and economic in-
terests of the United States in spite of the 
United States’ non-party status; 

Whereas the United States is one of the 
world’s largest contributors in international 
conservation funding and biological diver-
sity expertise; and 

Whereas we are inextricably inter-
connected on this planet, and the work of 
the Convention on Biological Diversity has a 
direct impact on all Americans: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is in the na-
tional interest for the Senate to provide its 
advice and consent for the ratification of the 
Convention on Biological Diversity, which 
was signed by the United States in New York 
on June 4, 1993. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 91. Mr. BRAUN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 

bill H.R. 3746, to provide for a responsible in-
crease to the debt ceiling; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 92. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 3746, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 93. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3746, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 94. Mr. VANCE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 3746, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 95. Mr. SCOTT of Florida submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3746, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 96. Mr. SCOTT of Florida submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3746, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 97. Mr. SCOTT of Florida submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3746, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 91. Mr. BRAUN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3746, to provide for 
a responsible increase to the debt ceil-
ing; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. RESCISSION OF DISCRETIONARY 

SPENDING AND HONORING DEBTS 
DURING A DEBT CEILING CRISIS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CURRENT FISCAL YEAR.—The term ‘‘cur-

rent fiscal year’’ means the fiscal year dur-
ing which the applicable rescission of discre-
tionary appropriations under subsection (b) 
occurs. 

(2) DEBT CEILING CRISIS PERIOD.—The term 
‘‘debt ceiling crisis period’’ means a period— 

(A) beginning on the date on which, but for 
subsection (c), the Secretary of the Treasury 
would not be able to issue obligations under 
chapter 31 of title 31, United States Code, or 
other obligations whose principal and inter-
est are guaranteed by the United States Gov-
ernment, because of the limit on the face 
amount of such obligations that may be out-
standing at one time under section 3101(b) of 
title 31, United States Code; and 

(B) ending on date on which the first meas-
ure suspending or increasing the limit under 
section 3101(b) of title 31, United States 
Code, is enacted into law after the date de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

(3) DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS.—The 
term ‘‘discretionary appropriations’’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 250(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 900(c)). 

(b) RESCISSION OF DISCRETIONARY SPEND-
ING.—For each discretionary appropriations 
account, effective on first day of a debt ceil-
ing crisis period, and every 30 days there-
after until the end of the debt ceiling crisis 
period, 1 percent of the amount provided for 
the discretionary appropriations account 
under the appropriation Act for the current 
fiscal year is permanently rescinded. 

(c) TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF DEBT CEIL-
ING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3101(b) of title 31, 
United States Code, shall not apply for the 
period— 

(A) beginning on the first day of a debt 
ceiling crisis period; and 

(B) ending on the last day of the debt ceil-
ing crisis period. 
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(2) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO OBLIGATIONS 

ISSUED DURING EXTENSION PERIOD.—Effective 
on the last day of a debt ceiling crisis period, 
the limitation in effect under section 3101(b) 
of title 31, United States Code, shall be in-
creased to the extent that— 

(A) the face amount of obligations issued 
under chapter 31 of such title and the face 
amount of obligations whose principal and 
interest are guaranteed by the United States 
Government (except guaranteed obligations 
held by the Secretary of the Treasury) out-
standing on the first day of the debt ceiling 
crisis period; exceeds 

(B) the face amount of such obligations 
outstanding on the last day of the debt ceil-
ing crisis period. 

(3) EXTENSION LIMITED TO NECESSARY OBLI-
GATIONS.—An obligation shall not be taken 
into account under paragraph (2)(A) unless 
the issuance of such obligation was nec-
essary to fund a commitment incurred pur-
suant to law by the Federal Government 
that required payment on or before the last 
day of the applicable debt ceiling crisis pe-
riod. 

(d) REPORTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the first day of a debt ceiling crisis pe-
riod, and every 30 days thereafter until the 
date that is 30 days after the end of the debt 
ceiling crisis period, the Director of the Of-
fice of Management shall submit to Congress 
a report detailing the rescission of discre-
tionary appropriations under subsection (b) 
with respect to the debt ceiling crisis period. 

(2) REVIEW BY GAO.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget submits 
each report under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to Congress a report evaluating the 
description of the rescission of discretionary 
appropriations in the report by the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget. 

SA 92. Mr. LEE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 3746, to provide for a re-
sponsible increase to the debt ceiling; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In division C, in section 311, strike sub-
section (a) and insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(o)(3) of the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2015(6)(o)(3)) is amended by striking subpara-
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A)(i) under 18 years of age; or 
‘‘(ii) in— 
‘‘(I) fiscal year 2023 over 51 years of age; 
‘‘(II) fiscal year 2024 over 53 years of age; 
‘‘(III) fiscal year 2025 and each fiscal year 

thereafter over 55 years of age;’’. 

SA 93. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3746, to provide for 
a responsible increase to the debt ceil-
ing; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. IMPOSITION OF DUTIES TO BALANCE 

TRADE WITH THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF CHINA. 

(a) CALCULATION OF TRADE WITH THE PEO-
PLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA.—Not later than 
January 31 of each year, the President shall 
calculate and publish in the Federal Reg-
ister, for the preceding calendar year— 

(1) the total value of articles imported into 
the United States from the People’s Republic 
of China; and 

(2) the total value of articles exported from 
the United States to the People’s Republic of 
China. 

(b) IMPOSITION OF DUTIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If the total value cal-

culated under paragraph (1) of subsection (a) 
exceeds the total value calculated under 
paragraph (2) of that subsection for the pre-
ceding calendar year, the President shall im-
pose an additional duty with respect to each 
article imported into the United States from 
the People’s Republic of China of 25 percent 
ad valorem. 

(2) ADDITIONAL DUTIES.—A duty imposed 
under paragraph (1) shall be in addition to 
any duty previously applicable with respect 
to an article. 

(c) CONTINUED IMPOSITION OF DUTIES.—The 
duties imposed under subsection (b) with re-
spect to articles imported into the United 
States from the People’s Republic of China 
shall remain in effect until the total value 
calculated under paragraph (1) of subsection 
(a) is equal to or less than the total value 
calculated under paragraph (2) of that sub-
section for the preceding calendar year. 

SA 94. Mr. VANCE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 3746, to provide for 
a responsible increase to the debt ceil-
ing; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE lll—INCOME TAX PROVISIONS 
SEC. l01. AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this title an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986. 

Subtitle A—Repeal of Electric Vehicle 
Incentives 

SEC. l11. CLEAN VEHICLE CREDIT. 
(a) PER VEHICLE DOLLAR LIMITATION.—Sec-

tion 30D(b) is amended by striking para-
graphs (2) and (3) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) BASE AMOUNT.—The amount deter-
mined under this paragraph is $2,500. 

‘‘(3) BATTERY CAPACITY.—In the case of a 
vehicle which draws propulsion energy from 
a battery with not less than 5 kilowatt hours 
of capacity, the amount determined under 
this paragraph is $417, plus $417 for each kilo-
watt hour of capacity in excess of 5 kilowatt 
hours. The amount determined under this 
paragraph shall not exceed $5,000.’’. 

(b) FINAL ASSEMBLY.—Section 30D(d) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (E), by adding ‘‘and’’ 

at the end, 
(B) in subparagraph (F)(ii), by striking the 

comma at the end and inserting a period, and 
(C) by striking subparagraph (G), and 
(2) by striking paragraph (5). 
(c) DEFINITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30D(d), as amend-

ed by subsection (b), is amended— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘CLEAN’’ 

and inserting ‘‘QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR’’, 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘clean’’ and inserting 
‘‘qualified plug-in electric drive motor’’, 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘quali-
fied’’ before ‘‘manufacturer’’, 

(iii) in subparagraph (F)(i), by striking ‘‘7’’ 
and inserting ‘‘4’’, and 

(iv) by striking subparagraph (H), 
(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘QUALIFIED 

MANUFACTURER’’ and inserting ‘‘MANUFAC-
TURER’’, and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘The term ‘qualified manu-
facturer’ means’’ and all that follows 

through the period and inserting ‘‘The term 
‘manufacturer’ has the meaning given such 
term in regulations prescribed by the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency for purposes of the administration of 
title II of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521 et 
seq.).’’, and 

(D) by striking paragraph (6). 
(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 30D 

is amended— 
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘new 

clean vehicle’’ and inserting ‘‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’’, and 

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘new 
clean vehicle’’ and inserting ‘‘new qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’’. 

(d) CRITICAL MINERAL REQUIREMENTS RE-
MOVED.—Section 30D is amended by striking 
subsection (e). 

(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF VEHICLES EL-
IGIBLE FOR CREDIT RESTORED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30D is amended by 
inserting after subsection (d) the following: 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF NEW QUALI-
FIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE MOTOR VEHI-
CLES ELIGIBLE FOR CREDIT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a new 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
sold during the phaseout period, only the ap-
plicable percentage of the credit otherwise 
allowable under subsection (a) shall be al-
lowed. 

‘‘(2) PHASEOUT PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the phaseout period is the 
period beginning with the second calendar 
quarter following the calendar quarter which 
includes the first date on which the number 
of new qualified plug-in electric drive motor 
vehicles manufactured by the manufacturer 
of the vehicle referred to in paragraph (1) 
sold for use in the United States after De-
cember 31, 2009, is at least 200,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent for the first 2 calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, 

‘‘(B) 25 percent for the 3rd and 4th calendar 
quarters of the phaseout period, and (C) 

‘‘(C) 0 percent for each calendar quarter 
thereafter. 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 30B(f)(4) shall apply for 
purposes of this subsection.’’. 

(2) EXCLUDED ENTITIES.—Section 30D(d), as 
amended by Public Law 117–169, is amended 
by striking paragraph (7). 

(f) SPECIAL RULES REPEALED.—Section 
30D(f) is amended by striking paragraphs (8), 
(9), (10), and (11). 

