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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BOST).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 10, 2024.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE BOST

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2024, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

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

———

RECOGNIZING FULBRIGHT
PROGRAM RECIPIENTS

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
28 individuals from the Pennsylvania
15th Congressional District who have
received prestigious Fulbright awards
during the 2022-2023 school year and the
2023-2024 school year.

Congress established the Fulbright
Program in 1946. It promotes friendly
and peaceful relations between Ameri-

cans and people of other countries
through international educational ex-
change. Each year, more than 3,000 U.S.
students, scholars, artists, and profes-
sionals in more than 100 different fields
of study are offered Fulbright Program
grants to lecture, study, teach English,
and conduct research.

We proudly have Fulbright partici-
pants from Bradford, Duboistown,
Lewisburg, Port Matilda, Selinsgrove,
and State College, Pennsylvania. These
recipients have earned their national
recognition with years of study, leader-
ship, and service, and our community
is proud.

Mr. Speaker, the Fulbright Program
is one of the most sought-after ex-
change programs in the world. It en-
courages applications from individuals
of academic and professional achieve-
ment who are current and future lead-
ers in their respective fields. Selected
through open, merit-based competi-
tion, Fulbrighters represent the excel-
lence and diversity of their societies
around the world and in the United
States.

They make an impact in all areas, in-
cluding the environment, public serv-
ice, technology, public health, and the
arts. They study and teach in high-pri-
ority areas such as mental health,
opioid addiction, cybersecurity, and
military preparedness.

Since 1946, more than 400,000 individ-
uals from the United States and over
160 countries and territories have par-
ticipated in the program, including 42
heads of state, 62 Nobel laureates, 89
Pulitzer Prize winners, 80 MacArthur
Foundation fellows, and 16 Presidential
Medal of Freedom recipients.

These relationships form a founda-
tion of trust on which the United
States may advance global peace and
security. I know that the memorable
learning experiences individuals en-
counter through the program will
never be forgotten.

Mr. Speaker, I thank all of our
Fulbrighters, especially the 28 from

Pennsylvania’s 15th Congressional Dis-
trict. We are grateful for their con-
tributions and most proud of their
achievements.

————

OFFERING BEST WISHES TO DR.
KARRIE DIXON IN NEW ROLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. DAvVIS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Elizabeth City State Univer-
sity, located in northeastern North
Carolina, holds a significant place
among historically Black colleges and
universities.

Despite its prestigious status, the in-
stitution faced grave concerns some
years ago. Discussions arose within the
North Carolina General Assembly re-
garding the potential closure of the
university, which sparked a spirited re-
sponse from dedicated alums and com-
munity leaders, who rallied to keep the
institution open.

Their unwavering support and dedi-
cation played a crucial role in the sur-
vival of the university. As a result of
their impassioned support, State lead-
ers ultimately committed to ensuring
the university’s continued existence.
However, this commitment came with
the expectation of formulating a com-
prehensive plan to invigorate and for-
tify the institution.

It became evident that the university
would need a committed and visionary
education leader, a unifying figure, and
a skilled team builder to orchestrate
this revitalization. During this critical
phase, Dr. Karrie Dixon emerged as
that figure.

Assuming the role of chancellor, Dr.
Dixon charted a new course for the uni-
versity. Her transformative initiatives
played a significant role in the univer-
sity’s resurgence. Notably, her leader-
ship saw the establishment of a leading
aviation sciences program at ECSU,
the State’s sole program.
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Furthermore, Dr. Dixon’s unwavering
drive and commitment inspired stu-
dents to enroll and remain at Elizabeth
City State University, breathing new
life into the institution. Her leadership
saved the university and attracted a
new generation of students, promising
a brighter future in northeastern North
Carolina.

The impact of Chancellor Dixon’s
leadership became evident as, over 6
years, she laid the foundation for a
promising future for this esteemed in-
stitution. Her astute leadership and
unwavering dedication solidified her as
the right leader for the university dur-
ing a critical season of change and
growth.

As Chancellor Dixon has now as-
sumed the reins at North Carolina Cen-
tral University, bringing her closer to
her family, she left a remarkable lead-
ership and transformation legacy at
Elizabeth City State University.

Viking pride. Viking pride. Viking
pride.

Acknowledging her extraordinary
contributions, I gladly join the commu-
nity and offer my heartfelt best wishes
to Dr. Dixon as she has transitioned
from leading the Vikings into her new
role at the helm of the Eagles.

I have every confidence she will live
up to the motto: Truth and Service.
The drumline helped provide an incred-
ible welcome. Eagle pride, amplified.

———————

HONORING THE LIFE OF RICHARD
HENDRICKSON

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

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today in solemn recognition of an
incredible community leader in north-
ern Utah and a dear lifelong family
friend, Mr. Richard Hendrickson.

Over the Fourth of July weekend,
Richard and his daughter, Sally, passed
away in a tragic vehicle accident close
to home in Ogden Canyon.

Richard led a 36-year career in the
outdoor products space. Starting as a
welder at the age of 16 and rising to be-
come the CEO and president of Life-
time Products, a uniquely American
success story. “From Rags to Rich-
ard,”” his colleagues would quip.

Not only was Richard a good friend
but also a trusted adviser and sup-
porter of my efforts in Congress. I am
most grateful he accepted a voluntary
role as a member of my Debt and Def-
icit Task Force based in Ogden, Utah.
He would go out of his way to provide
context on trade policy that affected
American businesses. It was abun-
dantly clear that his main professional
focus was the livelihood of his employ-
ees and sustaining a positive culture at
a very significant Utah-based company.
He will leave a void that simply cannot
be filled.

Above all, Richard was a truly gen-
uine and kind man, treating his neigh-
bors and his employees as his peers. In
addition to his career and community
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involvement, Richard was a leader in
his faith, serving the last 2 years as a
stake president for the Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints. His service
reflected his commitment to his faith,
family, and community.

His executive counterpart mentioned
to me how busy Richard’s schedule had
become. They couldn’t even find 2%
days to visit another facility, yet what
was he doing on a Saturday afternoon?
He was taking his kids boating.

On a more personal note, every time
that my boys practice free throws
going forward or we host a backyard
barbecue, we will remember Richard
and how his life’s work was to build
products meant to bring friends and
families together.