(g) TRANSFER OF CREDIT REPEALED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30D is amended by 

striking subsection (g). 
(2) RESTORATION OF TEXT RELATING TO 

PLUG-IN ELECTRIC VEHICLES.—Section 30D is 
amended by inserting after subsection (f) the 
following: 

‘‘(g) CREDIT ALLOWED FOR 2- AND 3-WHEELED 
PLUG-IN ELECTRIC VEHICLES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
2- or 3-wheeled plug-in electric vehicle— 

‘‘(A) there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to the sum 
of the applicable amount with respect to 
each such qualified 2- or 3-wheeled plug-in 
electric vehicle placed in service by the tax-
payer during the taxable year, and 

‘‘(B) the amount of the credit allowed 
under subparagraph (A) shall be treated as a 
credit allowed under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the applicable amount is an 
amount equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) 10 percent of the cost of the qualified 
2- or 3-wheeled plug-in electric vehicle, or 

‘‘(B) $2,500. 
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‘‘(3) QUALIFIED 2- OR 3-WHEELED PLUG-IN 

ELECTRIC VEHICLE.—The term ‘qualified 2- or 
3-wheeled plug-in electric vehicle’ means any 
vehicle which— 

‘‘(A) has 2 or 3 wheels, 
‘‘(B) meets the requirements of subpara-

graphs (A), (B), (C), (E), and (F) of subsection 
(d)(1) (determined by substituting ‘2.5 kilo-
watt hours’ for ‘4 kilowatt hours’ in subpara-
graph (F)(i)), 

‘‘(C) is manufactured primarily for use on 
public streets, roads, and highways, 

‘‘(D) is capable of achieving a speed of 45 
miles per hour or greater, and 

‘‘(E) is acquired— 
‘‘(i) after December 31, 2011, and before 

January 1, 2014, or 
‘‘(ii) in the case of a vehicle that has 2 

wheels, after December 31, 2014, and before 
January 1, 2022.’’. 

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS REVERSED.— 
Section 30D(f), as amended by Public Law 
117–169, is amended— 

(A) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) PROPERTY USED BY TAX-EXEMPT ENTI-
TY.—In the case of a vehicle the use of which 
is described in paragraph (3) or (4) of section 
50(b) and which is not subject to a lease, the 
person who sold such vehicle to the person or 
entity using such vehicle shall be treated as 
the taxpayer that placed such vehicle in 
service, but only if such person clearly dis-
closes to such person or entity in a docu-
ment the amount of any credit allowable 
under subsection (a) with respect to such ve-
hicle (determined without regard to sub-
section (c)). For purposes of subsection (c), 
property to which this paragraph applies 
shall be treated as of a character subject to 
an allowance for depreciation.’’, and 

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘, includ-
ing any vehicle with respect to which the 
taxpayer elects the application of subsection 
(g)’’. 

(h) TERMINATION REPEALED.—Section 30D is 
amended by striking subsection (h). 

(i) ADDITIONAL CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The heading of section 30D is amended 

by striking ‘‘CLEAN VEHICLE CREDIT’’ and in-
serting ‘‘NEW QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC 
DRIVE MOTOR VEHICLES’’. 

(2) Section 30B is amended— 
(A) in subsection (h)(8) by inserting ‘‘, ex-

cept that no benefit shall be recaptured if 
such property ceases to be eligible for such 
credit by reason of conversion to a qualified 
plug-in electric drive motor vehicle’’, before 
the period at the end, and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (h) the 
following subsection: 

‘‘(i) PLUG-IN CONVERSION CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), the plug-in conversion credit de-
termined under this subsection with respect 
to any motor vehicle which is converted to a 
qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicle 
is 10 percent of so much of the cost of the 
converting such vehicle as does not exceed 
$40,000. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED PLUG-IN ELECTRIC DRIVE 
MOTOR VEHICLE.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified plug-in electric 
drive motor vehicle’ means any new quali-
fied plug-in electric drive motor vehicle (as 
defined in section 30D, determined without 
regard to whether such vehicle is made by a 
manufacturer or whether the original use of 
such vehicle commences with the taxpayer). 

‘‘(3) CREDIT ALLOWED IN ADDITION TO OTHER 
CREDITS.—The credit allowed under this sub-
section shall be allowed with respect to a 
motor vehicle notwithstanding whether a 
credit has been allowed with respect to such 
motor vehicle under this section (other than 
this subsection) in any preceding taxable 
year. 

‘‘(4) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply to conversions made after Decem-
ber 31, 2011.’’. 

(3) Section 38(b)(30) is amended by striking 
‘‘clean’’ and inserting ‘‘qualified plug-in 
electric drive motor’’. 

(4) Section 6213(g)(2) is amended by strik-
ing subparagraph (T). 

(5) Section 6501(m) is amended by striking 
‘‘30D(f)(6)’’ and inserting ‘‘30D(e)(4)’’. 

(6) The table of sections for subpart B of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 30D and inserting after the item re-
lating to section 30C the following item: 
‘‘Sec. 30D. New qualified plug-in electric 

drive motor vehicles.’’. 
(j) GROSS UP REPEALED.—Section 13401 of 

Public Law 117–169 is amended by striking 
subsection (j). 

(k) TRANSITION RULE REPEALED.—Section 
13401 of Public Law 117–169 is amended by 
striking subsection (l). 

(l) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraphs (2), (3), (4), and (5), the amend-
ments made by this section shall apply to ve-
hicles placed in service after December 31, 
2022. 

(2) FINAL ASSEMBLY.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b) shall apply to vehi-
cles sold after August 16, 2022. 

(3) MANUFACTURER LIMITATION.—The 
amendment made by subsections (d) and (e) 
shall apply to vehicles sold after December 
31, 2022. 

(4) TRANSFER OF CREDIT.—The amendments 
made by subsection (g) shall apply to vehi-
cles placed in service after December 31, 2023. 

(5) TRANSITION RULE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (k) shall take effect as if 
included in Public Law 117–169. 
SEC. l12. REPEAL OF CREDIT FOR PREVIOUSLY- 

OWNED CLEAN VEHICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
striking section 25E (and by striking the 
item relating to such section in the table of 
sections for such subpart). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
6213(g)(2) is amended by striking subpara-
graph (U). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to vehicles 
acquired after December 31, 2022. 
SEC. l13. REPEAL OF CREDIT FOR QUALIFIED 

COMMERCIAL CLEAN VEHICLES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 is amended by 
striking section 45W (and by striking the 
item relating to such section in the table of 
sections for such subpart). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 38(b) is amended by striking 

paragraph (37). 
(2) Section 6213(g)(2) is amended by strik-

ing subparagraph (V). 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to vehicles 
acquired after December 31, 2022. 
SEC. l14. ALTERNATIVE FUEL REFUELING PROP-

ERTY CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 30C(i) is amended 

by striking ‘‘December 31, 2032’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2021’’. 

(b) PROPERTY OF A CHARACTER SUBJECT TO 
DEPRECIATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 30C(a) is amended 
by striking ‘‘(6 percent in the case of prop-
erty of a character subject to depreciation)’’. 

(2) MODIFICATION OF CREDIT LIMITATION.— 
Subsection (b) of section 30C is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘with respect to any single 

item of’’ and inserting ‘‘with respect to all’’, 
and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘at a location’’ before 
‘‘shall not exceed’’, and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$100,000 
in the case of any such item of property’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$30,000 in the case of a property’’. 

(3) BIDIRECTIONAL CHARGING EQUIPMENT NOT 
INCLUDED; ELIGIBLE CENSUS TRACT REQUIRE-
MENT REMOVED.—Section 30C(c) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED ALTERNATIVE FUEL VEHICLE 
REFUELING PROPERTY.—For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘qualified alternative fuel 
vehicle refueling property’ has the same 
meaning as the term ‘qualified clean-fuel ve-
hicle refueling property’ would have under 
section 179A if— 

‘‘(1) paragraph (1) of section 179A(d) did not 
apply to property installed on property 
which is used as the principal residence 
(within the meaning of section 121) of the 
taxpayer, and 

‘‘(2) only the following were treated as 
clean-burning fuels for purposes of section 
179A(d): 

‘‘(A) Any fuel at least 85 percent of the vol-
ume of which consists of one or more of the 
following: ethanol, natural gas, compressed 
natural gas, liquified natural gas, liquefied 
petroleum gas, or hydrogen. 

‘‘(B) Any mixture— 
‘‘(i) which consists of two or more of the 

following: biodiesel (as defined in section 
40A(d)(1)), diesel fuel (as defined in section 
4083(a)(3)), or kerosene, and 

‘‘(ii) at least 20 percent of the volume of 
which consists of biodiesel (as so defined) de-
termined without regard to any kerosene in 
such mixture. 

‘‘(C) Electricity.’’. 
(c) CERTAIN ELECTRIC CHARGING STATIONS 

NOT INCLUDED AS QUALIFIED ALTERNATIVE 
FUEL VEHICLE REFUELING PROPERTY; WAGE 
AND APPRENTICESHIP REQUIREMENTS RE-
MOVED.—Section 30C is amended by striking 
subsections (f) and (g) and redesignating sub-
sections (h) and (i) as subsections (f) and (g), 
respectively. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2021. 
Subtitle B—Elimination of Marriage Penalty 

SEC. l21. EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32(b)(2)(B) is 

amended by striking ‘‘increased by $5,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘equal to 200 percent of the 
amount otherwise applicable under such sub-
paragraph’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2022. 

SA 95. Mr. SCOTT of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3746, 
to provide for a responsible increase to 
the debt ceiling; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. PRIORITIZE OBLIGATIONS ON THE 

DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC, SOCIAL 
SECURITY BENEFITS, MEDICARE, 
VETERANS, AND MILITARY PAY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If the debt of the United 
States Government reaches the statutory 
limit under section 3101 of title 31, United 
States Code, the following obligations shall 
take equal priority over all other obligations 
incurred by the United States Government: 

(1) The authority of the Department of the 
Treasury provided under section 3123 of title 
31, United States Code, to pay with legal ten-
der the principal and interest on debt held by 
the public. 