I take comfort alongside his family—
his wife, Julie, and his surviving chil-
dren, Samuel, Lyssa, and Mollie—in
knowing that Richard continues to
look after and comfort Sally, and they
will all be united again. I offer these
words as a remembrance of his legacy.

———————

CONGRATULATING DR. DANIELE
STRUPPA ON HIS RETIREMENT

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

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor the career of my very
good friend, Chapman University Presi-
dent Dr. Daniele Struppa.

Managing a major university today is
not easy. Some say it takes a mathe-
matician, an Einstein type, so Chap-
man University set out on a quest to
find the right person, and they got
really lucky by hiring a Ph.D. in math-
ematics to do the job. He was not just
an ordinary math whiz, but rather an
Italian model, fast and slick, an import
from Italy.

President Struppa has not dis-
appointed us. Since 2016, he has over-
seen the tremendous growth at Chap-
man University and enhanced the uni-
versity’s reputation at a national level.

President Struppa’s contributions go
beyond the campus. He has created a
partnership with the Nicholas Acad-
emy, which has increased local enroll-
ment on campus by almost 20 percent
and boosted the number of first-genera-
tion students on campus.

President Struppa also put Chapman
University on the map nationally as a
Hispanic-serving institution. Chapman
University, because of his leadership, is
now known nationally for its sciences
and research, arts, social sciences, and
school of law.

President Struppa is a man of intel-
lect, and his drive will never be
equaled. I wish him the best of luck in
his retirement as he returns to his life-
long passion of teaching math to the
next generation. I trust that he will
continue to be my friend and close ad-
viser, and I congratulate him on his
well-earned retirement.

Go Panthers.

CELEBRATING NORMA LOPEZ

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, today I

rise to celebrate Ms. Norma Lopez and
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her career fighting for southern Cali-
fornia working men and women.

Ms. Lopez is organized labor. Her
grandfather was a key figure in the ef-
forts in California to organize farm-
workers. Even as a child, Norma
walked picket lines and demonstrated
solidarity with workers in her commu-
nity.

Later, she joined the Service Em-
ployees Union when she was in her
twenties. She quickly rose through the
ranks to eventually represent 800,000
members.

Thirty years later, Norma is leaving
her role with the Teamsters but will
continue to fight for working families
in California.

In her new role as executive director
at Labor Community Services, I know
she will continue to fight to make life
better for all families in southern Cali-
fornia.

We are all proud of Ms. Lopez. I con-
gratulate her on her new role and
thank her very much for all she does
and will do for our communities.

——
O 1015

IMPOSSIBLE RULES FROM CALI-
FORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, last
year, California’s air regulator, known
as the California Air Resources Board,
finalized a new rule that would require
freight railroads in the State to adopt
zero-emissions locomotives for indus-
trial use by the year 2030, only 6 years
from now, and for normal hauling by
2035. It is now requesting a waiver from
the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency to proceed with this rule.

This EPA CARB rule would effec-
tively require all locomotives to oper-
ate in a zero-emissions configuration
when operating in California. Sounds
nice in theory, doesn’t it?

This regulation would limit the use-
ful life of thousands of locomotives
currently in use across the rail net-
work and require transition to zero-
emissions technology. What is that
going to do to the cost of moving goods
with technology that is not yet even
available widely?

Even by CARB’s own admission, this
rule will drive many short-line railroad
operators out of business. Short-line
railroads are very important for mov-
ing freight in the interim from manu-
facturers, from granaries, from wher-
ever, out to the mainline. We are just
going to eliminate them. What will we
replace them with? More trucks. We
love trucks, but there is a role for
trucks, for short-line and for long-haul
railroads.

CARB also admits this rule will be
shifting the transport of goods to many
more trucks with much more truck
traffic. They admit to that, which is
the opposite of their stated goal of re-
ducing emissions.
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Rail operators have not even been
able to acquire full tier 4 locomotives
yet due to the availability and stretch
in technology, which isn’t there yet.
We can’t acquire tier 4 locomotives,
which is already being bypassed by new
tiers that CARB wants to push, basi-
cally going to all-electric trains. This
isn’t the all-electric train we have in
the basement. This is the real world
here.

It would make more sense for the bu-
reaucrats at CARB to just take a break
a little bit from their carbon-neutral
crusade and let rail operators come to
the tier 4 standards for the locomotives
that they are still trying to develop as
being compliant.

These tier 4 locomotives are 85 per-
cent cleaner than other older tech-
nology already. That sounds like a win
to me. That is a bingo, as some might
say, instead of pushing net-zero loco-
motives on such a ridiculous timeline.
Because of their obsession with net
zero and carbon reductions, CARB is
actually working against their own
goals they are stating here.

It is estimated the U.S. EPA ap-
proval would result in close to 65 per-
cent of the Nation’s class I railroad lo-
comotive fleet being banned from oper-
ating in California just 6 years from
now.

General Van Ovost, the head of the
U.S. Transportation Command, ex-
pressed concerns that this regulation
will negatively affect the economy as
well as the military readiness pos-
ture—moving the tanks and heavy
equipment that you see sometimes on
the railway, these big long trains of
items the military has to deploy to
wherever. By reducing the ability to
transport this military equipment in
and out of California from different
parts of the country, it could severely
impact their ability for military readi-
ness.

When I asked about this CARB regu-
lation in committee yesterday, they
said the military is going to be exempt.
I guess that is good. The things that
are really important, CARB is going to
exempt. I guess goods movement,
movement of agricultural products,
and movement of food isn’t as impor-
tant. Instead, we are going to be force-
fed this rule.

A large collection of national, State,
and local agriculture groups have ex-
pressed great concern that this CARB
rule poses a significant danger to U.S.
agriculture’s ability to transport prod-
ucts domestically or to our ports. We
already have enough trouble getting
stuff into our ports.

It needs to be stated that technology
for these replacements does not yet
exist on these new types of loco-
motives.

Freight railroads contribute only 0.5
percent total U.S. greenhouse gas emis-
sions, as defined by WHO, and 1.7 per-
cent to total transportation-related
greenhouse gas. All of this is to reduce
the amount of CO,, carbon dioxide,
which is currently only 0.04 percent of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

our atmosphere, practically a rounding
error.