(2) The authority of the Commissioner of 
Social Security to pay monthly old-age, sur-
vivors’, and disability insurance benefits 
under title II of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 401 et seq.). 
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(3) The payment of pay and allowances for 

members of the Armed Forces on active duty 
and members of the United States Coast 
Guard. 

(4) The payment of compensation and pen-
sions, and payments for medical services, 
provided by the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 

(5) The Medicare programs under parts A, 
B, C, and D of title XVIII of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395c et seq.). 

(b) LIMITED DEBT LIMIT AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary of the 

Treasury determines, after consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, that incoming revenue will not 
be sufficient to pay the priority obligations 
specified under subsection (a) over an up-
coming 2-week period during a period during 
which the debt of the United States Govern-
ment has reached the statutory limit under 
section 3101 of title 31, United States Code— 

(A) the Secretary, in coordination with the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, shall notify Congress of the amount 
of the expected revenue shortfall from the 
revenue required to pay in full the priority 
obligations specified under subsection (a) for 
such 2-week period; and 

(B) the amount of the limit on debt held by 
the public under section 3101 of title 31, 
United States Code, shall be increased by the 
amount of the expected revenue shortfall. 

(2) EXCESS REVENUE.—If incoming revenue 
exceeds the amount projected under para-
graph (1), any amount in excess shall be held 
in reserve and applied to the following 2- 
week period. 

SA 96. Mr. SCOTT of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3746, 
to provide for a responsible increase to 
the debt ceiling; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 251 and insert the following: 
SEC. 251. RESCISSION OF CERTAIN BALANCES 

MADE AVAILABLE TO THE INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE. 

The unobligated balances of amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by 
paragraphs (1)(A)(ii), (1)(A)(iii), (1)(B), (2), (3), 
(4), and (5) of section 10301 of Public Law 117– 
169 (commonly known as the ‘‘Inflation Re-
duction Act of 2022’’) as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act are rescinded. 

SA 97. Mr. SCOTT of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 3746, 
to provide for a responsible increase to 
the debt ceiling; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

In division C, strike sections 311 and 312 
and insert the following: 
SEC. 311. SNAP WORK REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) REPEAL OF WAIVER.—Section 2301 of the 
Families First Coronavirus Response Act (7 
U.S.C. 2011 note; Public Law 116–127) is re-
pealed. 

(b) WORK REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(o) of the Food 

and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(o)) is 
amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, or, 
in the case of a parent or other member of a 
household with responsibility for a depend-
ent child, 6 months (consecutive or other-
wise),’’ before ‘‘during which’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘50’’ 

and inserting ‘‘60’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C), by adding ‘‘under 

6 years of age’’ before the semicolon at the 
end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end after the semicolon; 

(iv) in subparagraph (E), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F)(i) responsible for a dependent indi-

vidual; and 
‘‘(ii) married to, and resides with, an indi-

vidual who is in compliance with the require-
ments of paragraph (2).’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (6)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(H)’’ 

and inserting ‘‘(G)’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘(F) 

and (H)’’ and inserting ‘‘(E) and (G)’’; 
(iii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘(F) 

through (H)’’ and inserting ‘‘(E) through 
(G)’’; 

(iv) by striking subparagraph (E); 
(v) by redesignating subparagraphs (F) 

through (H) as subparagraphs (E) through 
(G), respectively; and 

(vi) in subparagraph (E) (as so redesig-
nated), by striking ‘‘(C), (D), or (E)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(C) or (D)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
16(h)(1)(E)(ii)(I) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(h)(1)(E)(ii)(I)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘3-month period’’ and 
inserting ‘‘3-month or 6-month period, as ap-
plicable,’’. 
SEC. 312. WORK REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC 

HOUSING AND TENANT-BASED RENT-
AL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) PUBLIC HOUSING.—Section 3 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(e) WORK REQUIREMENTS FOR FAMILIES.— 
The requirements described in section 6(o) of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2015(o)) shall apply with respect to any indi-
vidual who— 

‘‘(1) is a member of a family residing in a 
public housing dwelling; and 

‘‘(2) is not exempted from those require-
ments under paragraph (3) of such section.’’. 

(b) TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 8(o) of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(o)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(22) WORK REQUIREMENTS FOR FAMILIES.— 
The requirements described in section 6(o) of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2015(o)) shall apply with respect to any indi-
vidual who— 

‘‘(A) is a member of a family receiving ten-
ant-based assistance; and 

‘‘(B) is not exempted from those require-
ments under paragraph (3) of such section.’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I 
have 10 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 BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Banking, Housing, 

and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, May 31, 2023, at 10 a.m.,. 
to conduct a 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, May 31, 2023, at 9:45 a.m., 
to conduct a business meeting. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, May 
31, 2023, at 2:15 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, May 31, 2023, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 31, 
2023, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, May 
31, 2023, at 3 p.m., to conduct a hearing 
on a nomination. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel-

ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, May 31, 2023, at 2:30 p.m., to con-
duct a closed hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON EMERGING THREATS AND 
SPENDING OVERSIGHT 

The Subcommittee on Emerging 
Threats and Spending Oversight of the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, May 31, 2023, at 10:15 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FISHERIES, WATER, AND 
WILDLIFE 

The Subcommittee on Fisheries, 
Water, and Wildlife of the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 31, 
2023, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NEAR EAST, SOUTH ASIA, 
CENTRAL ASIA, AND COUNTERTERRORISM 

The Subcommittee on Near East, 
South Asia, Central Asia, and Counter-
terrorism of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is authorized to meet du ring 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, May 31, 2023, at 10 a.m., to conduct 
a hearing. 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 3746 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there is a bill at the desk, and 
I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3746) to provide for a respon-

sible increase to the debt ceiling. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I now 
ask for a second reading and in order to 
place the bill on the calendar under the 
provisions of rule XIV, I object to my 
own request. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 

The bill will be read for the second 
time on the next legislative day. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10:11 P.M. 
TONIGHT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to adjourn until 10:11 p.m. to-
night. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:10 p.m., 

adjourned until Wednesday, May 31, 
2023, at 10:11 p.m. 
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∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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HONORING JAMES ‘‘JIM’’ TUTT, JR. 

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Jim Tutt, who was cruelly 
taken from us too soon at the Old National 
Bank Shooting in Louisville on April 10th. 

Jim was a loving and dedicated man who 
put his family and faith before all else. A 
Frankfort native and University of Kentucky 
alum, he spent the majority of his impressive 
career in the financial industry and worked for 
Old National Bank since 2015, always willing 
to lend a hand to his colleagues. 

Jim’s friends and loved ones described him 
as a deeply caring person, a great community 
leader, and someone who was so proud of his 
entire family. 

Jim dedicated his time and resources to 
lending a hand wherever help was needed 
within his church and community. He will be 
remembered by his family, friends, and com-
munity as a faithful friend who found his own 
joy from spreading joy to others. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MARK POCAN 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I was not present 
for 3 Roll Call votes in the House on Tuesday, 
May 30, 2023. Had I been present, I would 
have voted in the following manner: YEA on 
Roll Call No. 238, H.R. 2795, Enhancing Multi- 
Class Share Disclosures Act, YEA on Roll Call 
No. 239, H.R. 2792, Small Entity Update Act, 
and YEA on Roll Call No. 240, H.R. 2796, 
Promoting Opportunities for Non-Traditional 
Capital Formation Act. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DARIN LaHOOD 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I had to miss 
votes on May 30, 2023 due to official business 
in my district. Had I been present, I would 
have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 238—H.R. 
2792; YEA on Roll Call No. 239—H.R. 2795; 
and YEA on Roll Call No. 240—H.R. 2796. 

f 

HONORING JOSH BARRICK 

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Josh Barrick, who was cru-

elly taken from us too soon at the Old National 
Bank Shooting in Louisville on April 10th. 

Josh was a devoted husband and father 
who loved his family and friends above all 
else. His family said, ‘‘To know Josh is to love 
Josh; he was a friend to all.’’ A Louisville na-
tive, he graduated from Trinity High School 
and attended college at Xavier University. 
Josh went on to become Senior Vice Presi-
dent of Commercial Real Estate at Old Na-
tional Bank while devoting his free time to 
Holy Trinity Catholic Church and coaching first 
and second grade basketball teams. 

Josh was just a few years younger than I 
am, and he leaves behind a wife and two 
young children. Josh’s wife Jessica asked me 
to share that Josh was the center of their fam-
ily; he was an amazing dad, and the family 
misses him so much. 

His devastating and premature loss is deep-
ly felt by our community. He will forever live 
on in our hearts, our prayers, and our memo-
ries. 

f 

SOUTH DAKOTAN AWARDED 
SPIRIT OF AMERICA AWARD 

HON. DUSTY JOHNSON 
OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the achievements 
of RF Buche, a fourth-generation South Da-
kota grocer. It was recently announced that 
Mr. Buche is receiving the National Grocers 
Association Spirit of America Award to recog-
nize his unwavering dedication to the inde-
pendent grocery industry and his outstanding 
contributions to South Dakota communities. 

RF has dedicated himself to expanding food 
access in rural and remote communities 
throughout South Dakota, including the Pine 
Ridge Reservation, which sits 80 miles from 
the closest grocery store. Buche has identified 
innovative ways to serve surrounding commu-
nities fresh and healthy foods through commu-
nity food lockers, online SNAP, and through 
his non-profit hunger foundation. 

Not only does he make a difference through 
his actions, but he is a tireless advocate for 
his industry. 

He welcomes policymakers like me into his 
stores to discuss the issues impacting Amer-
ica’s grocery shoppers. Over the last few 
months, he testified before the House Rules 
Committee and represented the industry at the 
White House Conference on Hunger working 
to advance initiatives aimed at eradicating 
food deserts. Finally, he has been a staunch 
advocate for competition policy and antitrust 
reform. 