Again, EPA approval of this rule
would result in close to 65 percent of
the Nation’s class I railroad loco-
motives being banned from operating—
what will that do to our supply chain—
by 2030, with tier 4 locomotives that
are not even fully available yet, let
alone the next set of technology they
are trying to mandate.

This will slow our farmers’ ability to
get food to our tables and our ports. It
will be rotting in the fields or sitting
somewhere while waiting for an elec-
tric train to recharge and be able to go
another 100 miles.

It will delay and raise prices of mate-
rials used to build and heat our homes.

It will raise prices for middle-income
and lower-income families who are al-
ready struggling with inflation and so
many policies from this administra-
tion.

Every stage of automobile production
and sale, including EVs, will be pushed
by the same people who are also push-
ing this rule. Bureaucrats are once
again going after anything carbon re-
lated without considering the effects of
this crusade against carbon.

We need not follow the California Air
Resources Board as a whole country.
They are not even elected. They are ap-
pointed by the Governor. They might
be elected locally as a supervisor or
something, but they are not elected by
anybody to be on the CARB.

COMBATING GUN VIOLENCE

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

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, how many
times do we have to come to the floor
to demand that our colleagues take ac-
tion to end the gun violence crisis that
is traumatizing our children and tear-
ing families apart?

Since Republicans took power, the
Speaker has called not one single vote,
not one, to combat gun violence. It is
shameful. It is shameful because since
then, 934 mass shootings have occurred
in our country.

Just this past weekend, Mr. Speaker,
in the northeast side of our city, there
was a mass shooting where 2 people
were Kkilled and 19 others severely in-
jured. The victims were all between the
ages of 17 and 27 years old.

I refuse to accept this as normal or
the status quo. I refuse to accept that
last month, there was a mass shooting
at a Splash Pad with families in Roch-
ester Hills, Michigan, where nine peo-
ple were shot, including two children,
that that is okay, that it is normal.

Behind these numbers are real people
in our communities, families who are
directly, forever being impacted and
traumatized by these senseless shoot-
ings.

Firearms are now the leading cause
of death for children and teens in our
country. It is not just mass shootings.
Mr. Speaker, 4.6 million children in our
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country live in homes with loaded and
unlocked firearms.

There is a Children’s Hospital in De-
troit that passes out lockboxes.

Recently, a 6-year-old boy in Detroit
shot himself in the hand at his grand-
mother’s home after he found an unse-
cured firearm. He was playing with it
and accidentally pulled the trigger. He
is just one of nearly 360 children who
unintentionally shoot themselves or
someone else every single year.

This cable lock right here, which pre-
vents a gun from being loaded and
fired, is $10. I looked it up. That is why
I introduced the Safe Storage Saves
Lives Act to require gun locks like this
one to be provided for every firearm
sold in our country. This is a common-
sense solution to save lives, to prevent
these horrific accidental shootings, and
even prevent suicides among our chil-
dren.

It is time for Congress to act with ur-
gency, Mr. Speaker, and pass legisla-
tion to save lives now.

ABORTION RIGHTS

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, it has been
2 years since the corrupt, far-right Su-
preme Court gutted Roe v. Wade and
stripped us of our reproductive free-
dom.

There are now 21 States with an abor-
tion ban in effect. Currently, one in
three women are living without access
to abortion care.

I want you to think about this: Our
bodies are now being regulated more
than guns in our country. It is dis-
gusting. They have not only targeted
abortion but also undermined access to
IVF, birth control, and family plan-
ning.

Thankfully, I know in our State,
Michiganders have soundly rejected
the Supreme Court’s decision to over-
turn Roe and voted to enshrine abor-
tion rights and abortion care into our
State constitution.

MAGA extremists are not going to
stop. They won’t stop. They are push-
ing for a national abortion ban at the
Federal level.

Abortion care is healthcare, and we
must fight back and pass legislation
that restores access.

People, Mr. Speaker, not politicians,
should have the freedom to make deci-
sions about their own bodies. We won’t
stop until we make reproductive free-
dom for all the law of the land and ac-
cessible to all our residents across our
country.

LIVONIA TORNADO

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, last month,
a tornado swept through my district
with little to no warning. It tragically
took the life of a 3-year-old child
named Cooper Drake and left his moth-
er in critical condition after a tree fell
on their Livonia home during the
storm.

It is absolutely devastating that a
family should experience this heart-
break. Our community is heartbroken.

That is why my Michigan colleagues,
Congresswoman HALEY STEVENS, and
really led by Congresswoman DEBBIE
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DINGELL, sent a letter—we did it to-
gether—to the National Weather Serv-
ice seeking answers, asking them to
provide insight into why no tornado
warning was issued for our residents.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot normalize
these severe weather patterns and the
devastating impacts they have on our
families. It is clear that these extreme
weather events, including tornadoes
and flooding in southeast Michigan, are
becoming more frequent due to climate
change. We also need to understand the
root cause of these extreme weather
patterns.

That is why I am hoping we can all
work together to hold corporate pol-
luters accountable and protect our
planet from the impact of the fossil
fuel industry for generations to come.

——

BIDEN FITNESS COMPLICITY

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

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, as much as
the White House would like to move on
from the terrible debate performance
we saw less than 2 weeks ago, it is still
on the minds of many Americans, in-
cluding my own. Like many, I am not
only concerned about who is in the
Oval Office in 2025, but I am concerned
about the weeks and months between
now and Inauguration Day.

The American people deserve to
know their Commander in Chief can do
the job. They deserve to know why he
requires pictures of stages and podiums
before he attends events. They deserve
to have their many, many questions
answered.

Unfortunately, President Biden has
decided that one recorded, in-person
interview and a politically charged let-
ter will suffice.

We would be well served not to forget
Special Counsel Robert Hur’s report
from February describing the Presi-
dent’s memory as significantly limited.
More importantly, we must not forget
his conclusion that a potential trial
over the President’s apparently inten-
tional illegal possession of classified
documents would result in a jury es-
sentially feeling bad for a forgetful old
man.

Following that frank and damning
report, the President’s chief of staff re-
sponded by saying: No one works hard-
er and asks tougher questions than the
President.

In hindsight, it appears he was will-
ing to surrender his personal credi-
bility in an attempt to keep the Presi-
dent’s cognitive maladies hidden.
Mitch Landrieu, national co-chair of
the Biden campaign, said of the Presi-
dent: ‘“He’s on his game.”