I rise today to applaud and congratulate RF 
Buche and recognize his remarkable achieve-
ments and dedication to the independent gro-
cery industry. His work has left a profound im-
pact on many South Dakotan communities 
and his efforts remind us of the critical role 

independent grocers play in ensuring food se-
curity and nourishing our Nation. 

Congratulations to RF. This award is right-
fully earned. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MS. CELIANA 
TUPUA-DENSER 

HON. MARILYN STRICKLAND 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor a standout member of the South 
Sound community. I would like to recognize 
Ms. Celiana Tupua-Denser and her remark-
able work as a Registered Nurse for patients 
in our community, as well as her dedication to 
her nursing students as an instructor of Prac-
tical Nursing at Clover Park Technical College. 

After graduating from the Practical Nursing 
Program at Clover Park Technical College and 
receiving her Registered Nurse license, 
Celiana continued her studies in nursing while 
working as a cardiac nurse. 

After earning her Bachelor of Science in 
Nursing from the University of Washington Ta-
coma, Celiana decided to give back to the 
communities that supported her dream by join-
ing the faculty at her alma mater, Clover Park 
Technical College. As a current Master of 
Nursing student at the University of Wash-
ington Tacoma and a tenure-track faculty 
member at Clover Park Technical College, 
Celiana continues to make education a priority 
not only for herself, but for the future nurses 
that she teaches. 

In the classroom, Celiana focuses on deliv-
ering holistic patient care with an eye towards 
equity. By using simulators to create scenarios 
that students might face in the industry, 
Celiana takes advantage of available tech-
nology and resources to better prepare stu-
dents for their nursing careers. 

As National Nurses Month comes to a 
close, I am proud to shine a spotlight on Ms. 
Celiana Tupua-Denser, a service-oriented 
nurse and educator we can all learn from. 

f 

HONORING PETER L. GOVE 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor Peter L. Gove. Peter will be recognized 
later this week by his colleagues, friends and 
family for more than 50 years of exceptional 
leadership to conserve Minnesota’s environ-
ment, especially its rivers and national parks. 

Thanks in no small part to Peter’s efforts, 
Minnesota’s Fourth Congressional District has 
two incredible national parks to enjoy in our 
front and back yards—the Mississippi National 
River and Recreation Area (MNRRA) and the 
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St. Croix National Scenic Riverway. Peter gets 
results the old-fashioned way—by earning 
them—through tireless advocacy, vision and 
forging lasting relationships. When he sees a 
need for action, he doesn’t just talk about it, 
he rolls up his sleeves and does something to 
protect cherished natural places for everyone. 

Peter’s success at advocacy draws on his 
experience as former Chief of the National 
Park Service Office of Legislation in the Car-
ter/Mondale Administration and lead environ-
mental staffer and later Commissioner for the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency under 
former Governor Wendell Anderson. He 
worked closely with the late Congressman 
Vento and late Senator Durenberger to secure 
passage of legislation designating MNRRA as 
a national park in Congress in 1988. He was 
appointed the first chairman of the Mississippi 
River Commission by the Secretary of the In-
terior to develop a comprehensive plan for 
MNRRA and founded Friends of the Mis-
sissippi River (FMR in 1993 and remains on 
its board. 

Later, he worked with former Vice President 
Walter Mondale to expand the St. Croix River 
Association. He is an outspoken supporter of 
protecting Mid west national parks from ever 
present development pressures, particularly 
when they threaten the water resources and 
scenic beauty of our national parks. 

After his effective service in the public sec-
tor, Peter had an equally distinguished career 
as an executive for two Minnesota tech com-
panies, St. Jude Medical, Inc. and Control 
Data Corporation, before retiring in 2005. 
Throughout his various roles, he remains en-
gaged in the community and in protecting our 
special natural places. 

Peter served as past chair of the St. Croix 
River Association Board, Trust for Public Land 
Minnesota Advisory Board, and the National 
Park Conservation Association Upper Midwest 
Regional Council. He is also a Trustee of 
Northland College in Ashland, Wisconsin and 
chair of the Episcopal Homes of Minnesota 
Board. 

His ongoing work for protection of resources 
and increased federal funding for parks, has 
earned him numerous and well-deserved hon-
ors, including NPCA’s Marjory Stoneman 
Douglas Award, Wild Rivers Conservancy’s 
Nelson-Mondale Legacy Award, and the De-
partment of the Interior Public Service award 
in 1995 from then-Secretary of Interior Babbitt. 

It has been a privilege to call Peter a trusted 
ally, advisor, and friend throughout my service 
in Congress. I have always found him to be a 
knowledgeable and passionate advocate for 
the issues he cares about, and I look forward 
to joining Peter and family later this week at 
an event to honor his decades of extraordinary 
public service. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in this well-de-
served tribute to Peter. I wish him, his wife 
Mary, and his children and grandchildren all 
the best. 

f 

HONORING JULIANA FARMER 

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Juliana Farmer, who was 

cruelly taken from us too soon at the Old Na-
tional Bank Shooting in Louisville on April 
10th. 

Juliana was known by her friends and family 
as a beautiful soul inside and out, who made 
people better just by talking to her. A Hender-
son County native, Juliana moved to Jefferson 
County three weeks prior to the shooting to 
work as a loan analyst while simultaneously 
pursuing a degree in business administration 
at Ivy Tech Community College. 

When I spoke to Juliana’s mother, she de-
scribed her daughter as ‘‘a sensitive person 
who loved everyone and everything, she was 
a joy to have as a child, a very intelligent 
woman . . . she was a dedicated woman who 
had a pure heart and cared.’’ 

Juliana will be remembered by her friends, 
family, loved ones, and the people of Louis-
ville as a hardworking and loving daughter, 
sister, mother, and grandmother. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BECCA BALINT 
OF VERMONT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. BALINT. Mr. Speaker, due to illness, I 
was unable to be present on May 30, 2023. 
Had I been present, I would have voted YEA 
on Roll Call No. 238, YEA on Roll Call No. 
239, and YEA on Roll Call No. 240. 

f 

HONORING SHUKRI JAMA 

HON. ILHAN OMAR 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. OMAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Shukri Jama, a dedicated member of 
my team for the last three years. Since De-
cember 2019, Shukri has loyally served the 
constituents of Minnesota’s 5th Congressional 
District. 

Shukri was born in a refugee camp that bor-
dered Somalia and Kenya. After arriving in the 
United States, she moved to Minnesota, as 
part of the UNHCR Refugee Resettlement 
Program. Shukri later moved to Nebraska 
where she attended middle and high school. 
She later received her bachelor’s degree in 
political science at South Dakota University. 
Her experience as a Somali refugee inspired 
her to pursue a career in public service. 

During Shukri’s time in my office, she has 
proven to be a talented, brilliant, and capable 
young woman. During her tenure, she has 
helped our constituents through answering our 
phone lines, responding to letters, managing 
our robust intern program, and helping the 
overall functioning of our office. It has been 
my pleasure to get to know Shukri and watch 
her develop her confidence and skills. I am in-
credibly grateful to her, along with my entire 
staff who work tirelessly to advance the inter-
ests of Minnesotans and the American people. 
Shukri has been an invaluable asset to my 
team, and I cannot wait to see the incredible 
things she will achieve. 

On behalf of Minnesota’s 5th Congressional 
District, I ask my colleagues to join me in hon-

oring and thanking Shukri for her service. Her 
contributions to my office and the constituents 
of the 5th District will be forever cherished. It 
was an honor to get to work alongside her to 
advance a more just world. Shukri ’s quick wit 
and love for Taylor Swift will be missed in the 
office each day, and I wish her all the best in 
her future endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE HUMANITY 
INSTITUTE 

HON. RAJA KRISHNAMOORTHI 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to recognize the Humanity Institute, in 
Locust Grove, Georgia, which is creating a 
space for all who seek natural healing, per-
sonal enlightenment, and to become better 
versions of themselves. Conceived by founder 
Harshad Patel, the institute will be a center for 
wellness and charity. Underpinning the Hu-
manity Institute’s approach is a commitment to 
peace and unity for individuals of all cultures, 
ethnicities, and religions. 

The Humanity Institute plans to utilize 
Ayurveda. Originating in India over 3,000 
years ago, Ayurveda is a system of healthcare 
which highlights the interconnectedness of the 
mind, body, and spirit as well as the impor-
tance of reducing stress. The institute will 
have a team of certified Ayurvedic medicine 
practitioners, specialists, and coaches working 
together to achieve positive health outcomes. 
Visitors will be able to meet a specialist and 
receive an individualized treatment plan. 
Therapies will include yoga, meditation, acu-
puncture, and herbal medicines. The campus, 
which is currently under development, will also 
offer an Addiction Recovery Center to aid 
those struggling with substance abuse. To-
gether, these approaches are intended to ad-
dress physical and mental health in conjunc-
tion. 

The institute will provide visitors with a wel-
coming, educational environment where they 
can focus on eliminating stress and finding 
inner peace with the support of knowledgeable 
staff members. Overall, the Humanity Institute 
aims to create a community where visitors can 
both find support and help support others. 

In addition to supporting the physical and 
mental health of visitors, the Humanity Insti-
tute is committed to assisting those in need. 
The proceeds from the institute will support 
charitable activities within the United States 
and throughout the world. These efforts in-
clude assisting victims of human trafficking, 
combating poverty, reducing hunger, con-
serving our natural environment, and pro-
moting harmonious interpersonal and lifestyle 
management. 

Mr. Speaker, founder Harshad Patel has an 
ambitious yet essential goal. The Humanity In-
stitute is working diligently to develop its cam-
pus and to create a destination for wellness 
and peace. I want to commend the Humanity 
Institute for its efforts. 
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HONORING THOMAS ‘‘TOMMY’’ 

ELLIOTT 

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of my friend, Tommy Elliott, 
who was cruelly taken from us too soon at the 
Old National Bank Shooting in Louisville on 
April 10th. 

Tommy was a pillar of the Louisville com-
munity and a friend to all. Most importantly, he 
was a friend of ours. 

I knew Tommy for a long time, and my wife, 
Chris, worked with his wife. Tommy loved life, 
and we loved sharing our life with him. He 
was the definition of a true friend. 

An Elizabethtown High School and Univer-
sity of Kentucky alum, he devoted his life to 
helping others through serving on the board of 
numerous organizations and nonprofits 
throughout Kentucky, as well as mentoring 
some of the most prominent members of our 
community. Tommy will always be remem-
bered as a true public servant, dedicated fa-
ther and husband, and inspirational leader to 
all. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LARRY BUCSHON 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
YEA on Roll Call No. 238—H.R. 2792; YEA 
on Roll Call No. 239—H.R. 2795; and YEA on 
Roll Call No. 240—H.R. 2796. 

f 

HONORING COLONEL THOMAS O. 
PEMBERTON 

HON. RUDY YAKYM III 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to 
recognize and celebrate Colonel Thomas O. 
Pemberton, Commander of the 434th Air Re-
fueling Wing at Grissom Air Reserve Base, for 
his retirement from the U.S. Air Force Reserve 
this month. 

Colonel Pemberton’s distinguished career in 
service to our nation has spanned nearly four 
decades. During that time, Colonel Pember-
ton’s professionalism and persistence has ad-
vanced the mission of the United States Mili-
tary and inspired countless other men and 
women to be the very best they can be. 

First entering active duty in 1985, Colonel 
Pemberton has flown numerous aircraft in his 
career, amassing more than 5,800 flight hours 
as a navigator and a pilot. Colonel Pember-
ton’s service has taken him bases across our 
country, including numerous roles at Grissom 
alone. It has also included mobilization and 
deployments in support of Operations North-
ern Watch, Enduring Freedom, Iraqi Freedom 
as well as other contingencies across the 
globe. 

For the past two years, Colonel Pemberton 
has served as the 38th commander of the 
434th Air Refueling Wing (ARW), a unit re-
sponsible for operating and maintaining all of 
Grissom Air Reserve Base. In this role, Colo-
nel Pemberton has ably commanded the larg-
est KC–135R Stratotanker unit in the Air Force 
Reserve Command, which runs refueling mis-
sions around the world. With nearly 1,900 mili-
tary, civilian, and contractor personnel at 
Grissom, Pemberton’s steady leadership has 
proved instrumental in the success of the Hoo-
sier Wing. In addition to his upstanding service 
in the Air Reserve, countless Hoosiers have 
testified to another important aspect of Colonel 
Pemberton’s life: his commitment and devotion 
to his family. 

Indiana’s Second’s Congressional District, 
the Hoosier state, and our entire nation are all 
better off because of Colonel Pemberton’s 
service and leadership. I am proud to call 
Colonel Pemberton a friend and to congratu-
late him on a mission well accomplished. I and 
Hoosiers throughout the Second District and 
beyond, wish Colonel Pemberton and his en-
tire family nothing but the best as he prepares 
to embark on the next exciting chapter of his 
life. 

f 

RECOGNIZING CAPTAIN MAYSAA 
OUZA 

HON. RASHIDA TLAIB 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, today I want to 
recognize Air Force Captain Maysaa Ouza, a 
native of Dearborn in Michigan’s 12th District 
Strong, a trailblazer for religious freedom and 
advocate on behalf of victims of crimes. 

Captain Ouza is a graduate of University of 
Michigan-Dearborn and the University of To-
ledo College of Law in Toledo, Ohio. She first 
became interested in serving in the U.S. Air 
Force in 2018. An Arab American woman who 
wears the hijab, Captain Ouza blazed the trail 
for those who would follow in her footsteps by 
successfully petitioning the Air Force to recon-
sider its nationwide policy regarding religious 
accommodations. She is the first Air Force 
judge advocate (JAG) to wear a hijab in uni-
form. Captain Ouza currently serves as a JAG 
officer at the Wright-Patterson Air Force base 
in Dayton, Ohio, where she advocates on be-
half of survivors of domestic abuse and sexual 
assault. 

Please join me in recognizing Captain 
Maysaa Ouza, for her outstanding service, as 
we welcome her back to Dearborn, Michigan 
as the Grand Marshal of the City of Dear-
born’s ninety-seventh Memorial Day festivities. 

f 

HONORING DEANA ECKERT 

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Deana Eckert, who was 
cruelly taken from us too soon at the Old Na-
tional Bank Shooting in Louisville on April 
10th. 

Deana was a selfless person above all and 
found the most joy in pouring love into her 
friends, family, and everyone she encoun-
tered. A Kentucky native and Western Ken-
tucky University alum, Deana truly devoted her 
life to uplifting others. She had worked for Old 
National Bank since 2016 and was a beloved 
wife and mother to two children. 

Deana’s father said he would always re-
member his daughter for her generosity and 
‘‘how good and sweet she was.’’ Her husband 
and daughter said that ‘‘she never met some-
one she didn’t leave a lasting positive impact 
on,’’ and that she was the ‘‘kindest, most lov-
ing and compassionate’’ person. 

Deana will be remembered by her family, 
friends, and neighbors in Louisville as ‘‘a rain-
bow of love.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING ELBIT SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA—30 YEARS OF SERVICE, 
PERFORMANCE, AND INNOVA-
TION 

HON. MARC A. VEASEY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the 30th anniversary of one of 
America’s critically important defense tech-
nology companies—Elbit Systems of America, 
of Fort Worth, Texas. I congratulate the com-
pany and its 3,400 employees nationwide for 
their three decades of service and perform-
ance. 

The men and women of Elbit Systems of 
America embody the spirit of innovation and 
have made invaluable contributions to our na-
tional defense and the welfare of our commu-
nities. 

Founded in 1993, Elbit Systems of America 
has become a beacon of success within the 
defense industry. Over the past three dec-
ades, the company has continuously em-
braced innovation and leveraged cutting-edge 
technology to deliver superior defense capa-
bilities to our aimed forces. 

As a leading provider of innovative defense 
solutions, Elbit Systems of America has con-
sistently demonstrated its commitment to ex-
cellence and has played a vital role in ensur-
ing our national security. Through its unwaver-
ing dedication, Elbit Systems of America has 
established itself as a trusted partner in equip-
ping our military with the tools they need to 
safeguard our nation. 

Beyond its impressive track record in de-
fense technology, Elbit Systems of America 
has also exemplified a deep sense of cor-
porate social responsibility. The company’s 
commitment to giving back to the community 
is commendable, and its charitable contribu-
tions have had a profound impact on numer-
ous organizations and causes. 

I must also acknowledge the hard work and 
dedication of its employees, many of whom 
have worked there from the company’s mod-
est beginnings, accumulating decades of ex-
pertise while simultaneously supporting key 
charitable organizations. As a Fort Worth na-
tive, I have known a number of Elbit Systems 
of America employees for many years. They 
are my neighbors, fellow parishioners, and 
friends. I can attest that they are joined to-
gether by a shared commitment to the com-
pany’s mission to create and deliver innovative 
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solutions that protect and save lives. It is be-
cause of their expertise, creativity, and tireless 
efforts that the company has achieved its re-
markable success. 

Through initiatives such as the Leukemia & 
Lymphoma Society, Habitat for Humanity, and 
the Tarrant Area Food Bank, Elbit Systems of 
America employees have donated hundreds of 
thousands of dollars and tens of thousands of 
service-hours. By investing in these important 
areas, the company has helped improve the 
lives of countless individuals and strengthened 
our society as a whole. 

Please join me in congratulating Elbit Sys-
tems of America on this significant occasion 
and wishing them continued prosperity in all 
their future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DEBORAH K. ROSS 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes on 
May 30, 2023 due to 2 positive COVID–19 
tests. Had I been present, I would have voted 
YEA on Roll Call No. 238, YEA on Roll Call 
No. 239, and YEA on Roll Call No. 240. 

f 

HONORING PAUL HUBER, THE J. 
CARTER WALKER AWARDEE 

HON. ABIGAIL DAVIS SPANBERGER 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. SPANBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Paul Huber, the J. Carter Walk-
er awardee, at Woodberry Forest School. For 
the past 55 years, Mr. Huber has served his 
students, the school, and his community, 
through his long-standing commitment to edu-
cation and learning. 

Mr. Huber’s educational journey at 
Woodberry Forest started as a student at the 
school in the Fall of 1964. In 1968, he grad-
uated from Woodberry as the class valedic-
torian. In his valedictorian speech, he asked 
the class not to leave Woodberry ‘‘without 
feeling not only has the school done some-
thing for you, but also that you have done 
something for the school.’’ In accordance with 
this statement, the 1968 senior class an-
nounced at graduation that their class gift 
could not be used by the school until the 
board of trustees opened admission to all stu-
dents, regardless of race or religion. 

After graduation, Mr. Huber attended Yale 
University. He returned to Woodberry Forest 
School in 1972 to teach French, and through-
out his 55-year career at Woodberry, he 
taught every language offered by the school. 
He also served as an academic dean and as 
associate headmaster from 1980 to 1996. In 
this role, he oversaw student scheduling and 
academic affairs. Since 2001 he has served 
as Woodberry’s senior master. Finally, in 2018 
he returned to the academic dean’s role while 
continuing to teach French. 

Mr. Huber is known for his ability to connect 
with his students. He remains in contact with 
hundreds of alumni—he is known for remem-
bering birthdays, staying up to date on their 

professional advancements, and offering ad-
vice when asked. His office is often the first 
stop for visiting alumni. 

After 55 years of service to Woodberry For-
est School, Mr. Huber is being honored with 
the J. Carter Walker Award, Woodberry’s high-
est honor. J. Carter Walker, for whom the 
award is named, served Woodberry for more 
than 50 years and was the school’s first head-
master. The award is given by the board of 
trustees to an alumnus or friend of the school 
who has exemplified the personal standards of 
Mr. Walker in devotion and long service to 
Woodberry Forest School. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you and my col-
leagues join me in honoring Paul Huber. His 
commitment and passion for education and for 
Woodberry Forest School are admirable—and 
may he keep inspiring Virginia students to 
learn. 

f 

CONGRATULATING HOLLY 
JOHNSON 

HON. BRAD R. WENSTRUP 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. WENSTRUP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to con-
gratulate Holly Johnson for a remarkable 24 
years with the Adams County Economic and 
Community Development, including the last 12 
as Economic Development Director. Through-
out her service to the county, Holly has 
worked with and met people from different 
backgrounds, led many community collabora-
tion efforts, and built important partnerships 
throughout the county. 