Again, in hindsight, perhaps the
game he was referring to might have
been shuffleboard.

Weeks before the debate, we saw the
headline ‘‘Biden Appears to Freeze,”
detailing an event from the White
House. We have endured 3% years of
similar stories.
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Just days into his Presidency, The
New York Times published a story ti-
tled: ‘“The Many Ways That Joe Biden
Trips Over His Own Tongue.”’

In May of 2022, The Washington Post
published an article titled: ‘‘Three
theories on Biden’s repeated Taiwan
gaffes.”

The one I remember most is from
Reuters 2 years ago which reads:
“Gaffe or insight? Deciphering Biden’s
unguarded answers.’”’

The American people should not have
to decipher anything, Mr. Speaker. I,
along with many of the Tennesseans I
represent, believe we are still the shin-
ing city on a hill that Ronald Reagan
referenced.

In this country, the First Amend-
ment enables us to ask frank ques-
tions. In this country, we hold our
elected officials to account.

Many of us remember 2 months be-
fore the debate when the President lit-
erally read the words: ‘“Four more
years. Pause’ at an event.

We also recall this year when Presi-
dent Biden mistakenly claimed he was
Vice President during the pandemic.

I, along with many other Members of
the House of Representatives on our
side of the aisle, have expressed our se-
rious concerns with what strongly ap-
pears to be a debilitating, cognitive de-
cline for quite a while now. Yet, those
concerns were dismissed by the main-
stream media as rightwing propaganda
for all these years, and Congressional
Democrats made similar allegations or
remained silent altogether. They all
knew these concerns with the Presi-
dent’s cognitive limitations were cred-
ible.

Now, since the debate, the American
people share these concerns, too. They
are used to worrying about the con-
sequences of the open-border policies of
this administration and the crippling
inflation that the administration’s
policies have produced, but now they
are also concerned about whether he
can even withstand the job itself.

Since the debate, we have heard
nothing but weak excuses: a cold, a
lack of sleep, jet lag from travel that
took place 15 days before. The list con-
tinues to grow.

Those who have spread the notion
that President Biden is as sharp as a
tack and at the top of his game will
have to answer for this big coverup. In-
deed, they are complicit in the credible
anxiety that the American people feel.

If we suffer a major national security
incident which our impaired President
fails to handle properly, they will be
complicit in something much worse.
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Mr. Speaker, it is past time for our
President to pass the baton on to an-
other and for my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle who have helped
to perpetuate this coverup to switch
course and do the right thing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.
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TAXING BILLIONAIRES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. MAGAZINER) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, 1
want you to take a look at this graph.
There are two lines. The dark blue line
is the effective tax rate paid by the 400
highest income earners in America,
and the light blue line is the effective
tax rate paid by the bottom half of in-
come earners in our country.

In the 1960s, the people at the very
top, the richest 400 Americans, paid
about twice the tax rate that the aver-
age middle-class family did, but in 2018
during the Donald Trump Presidency
and for the first time in our history,
the billionaires started paying a lower
tax rate than nurses, teachers, fire-
fighters, and most other middle-class
Americans who put in an honest day’s
work and make our economy run.

It is unfair, it is absurd, and it is
wrong.

How did we get here? For years, cor-
rupt rightwing politicians gave tax
break after tax break to the billion-
aires and big corporations who funded
their campaigns. When the billionaires
and big corporations don’t pay their
fair share in taxes, you know who has
to carry the load? Working people
carry the load—working people who
can’t afford to pay thousands of dollars
to go to Mar-a-Lago or Trump Hotel,
working people who don’t get to move
their money overseas or hire an Army
of accountants to find them tax loop-
holes or hire an Army of lobbyists to
create new loopholes for them, working
people who have their healthcare cut
and their veterans benefits cut, work-
ing people who have to send their kids
to crumbling schools all because the
politicians tell them there isn’t enough
money left.

But there is always money when
those Dbillionaires come asking for
more tax cuts, isn’t there?

When Donald Trump and the Repub-
licans were in charge, they passed a $2
trillion tax cut that went almost en-
tirely to the wealthy, and then they
turned around and tried to repeal the
Affordable Care Act and kick 16 mil-
lion Americans off their health insur-
ance. We know what their priorities
are, and we know what they will do if
they return to power in this election.

Already, Donald Trump and House
Republicans are meeting with industry
lobbyists and billionaire donors to
scheme how they can give away even
more tax breaks to the people at the
very top and cut the programs that
working people depend on to get by.

Look at Project 2025, their policy
plan for what they will do if they take
control. That plan calls for cutting So-
cial Security by raising the retirement
age. It calls for repealing the Afford-
able Care Act, eliminating Head Start
programs that provide preschool for 1
million children, eliminating the De-
partment of Education, eliminating the
National Weather Service. Republicans



July 10, 2024

propose cuts, cuts, cuts to programs
that help working people, and at the
same time they propose giving even
more tax cuts to the people at the top
who don’t need it.

It doesn’t have to be this way.

We can go back to a system where
the tax code is fair, and working people
aren’t asked to pay an unfair burden.
By asking the people at the top to pay
their fair share again like they used to,
we can do incredible things in this
country.

We can ensure that Social Security
benefits keep up with the cost of living
and that the program’s life is extended
indefinitely. We can cut the cost of
healthcare. We can ensure that every
child receives a world-class education.
We can provide tax relief to working
people who actually need it.

The possibilities are right there in
front of us, but we need to reverse this
dangerous trend. We need to stop the
corruption. We need to start working
for working people, not the big donors
and the lobbyists, and we need to put
people over politics.

————
IN MEMORY OF MATTHEW WYATT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FULCHER). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. BoST) for
5 minutes.

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the memory of a fallen hero:
Corporal Matthew Wyatt of Millstadt,
Illinois.

Matthew was a marine serving in
Iraq’s Al Anbar Province when a sui-
cide bomber approached his base in a
truck loaded with explosives.

Matt and another marine took quick
action to stop the attempted breach.
An explosion killed both servicemem-
bers instantly. Matt was just 1 week
from his 22nd birthday.

Matt’s commitment to our military
service came from his father, Marine
Gunnery Sergeant Alan Wyatt, and his
two grandfathers—one Army, and one
Navy.

Matt enlisted during his senior year
at Belleville West High School. When
his mother, Verlene, asked if he was
willing to go to war, without hesi-
tation Matt instantly answered: Yes.

Matt cared deeply for those he served
with—so much so that he gave his life
protecting them.

For his bravery, Matt was awarded
the Purple Heart and Bronze Star. His
commanding officer personally trav-
eled to Millstadt, Illinois, to present
the family with his medals.

To honor his sacrifice today, I am in-
troducing legislation to rename the
United States Post Office in Millstadt
in his name.

I thank all Members of our Illinois
delegation—Republicans and Demo-
crats—for cosponsoring the bill. I
thank my colleagues from North Caro-
lina for their support and Representa-
tive MANNING for cosponsoring, as well.

This is a small but meaningful trib-
ute to a small-town southern Illinoisan

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

who made a big difference for his coun-
try.

It has been 20 years since we lost
Matt, but his legacy burns bright.

In a local news interview years after
the loss, Matt’s father, Alan, the ma-
rine gunnery sergeant said: ‘I do think
of him every day. I still love and miss
you, son.”’

It is a love that also carries on in the
hearts of his mother, Verlene; step-
mother, Lauren; grandmother, Millie;
aunts; uncles; numerous cousins; and
dear friends.

It has been said that one of life’s
greatest gifts is to be remembered.
Corporal Matthew Wyatt will be re-
membered, and that is never going to
change.

Semper fi, marine.

———

HONORING IAN BASTEK

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

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor Captain Ian Bastek who re-
cently retired as the commanding offi-
cer in the Air Station Sacramento
Command.

Captain Bastek’s career began in 1997
in the U.S. Coast Guard Academy and
has been marked by exemplary dedica-
tion and leadership in the 27 years
since.

From training pilots at the Coast
Guard Aviation Training Center in Ala-
bama to serving as Senior U.S. Coast
Guard Joint Task Force East adviser
to NORAD and U.S. NORTHCOM, Cap-
tain Bastek has made immense con-
tributions to our Nation’s security
throughout his decorated career.

His contributions have earned him
multiple prestigious military awards,
including three Meritorious Service
Medals, the Coast Guard Commenda-
tion Medal, and four Coast Guard
Achievement Medals.

Captain Bastek’s leadership at Air
Station Sacramento was particularly
notable. Under his leadership, the air
station solved a critical fuselage issue
that grounded the world’s C-27J fleet.

While serving at Air Station Sac-
ramento, Captain Bastek worked close-
ly with my congressional office. His in-
sights and advocacy were instrumental
in ensuring that our Coast Guard units
received the necessary funding to con-
tinue their essential missions.

As he transitions to his new role as
the deputy director of response in Cali-
fornia Governor’s Office of Emergency
Services, I am confident that his lead-
ership skills and expertise will con-
tinue to benefit our State.

Please join me in congratulating
Captain Ian Bastek on his remarkable
career and new position.

RECOGNIZING JAREK NECZYPOR

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Lieutenant Jarek
Neczypor for his perseverance and par-
ticipation in the Department of De-
fense’s 2024 Warrior Games.

A native of Sacramento, Lieutenant
Neczypor joined the Navy with a desire
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to serve his country and see the world.
His service took him across Asia,
where he proudly represented our Na-
tion.

Following his injuries, Lieutenant
Neczypor’s involvement with the Navy
Wounded Warrior connected him with
fellow servicemembers fostering a sup-
portive community crucial to his heal-
ing journey.

In this network, Lieutenant
Neczypor and his shipmates have
shared valuable resources related to
education, employment, and veteran
support organizations. These experi-
ences inspired him to attend law school
where he continues in his commitment
to serve others through his involve-
ment in Yale’s Veterans Legal Services
Clinic and Medical-Legal Partnership.

This year in the Warrior Games,
Lieutenant Neczypor competed in cy-
cling, precision air sports, track,
wheelchair basketball, and wheelchair
rughby.

Please join me in celebrating Lieu-
tenant Jarek Neczypor’s outstanding
achievements and continued dedication
to his fellow veterans.

CALIFORNIA CAPITAL AIRSHOW

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak about the upcoming California
Capital Airshow set to take place this
weekend at Mather Airport in Sac-
ramento County. Established in 2004,
this annual event not only honors our
region’s rich aviation heritage and our
brave veterans, but it also inspires the
next generation with the power and
magic of flight.

This year’s airshow promises to be a
spectacular celebration, featuring the
U.S. Air Force Thunderbirds and
Italy’s Frecce Tricolori. As we mark
the 756th anniversary of NATO this
week in Washington, this event under-
scores the strength of our alliances and
the collaborative spirit that underpins
our international partnerships.

The California Capital Airshow offers
exhilarating aerial performances,
interactive exhibits, and educational
programs that engage and inspire our
community.

It is time for families to come to-
gether, for us to celebrate our shared
history and to look forward to the fu-
ture of aviation and aerospace innova-
tion.

As a proud Representative of Sac-
ramento County, I am thrilled to sup-
port an event that brings such pride to
our community. Let us celebrate this
dedication of our servicemen and
-women and the enduring power of
international cooperation. It keeps our
skies safe.

—————

HONORING THE LIFE OF TRIXIE
AVERILL

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

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
with a heavy heart to honor the life
and service of my constituent and
friend, Trixie Averill, who passed away
on May 25, 2024.
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Trixie was a beloved wife to Dan; a
devoted mother to Marcus and Amy; a
cherished grandmother to Noah, Au-
rora, and Gabriel; and a dear friend to
SO many.

Originally from New Orleans, Lou-
isiana, Trixie moved to the Roanoke
Valley in 1979. She served with enthu-
siasm as a member of the Virginia
Tourism Board. As an activist and tire-
less organizer, she was always sincere,
warm, dedicated, and an absolute de-
light to work with.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues join
me in honoring the life of Trixie
Averill. She diligently and effectively
served her God, community, family,
and Virginia’s Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict.

CONGRATULATING GLENVAR HIGH SCHOOL GIRLS
SOCCER TEAM

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate the Glenvar High
School girls’ soccer team on winning
the 2024, VHSL, Class 2 State cham-
pionship, their second State title in the
last 3 years.