Holly is well known in Adams County, Ohio. 
Her selfless service has been a beacon of 
hope, integrity, and diligence. 

Never touting her own accomplishments, 
Holly always acted in the best interests of all 
those she chose to serve. She leaves an in-
credible legacy in the community and leaves 
the job where the next Director will be in a po-
sition to thrive. 

Holly Johnson served all around with dedi-
cation and honor throughout her career. I 
thank Holly for her service to the good people 
of our community. I wish her the best in her 
future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING AND RECOGNIZING IDA 
TIMMONS ON HER RETIREMENT 
AFTER 34 YEARS ON THE EAST-
ERN SUFFOLK BOARD OF COOP-
ERATIVE EDUCATIONAL SERV-
ICES (BOCES) 

HON. ANDREW R. GARBARINO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. GARBARINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor and recognize Ida Timmons on her re-
tirement after 34 years on the Eastern Suffolk 
Board of Cooperative Educational Services 
(BOCES). 

Throughout her career, Ida has been a Stu-
dent Assistance Service Counselor with East-
ern Suffolk BOCES at the South Country Cen-
tral School District as well as a Volunteer at 
numerous Not-for-Profits Agencies and 
Churches. 

Ida has been an asset to Eastern Suffolk 
BOCES and to our community. I thank her for 
34 years of incredible public service and wish 
her the best on her upcoming retirement. 

f 

FIRST NATIVE AMERICAN TO 
SUMMIT MOUNT EVEREST 

HON. DUSTY JOHNSON 
OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and congratulate 
the first Native American to summit Mount Ev-
erest, Dr. Jacob Weasel from Rapid City, 
South Dakota. 

Dr. Weasel is a surgeon at Monument 
Health and a member of the Cheyenne River 
Sioux Tribe. Five years ago, he became the 
first known Lakota surgeon and is now also 
known as the first Native American to summit 
the Earth’s highest peak. 

Dr. Jacob Weasel wants to set an example 
for Native American youth, showing them, they 
are capable of accomplishing whatever they 
set their mind to. This recent accomplishment 
is only a part of his goal to be the first Native 
American to summit the Seven Summits. Addi-
tionally, Dr. Weasel hopes to build a play-
ground in Rapid City’s Lakota Homes neigh-
borhood and fund three women’s health cen-
ters in rural Nepal. 

I want to congratulate Dr. Jacob Weasel on 
his recent accomplishment and wish him the 
best of luck in completing the Seven Summits. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF PROFESSOR 
CHRISTOPHER SMITH: A TRAIL-
BLAZER IN MEDIA, ECONOMICS, 
AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP EDU-
CATION 

HON. JONATHAN L. JACKSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a remarkable educator 
and dear friend, Professor Christopher Smith, 
who has recently passed away at the age of 
55. Christopher was a clinical professor of 
communication at the University of Southern 
California Annenberg School for Communica-
tion and Journalism, where he passionately 
served for more than 20 years, inspiring col-
leagues and students with his innovation, 
leadership, and vision. 

Throughout his tenure at USC Annenberg, 
Christopher proved himself to be an innovator 
and a leader. Christopher’s passion for teach-
ing was clearly demonstrated in the variety of 
comprehensive courses he developed. These 
included engaging and thought-provoking sub-
jects like ‘‘Communication, Culture and Cap-
italism,’’ and ‘‘Media, Money, and Society.’’ 
These courses and seminars, unique in their 
focus and design, opened doors of opportunity 
for students to investigate the pressing issues 
of our time and devise innovative solutions. 

Christopher’s contributions extend far be-
yond the classroom. He was a trailblazer in 
creating links between academia and industry, 
leveraging his professional network to estab-
lish partnerships with prominent technology 
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companies in Silicon Valley and Los Angeles. 
His influence was instrumental in shaping the 
USC Annenberg experience, establishing eco-
nomic literacy and entrepreneurial acumen as 
cornerstones of education there. 

As the co-founder and director of the inter-
disciplinary Media, Economics & Entrepreneur-
ship (M{2e}) program, Christopher led the 
way in exploring the evolving business models 
of communication and journalism. This pro-
gram has been instrumental in cultivating the 
next wave of media leaders and entre-
preneurs, providing them with practical, hands- 
on opportunities at leading companies. 

His academic prowess also extended to re-
search, with his work published in respected 
journals such as Social Text and the Inter-
national Journal of Communication. He was 
frequently sought after by national and inter-
national media outlets, including NBC, ABC, 
NPR, the BBC, and Reuters, to share his in-
sights. 

In his capacity as a global intellectual voice, 
Christopher dedicated himself to cultivating 
global opportunities for USC. His research 
presentations at leading universities in 
Shenzhen, China; Johannesburg, South Afri-
ca; Copenhagen, Denmark; and Oxford, Eng-
land, opened dialogues for further international 
collaboration. 

Christopher’s advocacy extended into the 
realm of diversity and inclusion. He founded 
the Women’s Leadership Society, the first of 
its kind at USC Annenberg, which focused on 
promoting female professional advancement 
within the intersecting fields of technology, 
media, and entertainment. 

His relentless dedication to closing oppor-
tunity gaps for women, people of color, and 
historically disadvantaged groups showcased 
his unwavering commitment to fostering an 
equitable and inclusive academic environment. 

In his capacity as a faculty member, Chris-
topher served the university and its students in 
many roles. He was selected to serve on the 
USC Board of Trustees Development Com-
mittee and most recently, served as the chair 
of USC Annenberg’s Faculty Council. More-
over, his influence was felt within his innova-
tive course ‘‘TV Strategy: From Broadcasting 
to YouTube,’’ where he provided students with 
opportunities to work on real-world business 
cases and conduct original research projects, 
fostering an environment that truly combined 
theoretical knowledge with practical experi-
ences. 

Christopher Smith’s life was a life dedicated 
to service, to mentorship, to innovation, and 
above all, to the pursuit of knowledge and jus-
tice. He will be deeply missed; yet his legacy 
will live on through the countless lives he 
touched and the profound impact he had on 
the field of media studies. On behalf of the 
United States Congress, I extend our deepest 
condolences to Christopher’s wife, Salaam 
Coleman Smith, their children Asa and Nina, 
and their extended family and friends. We 
honor his significant contributions to education 
and communication, and his enduring legacy 
will continue to inspire and inform generations 
to come. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. PRAMILA JAYAPAL 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes 
on May 30, 2023. Had I been present, I would 
have voted: Yea on Roll Call No. 238, Yea on 
Roll Call No. 239, and Yea on Roll Call No. 
240. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. THOMAS H. KEAN, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. KEAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I 
missed this series of votes because of a delay 
in airline travel to DC. Had I been present, I 
would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 238, 
YEA on Roll Call No. 239, and YEA on Roll 
Call No. 240. 

f 

JUDGE GREG MATHIS: A PIO-
NEERING FORCE IN JUSTICE AND 
MEDIA 

HON. JONATHAN L. JACKSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. JACKSON of Illiniois. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in this esteemed body to honor an indi-
vidual who has left an indelible mark on our 
society through his unwavering commitment to 
justice, equality, and public service. I have the 
distinct privilege of acknowledging the con-
tributions of a man who has shown a remark-
able dedication to the ideals of equal justice 
and opportunity for all, Judge Greg Mathis. 

Judge Mathis is not just a well-known figure 
in the media landscape; he is a pioneer. For 
over two decades, he has consistently been a 
source of inspiration and motivation as the 
longest-running African-American male host 
on television. His Emmy Award-winning tele-
vision court show, Judge Mathis, has provided 
hope and guidance to millions who tune in to 
witness justice delivered with fairness, empa-
thy, and firmness. A symbol of tenacity and re-
silience, Judge Mathis’s transformation from a 
street youth to an acclaimed Judge is a testa-
ment to the power of redemption and the in-
domitable human spirit. In 2022, his remark-
able contributions to the entertainment indus-
try were rightly recognized with a star on Hol-
lywood’s ‘‘Walk of Fame,’’ a fitting honor for a 
man of his stature and impact. 

While his achievements in the television in-
dustry are commendable, Judge Mathis’s work 
in public service is equally, if not more, im-
pressive. He embarked on his journey in pub-
lic service while in college, leading noteworthy 
campaigns such as Free South Africa and 
voter registration movements. After graduating 
in 1983, Judge Mathis continued his path of 
public service by joining the staff of Detroit 
City councilman Clyde Cleveland. His unwav-
ering commitment to justice and equality found 
a fruitful platform with Reverend Jesse Jack-
son’s PUSH Excel, where he now serves as 

Chairman. He has also devoted his time and 
expertise to the NAACP and the Morehouse 
School of Medicine as a national board mem-
ber, championing causes and policies that pro-
mote fairness, equality, and justice. 

Judge Mathis’s deep commitment to the 
community, particularly his hometown of De-
troit, is further underscored by his numerous 
civic engagements and philanthropic endeav-
ors. In 2001, he opened the Mathis Commu-
nity Center, providing a platform for commu-
nity engagement and outreach. In the same 
vein, he established his non-profit agency, 
Young Adults Asserting Themselves 
(Y.A.A.T.). These organizations have opened 
the doors of opportunity for thousands of De-
troit youth, equipping them with the skills and 
resources they need to improve their lives and 
achieve their dreams. 

His profound contributions to the city of De-
troit have earned him well-deserved recogni-
tion. In honor of his relentless dedication, a 
street was named after him, ‘Mathis Avenue,’ 
as a constant reminder of his tireless efforts to 
uplift his community. Alongside his wife, Judge 
Mathis has further shown his dedication by 
opening five non-profit preschools in inner-city 
Detroit, working towards equalizing edu-
cational opportunities for the children of De-
troit. 

Beyond his judicial and civic commitments, 
Judge Mathis has made a significant impact in 
the realms of television production and lit-
erature. His production company, Mathis Pro-
ductions, has been responsible for an array of 
successful television series, many of which 
underscore transformative and redemptive 
narratives. He is also the author of two insight-
ful books, Inner City Miracle and Street Judge, 
in which he shares his journey and sheds light 
on the complexities of justice and morality in 
society. 

Judge Mathis is not only a man of profound 
accomplishments; he is a man of immense 
character. He is a loving husband to his wife, 
Linda, and a proud father and grandfather. His 
life is a testament to the power of persever-
ance, dedication, and an unwavering belief in 
the pursuit of justice and equality. 

It is with deep respect and admiration that 
I pay tribute to Judge Greg Mathis today. His 
tireless commitment to public service, his un-
wavering dedication to equal justice, and his 
relentless efforts in uplifting communities and 
empowering youth have already left an endur-
ing legacy. 

However, knowing Judge Mathis, I am con-
fident that his future holds further accomplish-
ments. He continues to be a driving force for 
change, and I eagerly anticipate the positive 
impact that his ongoing endeavors will un-
doubtedly have on our society. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-
ably detained and missed suspension votes 
on May 30, 2023. 

Had I been present, I would have voted Yea 
on Roll No. 238, Nay on Roll Call No. 239, 
and Nay on Roll Call No. 240. 
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ASIAN AMERICAN AND PACIFIC IS-

LANDER HERITAGE MONTH 
SPOTLIGHT: DR. VIJAY G 
PRABHAKAR’S IMPACT IN CHI-
CAGO AND BEYOND 

HON. JONATHAN L. JACKSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as 
we close Asian American and Pacific Islander 
Heritage Month, I rise to celebrate the remark-
able contributions of Dr. Vijay G Prabhakar, a 
Chicago-based Asian American leader whose 
dedication to public health, community service, 
and multi-ethnic unity has enriched our soci-
ety. The story of his achievements, from the 
earliest days of his career to the present day, 
underscores his commitment to our community 
and the global stage. 

As we find ourselves not even midway 
through the year 2023, I find myself standing 
in awe of the staggering breadth of achieve-
ments already accrued by Dr. Prabhakar. His 
illustrious record of accomplishments this year 
alone puts into sharp relief a lifetime’s work of 
many, reinforcing the fact that his relentless 
dedication and commitment to service is truly 
unparalleled. 

Starting the year with strength and vision, 
on January 4, Dr. Prabhakar led the success-
ful launch of the GSA India @75 Expo USA 
Metro Cities Sequel in Washington, D.C. To-
gether with esteemed colleagues including 
Congressman DANNY K. DAVIS, RAJA 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, DELIA RAMIREZ, Cook Coun-
ty Board President Toni Preckwinkle, and my-
self, we are aiming to strengthen U.S.A.— 
India relations across six major American cit-
ies in 2023. 

Later that month, on January 28, I had the 
privilege to launch the Global Eye International 
Institute of Leadership in New York City. This 
institute, a brainchild of Dr. Prabhakar, offers 
short term leadership courses to ethnic minori-
ties on a broad range of subjects, preparing 
and empowering future minority leaders in 
America. On the very same day, the World 
Malayalee Council, New York Province recog-
nized Dr. Prabhakar’s efforts with a Distin-
guished Leadership Award. 

In a further testament to his tireless dedica-
tion to community service, Dr. Prabhakar 
launched the Gandhi King Center for Non-Vio-
lence in the Englewood neighborhood of Chi-
cago on February 1. This initiative, aimed at 
reducing gun violence through grassroots 
community participation, is yet another exam-
ple of his innovative approach to problem-solv-
ing. 

March brought a memorable celebration as 
Dr. Prabhakar organized the India Unity Day 
to commemorate the historic defeat of the 
Anti-India resolution in the City of Chicago. 

His relentless efforts were recognized by the 
United Punjabi Association, USA, which hon-
ored him with the Distinguished Community 
Leader Award on April 15. 

In May, Dr. Prabhakar represented our na-
tion as a Special Guest of Honor at the dedi-

cation of Asia’s largest Christian Church in 
Warangal District, India. His dedication to pub-
lic service extended to the sports domain as 
he met with Mr. Jay Shah, Secretary, Board of 
Cricket Control of India, to discuss the launch 
of the North American Cricket Promotion 
Council in the U.S.A. 

Most recently, Dr. Prabhakar was chosen as 
National Chairman of the Asian American 
Restaurants Association. This is yet another 
testament to his remarkable leadership within 
our Asian American community. 

Mr. Speaker, I remind you that these are 
just a handful of the numerous accomplish-
ments Dr. Prabhakar has achieved in the first 
few months of 2023. I could stand before you 
for days, recounting the breadth and depth of 
Dr. Prabhakar’s work. His unwavering dedica-
tion to service, community, and global unity is 
nothing short of inspiring. 

His story, filled with resilience, persever-
ance, and an unwavering commitment to the 
service of others, stands as a testament to the 
power of hard work and the impact of pur-
poseful leadership. His achievements reflect 
not only his exceptional dedication but also his 
ceaseless drive for the betterment of our com-
munities, both here in the USA and abroad. 

Dr. Prabhakar’s contributions reach beyond 
his professional sphere, extending to signifi-
cant social causes and initiatives. His dedica-
tion to public health, community service, and 
multi-ethnic unity has enriched our society, 
and his influence continues to inspire count-
less individuals and communities. Dr. 
Prabhakar’s remarkable journey is a shining 
example of what can be achieved when pas-
sion meets purpose, and when a relentless 
spirit of service guides every action. 

I would like to express my deepest admira-
tion for Dr. Vijay G Prabhakar and his extraor-
dinary contributions. His unwavering commit-
ment to improving the lives of others, his tire-
less advocacy for unity and inclusivity, and his 
ability to lead with compassion and integrity 
make him a true role model for us all. 

As we celebrate the Asian American and 
Pacific Islander Heritage Month, we celebrate 
trailblazers like Dr. Prabhakar who serve as 
pillars of our society. It is individuals like him 
who enrich our community and fortify the spirit 
of unity and diversity in our great Nation. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in recognizing 
and applauding the outstanding contributions 
of Dr. Prabhakar. 

f 

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, 
June 1, 2023 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

JUNE 7 

10 a.m. 
Committee on the Budget 

To hold hearings to examine the chang-
ing agricultural landscape, focusing on 
cultivating stewardship. 

SD–608 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
To hold hearings to examine perspectives 

on ecosystem restoration projects of 
the US Army Corps of Engineers. 

SD–406 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine Department 
of State services for the American peo-
ple, focusing on an overview of con-
sular affairs and programs. 

SD–419 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine pending 
nominations. 

SD–226 
10:30 a.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Defense 

To receive a closed briefing on proposed 
budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2024 for capacity of the de-
fense industrial base and wartime 
stockpiles. 

SVC–217 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Europe and Regional Se-

curity Cooperation 
To hold hearings to examine aligning 

transatlantic approaches on China. 
SD–419 

3 p.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Intellectual Property 

To hold hearings to examine artificial in-
telligence and intellectual property, fo-
cusing on patents, innovation, and 
competition. 

SD–226 
Committee on Rules and Administration 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Election Assistance Commission. 

SR–301 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine veterans’ 
access to long term care. 

SR–418 

JUNE 8 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine FASTA im-

plementation and optimizing the effi-
cient use of Federal property. 

SD–562 
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Wednesday, May 31, 2023 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
(Legislative Days of Tuesday, May 30, 2023, and 

Wednesday, May 31, 2023) 
Routine Proceedings, pages S1813–S1855 
Measures Introduced: Twenty-three bills and five 
resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 
1763–1785, S. Res. 227–230, and S. Con. Res. 11. 
                                                                                    Pages S1843–44 

Measures Passed: 
U.S. Hostage and Wrongful Detainee Day Act: 

Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from 
further consideration of S. 769, to amend title 36, 
United States Code, to designate March 9 as U.S. 
Hostage and Wrongful Detainee Day and to des-
ignate the Hostage and Wrongful Detainee flag as 
an official symbol to recognize citizens of the United 
States held as hostages or wrongfully detained 
abroad, and the bill was then passed.              Page S1824 

Veterans Get Outside Day: Committee on the 
Judiciary was discharged from further consideration 
of S. Res. 206, designating June 10, 2023, as ‘‘Vet-
erans Get Outside Day’’, and the resolution was then 
agreed to.                                                                Pages S1824–25 

National Public Works Week: Committee on the 
Judiciary was discharged from further consideration 
of S. Res. 223, designating the week of May 21 
through May 27, 2023, as ‘‘National Public Works 
Week’’, and the resolution was then agreed to. 
                                                                                    Pages S1824–25 

Kids to Parks Day: Committee on the Judiciary 
was discharged from further consideration of S. Res. 
226, designating May 20, 2023, as ‘‘Kids to Parks 
Day’’, and the resolution was then agreed to. 
                                                                                    Pages S1824–25 

National Brain Tumor Awareness Month: Sen-
ate agreed to S. Res. 229, designating May 2023 as 
‘‘National Brain Tumor Awareness Month’’. 
                                                                                    Pages S1824–25 

Measures Considered: 
Waivers and Modifications of Federal Student 
Loans—Agrement: Senate began consideration of 
H.J. Res. 45, providing for congressional disapproval 

under chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of 
the rule submitted by the Department of Education 
relating to ‘‘Waivers and Modifications of Federal 
Student Loans’’.                                                   Pages S1817–24 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 51 yeas to 46 nays (Vote No. 134), Senate 
agreed to the motion to proceed to consideration of 
the joint resolution.                                                  Page S1817 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the joint resolu-
tion at approximately 10 a.m., on Thursday, June 1, 
2023; and that at 12:15 p.m., Senate vote on passage 
of the joint resolution.                                             Page S1855 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S1840 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S1840 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:               Page S1855 