After working hard all season, the
team left it all on the field and beat
Clarke County High School after four
periods of overtime. Finishing the sea-
son with an impressive record of 21-0-1,
there is no doubt that these girls
earned this season and their champion-
ship.

I would like to recognize each of the
outstanding players of this team, in-
cluding Giuliana Stanley, who won the
VHSL Class 2 Player of the Year, I rec-
ognize Chloe Childers, Sophie Childers,
Lauren Claud, Madelaine Frackelton,
Annie George, Campbell Hardin, Adalee
Harvey, Logann Meadows, Megan
Pomerleau, Brooke Smyth, Avery
Steger, Davin Tate, Caitlin Underwood,
Anna Vecellio, and Sawyer Wilson. As
the head coach for 3 years, Coach
Kyleigh Drew won the VHSL Coach of
the Year.

Mr. Speaker, again, I congratulate
the 2024 Glenvar High School girls’ soc-
cer team. Virginia’s Sixth Congres-
sional District is incredibly proud of
their accomplishment, and I wish them
continued success in the seasons ahead.
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CONGRATULATING ISRAEL HAIRSTON

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored to recognize the outstanding
achievements of Israel Hairston from
Vinton.

A standout graduate of William Byrd
High School, Israel’s leadership on the
football field and in academics is truly
commendable. He not only brought
home the school’s first regional foot-
ball title but also earned the pres-
tigious title of Class 3 Virginia High
School League Foundation Achieve-
ment Award Scholar Athlete of the
Year for his exemplary high school ca-
reer.

Israel’s commitment to excellence
and dedication is further exemplified
by his upcoming enrollment in Virginia
Tech to play football for the Hokies.

I congratulate Israel on a job well
done and wish him all the best in his
future endeavors.
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PROTECTING ELECTION INTEGRITY

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to address a pressing issue that poses a
direct threat to the integrity of Amer-
ican elections.

While the left has made baseless
claims of a stolen 2016 election due to
alleged foreign interference, they ne-
glect the real peril of foreign meddling
through noncitizen voting in our elec-
tions.

Under the Biden administration’s
leadership for the past 3 years, we have
witnessed an alarming surge of over 9.6
million illegal immigrant encounters,
with certain States even granting driv-
er’s licenses to illegal immigrants.

To safeguard the integrity of Amer-
ican elections, we must pass the Safe-
guard American Voter Eligibility Act,
or SAVE Act. This vital legislation re-
quires States to verify proof of citizen-
ship during voter registration for Fed-
eral elections.

It is simply common sense that only
U.S. citizens should vote in Federal
elections. However, the left seems to
care more about noncitizens’ ability to
vote over upholding the rights of
American citizens. While they
prioritize their agendas, we are com-
mitted to safeguarding election integ-
rity.

Let us uphold the bedrock principles
of our democracy and protect the
voices of the American people.

CONGRATULATING GLENVAR HIGH SCHOOL BOYS’
SOCCER TEAM STATE CHAMPIONS

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate the Glenvar High
School boys’ soccer team on their re-
markable victory in the 2024 Virginia
High School League Class 2 State
championship, their second State title
in a row.

They had a flawless 22-0 record this
year and an outstanding 18 shutouts,
including a streak of 10 consecutive
shutouts.

These talented student athletes in-
clude Jake Williams, who was named
VHSL Class 2 Player of the Year, Gray-
son Shepherd, Jackson Jones, Alan Vu,
Kees Van Gerven, Gavin Miller, Tyler
Curfiss, Zach Curfiss, Levi King, Seth
Nichols, Heath Russell, Kian Fisher,

Luke Farmer, Jax Boling, Avery
McClanahan, Cooper Mullins, Bryce
King, Dylan Ludlow, Griffin Geddes,

Adam Saunders, Alex Rotkamp, Aidan
Hylton, Zach Adams, Evan Harris,
Ryder Francisco, Wesley Feliciano,
Connor Magruder, and Tyler Shannon.

Their continued success is a testa-
ment to a winning culture led by Head
Coach Josh Jones, head coach for 4
years and VHSL Class 2 Coach of the
Year.

I congratulate the 2024 Glenvar High-
landers boys’ soccer team on this in-
credible achievement. It is an honor to
have such a program in Virginia’s
Sixth Congressional District. I wish
them the best for many seasons to
come.
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HONORING CORPORAL MATTHEW
A. WYATT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. MANNING) for 5
minutes.

Ms. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the late Corporal Matthew A.
Wyatt.

After graduating from high school in
June 2001, Corporal Wyatt made the
courageous decision to serve his coun-
try. He joined the Marine Corps, where
he was based at Camp Lejeune in North
Carolina before deploying to Iraq.

On December 3, 2004, Corporal Wyatt
gave his life to stop an enemy attack
on his base. He was only 21 years old.

Corporal Wyatt bravely acted with-
out hesitation to save the lives of his
fellow servicemembers. I know the im-
pact the loss of a loved one can have on
a bereaved family, the Gold Star fam-
ily that continues to mourn the loss of
their fallen hero: his father, Marine
Gunnery Sergeant Alan Wyatt; his
mother, Verlene; and his entire family
and their proud three-generation his-
tory of military service.

Corporal Wyatt’s stepmother,
Lauren, works in my district office,
helping ensure that veterans and mili-
tary families in my district get the
care they need. In her work, she honors
Corporal Wyatt’s service and sacrifice
for our country.

To pay tribute to Corporal Wyatt’s
sacrifice, I am proud to cosponsor Rep-
resentative BOST’s legislation to re-
name the United States post office in
his hometown of Millstadt, Illinois, in
Corporal Wyatt’s honor.

I thank Representative BOST for his
efforts and for the beautiful remarks
he made about Matt on the House floor
this morning.

While no act of gratitude will ever be
enough to fill the void left by Corporal
Wyatt’s absence, I hope this small but
meaningful gesture will comfort his
loved ones and remind them that his
sacrifice will not be forgotten.

———

HONORING DONALD N. LORENZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Arizona (Mrs. LESKO) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor my late father, Donald N.
Lorenz.

My dad was such a positive influence
in my life. He worked hard, was honest,
and helped other people. My dad left
early every morning to go to work. He
worked hard. He really cared about his
work, was loyal to the Kohler Com-
pany, where he worked, and really
cared about the men who worked under
his leadership.

My dad was a skilled woodworker. He
not only carved the patterns for en-
gines and plumbing fixtures but also
carved the intricate design for the
entry sign into the Kohler Company
itself. He made and carved furniture
that our family still uses today and
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built buildings and things almost to
the day he died. My husband still uses
the woodworking skills he learned from
my dad.

My dad passed away in 2006. It was
before I ran for the Arizona House of
Representatives in 2008, and it was be-
fore I was sworn into Congress in 2018.

I wish my dad was alive, not only be-
cause I love him but because I wish he
would have seen what I have accom-
plished. I know that he and my mom
gave me the skills I needed to accom-
plish what I did.

I thank my dad for being a great fa-
ther to me and for being a great grand-
father to my kids. I love him and al-

ways will.
HONORING ROGER F. LORENZ
Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today to honor my brother, Roger F.
Lorenz.

Roger is my older brother. He set a
good example for me while I was grow-
ing up. He studied hard in school,
worked during the summer, and got
really good grades in school.

While he was going to college, he
would work nights—I mean, all night
long into the wee morning—to pay the
bills and went to college during the
day. It was tough. He did well for him-
self and for his family. He was a man-
ager for major companies selling huge
mining equipment and machines.

Roger is a good husband, father, and
grandfather. He is also a good brother
to me. I can’t believe it has been over
6 years since I was sworn into Congress
in this very place. My brother Roger
made sure he was here to show me his
support.

I thank Roger for all the positive
things he has done for me throughout
my life. He has played a positive role in
my success.

HONORING DONNA M. LORENZ

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor my sister, Donna M.
Lorenz. Donna is my younger sister,
and she has always been there for me.
I was often her babysitter when she
was young.

One time, we were watching scary
movies on a Friday night when our par-
ents were gone, and we heard a sound
in the basement. We went down the
basement stairs, and we were scared
out of our minds. If somebody was ac-
tually recording it, they would have
had a good laugh.

We did lots of homework together. I
helped her memorize things for tests at
school, and I didn’t think she thought
it was very fun at all.

When I left my abusive ex-husband
about 31 years ago, I was really having
a difficult time. Donna dropped every-
thing. She flew out to live with me and
support me. Donna has always been
there for me through the ups and
downs. I love my sister.

As I near the end of my term as a
Congresswoman, I thank my sister,
Donna, for all she has done for my life.

—————

HONORING PORT CHICAGO 50

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

California (Mr. DESAULNIER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, I am
here today to recognize the upcoming
80th anniversary of the Port Chicago
explosion and to honor and seek justice
for the Port Chicago 50, an incident
that led President Harry Truman at
the time to desegregate the United
States Navy.

On Monday, July 17, 1944, at 10:18
p.m., disaster struck. Crewmembers
were working in shifts around the
clock to load munitions onto newly
built ships so they could be sent off to
fight in the Pacific in World War II.
This explosion ripped through the ship-
yvard at the Port Chicago Naval Maga-
zine, about 18 miles northeast of San
Francisco.

The explosion killed or wounded 710
people, 435 of whom were African-
American sailors. This was the dead-
liest homefront disaster of World War
II. This explosion was felt in downtown
San Francisco as windows shook, and
people thought there was an earth-
quake.

In another blow to the survivors, 50
of the brave enlisted men, all of whom
were African American, refused to re-
turn to the unsafe working conditions
that led to the explosion. They were
discriminately convicted of mutiny.

Those men are now known as the
Port Chicago 50. They were heroes, not
traitors, who deserve to be fully exon-
erated 80 years later.

Indicative of the discriminatory
practices and segregation policies at
the time, all the enlisted men loading
ammunition at the site were African
Americans while all the officers were
White. None of the African-American
ammunition loaders were formally
trained in the safe handling of muni-
tions, as opposed to the Teamsters on
the West Coast, who were White and
properly trained.

After the explosion, the survivors
were in a state of shock, troubled by
the vivid memory of the horrible explo-
sion in which so many of their friends
had died. The day after the explosion,
about 200 of the Black enlisted men
helped with the cleanup operation.

One survivor recalled: ‘I was there
the next morning. We went back to the
dock. Man, it was awful. That was a
sight. You would see a shoe with a foot
in it. . . . You would see a head float-
ing across the water, just the head, or
an arm, bodies. Just awful.”

“Everybody was scared,” another
survivor recalled. ‘“‘If someone dropped
a box or slammed a door, people began
jumping around like crazy.”’

Many of the Black survivors expected
to be granted survivors’ leave before
being reassigned to regular duty. Those
leaves were never granted for the Afri-
can-American sailors, not even for the
men who had been hospitalized.

All the African-American sailors
were sent back to work, loading ammu-
nition under the same officers as be-
fore, but White officers were allowed to
g0 home for 30-day leaves.
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As the men marched to go back to
work 3 weeks after the incident at an-
other dock, they knew that, at a cer-
tain junction in the road, if they were
ordered to turn right, they were going
to the parade ground, but if they were
ordered to turn left, they were going to
continue to load ammunitions, just
like they were 3 weeks earlier.
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At the moment the sailors were or-
dered to go left, and they all stopped,
one of the officers asked the sailor, Jo-
seph Small, the lead African American,
why they stopped. He responded to the
White officer: We are scared, sir.

Mr. Speaker, 328 of the sailors fol-
lowed him and refused to return to
work, 258 were imprisoned as a result,
and 50 were later charged with con-
spiring to make mutiny. This was not
mutiny. There was no active rebellion,
revolt, or coordinated effort to over-
throw a command as required by law.
It was men who, after having to wit-
ness and even clean up the bloody
aftermath of this explosion, feared for
their lives and were being forced to re-
turn to the same unfair conditions and
to worry every day whether they would
be next.

Thurgood Marshall, who ultimately
became involved in their trial on
Treasure Island in San Francisco Bay
for the Port Chicago 50, once said:
“What’s at stake here is more than the
rights of my clients; it’s the moral
commitment stated in our Nation’s
creed.”

This quote rings even more true
today, 80 years later. By not taking ac-
tion to exonerate these brave men, we
are reaffirming the discriminatory ac-
tion taken against them 80 years ago.
By refusing to stand up for their inno-
cence, we are sanctioning the discrimi-
nation they faced 80 years ago. It is
long past time that we right this his-
torical injustice and officially clear the
record.