Measures Read the First Time:       Pages S1840, S1852 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S1840–42 

Petitions and Memorials:                           Pages S1842–43 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S1844–46 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S1846–49 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S1838–40 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S1849–52 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S1852 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—134)                                                                 Page S1817 

Motion to Adjourn: Senate agreed to the motion to 
adjourn until 10:11 p.m., on Wednesday, May 31, 
2023.                                                                                Page S1853 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 10:10 p.m., and reconvened at 10:11 
p.m., on the same day, and adjourned at 10:13 p.m., 
until 10 a.m. on Thursday, June 1, 2023. (For Sen-
ate’s program, see the remarks of the Majority Leader 
in today’s Record on page S1855.) 
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Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

COUNTERING CHINA 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine coun-
tering China, focusing on advancing U.S. national 
security, economic security, and foreign policy, in-
cluding S. 1271, to impose sanctions with respect to 
trafficking of illicit fentanyl and its precursors by 
transnational criminal organizations, including car-
tels, after receiving testimony from Elizabeth Rosen-
berg, Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Financing and 
Financial Crimes, and Paul Rosen, Assistant Sec-
retary for Investment Security, both of the Depart-
ment of the Treasury; and Thea D. Rozman Kendler, 
Assistant Secretary for Export Administration, and 
Matthew S. Axelrod, Assistant Secretary for Export 
Enforcement, both of the Department of Commerce. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee ordered favorably reported S. 1111, to en-
hance United States civil nuclear leadership, support 
the licensing of advanced nuclear technologies, 
strengthen the domestic nuclear energy fuel cycle 
and supply chain, and improve the regulation of nu-
clear energy, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

WATER AFFORDABILITY 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Sub-
committee on Fisheries, Water, and Wildlife con-
cluded a hearing to examine water affordability and 
small system assistance, after receiving testimony 
from Kyle Jones, Community Water Center, Sac-
ramento, California; Rosemary Menard, City of Santa 
Cruz Water Department, Santa Cruz, California; and 
Mark Pepper, Wyoming Association of Rural Water 
Systems, Glenrock, on behalf of the National Rural 
Water Association. 

MIDDLE EAST AND NORTH AFRICA 
BUDGET 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on Near 
East, South Asia, Central Asia, and Counterterrorism 
concluded a hearing to examine the President’s pro-
posed budget request for fiscal year 2024 for the 
Middle East and North Africa, after receiving testi-
mony from Barbara A. Leaf, Assistant Secretary of 
State for Near Eastern Affairs; and Jeanne Pryor, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator, Bureau for the 
Middle East, U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

RUSSIAN ATROCITIES IN UKRAINE 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine accountability for Russian 
atrocities in Ukraine, after receiving testimony from 
Beth Van Schaack, Ambassador-at-Large for Global 
Criminal Justice, Department of State. 

LEGACY IT SYSTEMS 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 
Spending Oversight concluded a hearing to examine 
securing the nation, focusing on modernizing the 
Department of Homeland Security’s mission-critical 
legacy IT systems, after receiving testimony from 
Eric Hysen, Chief Information Officer, Charles Arm-
strong, Chief Information Officer, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, and Opeyemi Oshinnaiye, As-
sistant Administrator for Information Technology, 
Transportation Security Administration, all of the 
Department of Homeland Security; and Kevin 
Walsh, Director, Information, Technology and Cy-
bersecurity, Government Accountability Office. 

CHILD CARE CRISIS 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine solving 
the child care crisis, focusing on meeting the needs 
of working families and child care workers, after re-
ceiving testimony from Kathryn Larin, Director, 
Education, Workforce, and Income Security Issues, 
Government Accountability Office; Elizabeth 
Groginsky, New Mexico Early Childhood Education 
and Care Department Cabinet Secretary, Santa Fe; 
Lauren Hogan, National Association for the Edu-
cation of Young Children, and Carrie Lukas, Inde-
pendent Women’s Forum, both of Washington, 
D.C.; and Cheryl Morman, Blessings From Above 
Child Development Center, Richmond, Virginia. 

IMMIGRANT WORKERS 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine immigrant workers, after receiv-
ing testimony from Daniel Costa, Economic Policy 
Institute, Washington, D.C.; Chalmers R. Carr III, 
Titan Farms LLC, Ridge Spring, South Carolina; 
Adam Lytch, L and M Farms, East Palatka, Florida; 
Diana Tellefson Torres, UFW Foundation, Bakers-
field, California; and Leon R. Sequeira, Prospect, 
Kentucky. 

NOMINATION 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the nomination of Tanya J. 
Bradsher, of Virginia, to be Deputy Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, after the nominee, who was introduced 
by Senator Duckworth, testified and answered ques-
tions in her own behalf. 
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INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed 
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony 
from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 24 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 3757–3780; and 4 resolutions, H.J. 
Res. 66; and H. Res. 458–460 were introduced. 
                                                                                    Pages H2707–08 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H2709–10 

Report Filed: A report was filed today as follows: 
H. Con. Res. 43, authorizing the use of the Cap-

itol Grounds for the Greater Washington Soap Box 
Derby (H. Rept. 118–82).                                     Page H2707 

Recess: The House recessed at 4:41 p.m. and recon-
vened at 7:15 p.m.                                                    Page H2681 

Fiscal Responsibility Act of 2023: The House 
passed H.R. 3746, to provide for a responsible in-
crease to the debt ceiling, by a recorded vote of 314 
ayes to 117 noes, Roll No. 243. 
                                                         Pages H2671–80, H2681–H2706 

Pursuant to the Rule, the amendment printed in 
H. Rept. 118–81 shall be considered as adopted. 
                                                                                    Pages H2681–92 

H. Res. 456, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 3746) was agreed to by a yea-and- 
nay vote of 241 yeas to 187 nays, Roll No. 241, 
after the previous question was ordered without ob-
jection.                                                                     Pages H2671–80 

Suspensions—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following 
measure. Consideration began Tuesday, May 30th. 

Recognizing the significance of Jewish American 
Heritage Month as a time to celebrate the con-
tributions of Jewish Americans to the society and 
culture of the United States: H. Res. 382, amended, 
recognizing the significance of Jewish American 
Heritage Month as a time to celebrate the contribu-
tions of Jewish Americans to the society and culture 
of the United States, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 
429 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 242; and 
                                                                                    Pages H2680–81 

Equal Opportunity for All Investors Act of 2023: 
H.R. 2797, amended, to amend the Securities Act of 
1933 to require certification examinations for accred-

ited investors, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 383 yeas 
to 18 nays, Roll No. 244.                                     Page H2706 

Member Resignation: Read a letter from Rep-
resentative Cicilline, wherein he resigned as Rep-
resentative for the First Congressional District of 
Rhode Island, effective at the close of the legislative 
day today, May 31, 2023.                                     Page H2707 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes 
and one recorded vote developed during the pro-
ceedings of today and appear on pages H2680, 
H2680–81, H2705–06, and H2706. 
Adjournment: The House met at 2 p.m. and ad-
journed at 9:34 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
No hearings were held. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
JUNE 1, 2023 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Defense, 

to hold hearings to examine proposed budget estimates 
and justification for fiscal year 2024 for the National 
Guard and Reserve, 9:30 a.m., SD–192. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold hear-
ings to examine the reliability and resiliency of electric 
service in the United States in light of recent reliability 
assessments and alerts, 10 a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: business meeting to con-
sider the Convention between the Government of the 
United States of America and the Government of the Re-
public of Chile for the Avoidance of Double Taxation and 
the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with Respect to Taxes on 
Income and Capital, signed in Washington on February 
4, 2010, with a Protocol signed the same day, as cor-
rected by exchanges of notes effected February 25, 2011, 
and February 10 and 21, 2012, and a related agreement 
effected by exchange of notes (the ‘‘related Agreement’’) 
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on February 4, 2010 (Treaty Doc.112–08), the nomina-
tions of Stephanie Syptak-Ramnath, of Texas, to be Am-
bassador to the Republic of Peru, Yael Lempert, of New 
York, to be Ambassador to the Hashemite Kingdom of 
Jordan, Arthur W. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Ecuador, Roger F. Nyhus, of 
Washington, to be Ambassador to Barbados, and to serve 
concurrently and without additional compensation as 
Ambassador to the Federation of Saint Kitts and Nevis, 
Saint Lucia, Antigua and Barbuda, the Commonwealth of 
Dominica, Grenada, and Saint Vincent and the Grena-
dines, William W. Popp, of Missouri, to be Ambassador 
to the Republic of Uganda, Julie Turner, of Maryland, to 
be Special Envoy on North Korean Human Rights Issues, 
with the rank of Ambassador, Ervin Jose Massinga, of 
Washington, to be Ambassador to the Federal Democratic 
Republic of Ethiopia, Ana A. Escrogima, of New York, 
to be Ambassador to the Sultanate of Oman, and Lisa A. 
Johnson, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Lebanese 

Republic, all of the Department of State, and other pend-
ing calendar business, 10:30 a.m., S–116, Capitol. 

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, S. 474, to 
amend title 18, United States Code, to strengthen report-
ing to the CyberTipline related to online sexual exploi-
tation of children, to modernize liabilities for such re-
ports, to preserve the contents of such reports for 1 year, 
and the nominations of Shannon R. Saylor, to be United 
States Marshal for the Eastern District of Virginia, De-
partment of Justice, Ana de Alba, of California, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit, and 
Irma Carrillo Ramirez, of Texas, to be United States Cir-
cuit Judge for the Fifth Circuit, 10 a.m., SH–216. 

House 
No hearings are scheduled. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Thursday, June 1 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of H.J. Res. 45, Student Loans Congressional Re-
view Act, and vote on passage thereon at 12:15 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

11 a.m., Thursday, June 1 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: House will meet in Pro Forma 
session at 11 a.m. 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 
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