———

COMMEMORATING THE ISLAND
PARK VOLUNTEER FIRE DE-
PARTMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. D’ESpPosITO) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this morning to commemorate the
longstanding and storied traditions of
the Island Park Volunteer Fire Depart-
ment.

The Island Park Fire Department
was started 100 years ago when a group
of young men in Island Park gathered
together at a local pub and decided
that they needed a fire department as
they planned to incorporate 2 years
later what would become the village of
Island Park. At that meeting they
elected their first chief, Hubert Miele.

Over the last 100 years, the Island
Park Fire Department has seen its fair
share of ups and downs. We lost one of
our members on the battlefields in
World War II, Charles Talbot, Jr.
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We had two line-of-duty deaths: hon-
orary Chief Michael Fischer and ex-
Chief Ronald Nurnberger to 9/11-related
illness.

In 1976 we saw an explosion along our
waterfront that caused death and
closed 63 area beaches for weeks after.

We saw the devastation of the
COVID-19 pandemic and, of course, the
devastation of Hurricane Sandy as the
village of Island Park was one of the
hardest hit communities on the East
Coast.

However, some of our worst times
gave us the opportunity to show some
of our best, and the Island Park Fire
Department has forever been a beacon
in the Island Park community. It is
that go-to place where people could
find safety and where they could get
help. During the devastation of Hurri-
cane Sandy, they found food, they
found a place to utilize bathrooms, and
they talked to their government offi-
cials.

From 1924 to 2024, the Island Park
Fire Department has been that beacon
in our community, and it is a place and
an institution that I am proud to be
part of.

In 1978 we swore in our first female
firefighter, Phyllis Berotti.

We have seen, I would argue, prob-
ably the only fire department perhaps
in the United States that actually sent
two members to this House. In 1980 the
Island Park Fire Department sent Sen-
ator Alfonse D’Amato to the United
States Senate, and in 2022, they sent
me to this great House.

So, Mr. Speaker, I take this oppor-
tunity to recognize one of my true
loves, the Island Park Fire Depart-
ment, in its 100th year of service.

RECOGNIZING THE FAITHFUL SERVICE OF PAUL
DIGIACOMO

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to recognize NYPD Detective Paul
DiGiacomo who just took his final
walk from 26 Thomas Street in lower
Manhattan as the president of the De-
tectives’ Endowment Association.

Paul DiGiacomo started his career in
the NYPD in 1983, serving over 40 years
and earned his beloved gold shield in
1993. He was elected a delegate to the
DEA in 1994. He has served as president
of the DEA since 2020 and has been one
of the leading voices in New York pro-
tecting law enforcement. He has stood
with those who wear the uniform and
has called out the disastrous effects of
Democrat policies that have made our
country and our city less safe and have
put law enforcement in danger.

Paul DiGiacomo is not only a friend
and not only a fellow detective, but he
has been regarded as a cop’s cop. As
those of us who have worn the uniform
know, there sometimes is no greater
attribute than that reference, and that
was Paul DiGiacomo.

His lasting impact on the DEA will
be felt for generations of law enforce-
ment professionals in New York City.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Paul DiGiacomo
a healthy and safe retirement, and I
thank him for his dedication to the
New York City Police Department.
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SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to talk about the
Nation’s number one antipoverty pro-
gram for the elderly and the number
one antipoverty program for our chil-
dren. That program, Mr. Speaker, as
you know, is Social Security.

Mr. Speaker, and for the members in
the gallery, I think it is important to
understand the statistics that we are
dealing with, most importantly, that
there are now close to 70 million Amer-
icans who rely on Social Security, 40
percent of whom rely on a pension
which is the only benefit that they
have.

It is a testament to the genius of
Franklin Delano Roosevelt. What is re-
quired in an entrepreneurial capitalist
system is that there be a safety net for
people.

Even more so, imagine that 10,000
baby boomers a day become eligible for
Social Security. It is disheartening
that Congress, the institution pri-
marily responsible for Social Secu-
rity’s enhancement and protection, has
not done anything in 53 years. Richard
Nixon was the President of the United
States the last time Social Security
was enhanced.

Five million of our fellow citizens get
below poverty-level checks from Social
Security, the greatest insurance pro-
gram in the Nation’s history, but Con-
gress has not attended to the program.
That is why this is so vitally impor-
tant that we do so.

Mr. Speaker, as you know, in Idaho
in the First District there are 219,000-
plus Social Security recipients, 170,000~
plus who are retirees, and 21,000 who
get disability. There are 10,000-plus
widows, 5,600 spouses, and 11,000 chil-
dren in Idaho who rely on Social Secu-
rity. It brings in $388 million monthly
to the First District and has not been
adjusted in more than 50 years. This is
an outrage.

When Members learn of this and
when the public is aware of this, they
say: Why hasn’t Congress acted?

President Biden has suggested, and it
makes sense, that in this great Nation
of ours, why shouldn’t everybody pay
the same?

So he said: Let’s just simply lift the
cap on people making over $400,000 who
don’t pay nearly the same that a per-
son making $30,000, $50,000, $75,000, or
$100,000 does who pay into the program.

In doing so, we would be able to en-
hance Social Security not only in
Idaho but across the entire United
States.

Even former President Trump now is
apparently changing the Republican
platform to say that we are going to
protect Social Security.

It is not enough to protect Social Se-
curity. Congress hasn’t done anything
in more than 53 years. So that means
whether you are in Idaho or whether
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you are in Connecticut, those very citi-
zens, those 10,000-a-day baby boomers
who expect their Congress to take ac-
tion on their behalf, need to enhance a
program that provides them with the
benefits. That money goes directly into
every congressional district and every
congressional community.

Where do the citizens spend that
money?

They spend it at the grocery store, at
the pharmacy, and at the gas station.
It goes to the essential needs that
Americans require. That is why Social
Security is the number one antipoverty
program for the elderly and also the
number one antipoverty program for
children.

What Congress needs to do is not talk
about it. It needs to vote. Citizens in
the gallery and across this Nation
should demand that the United States
Congress vote on Social Security and
correct something that has gone in dis-
repair for more than 50 years.

————
BORDER SOLUTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MANN) for 56 minutes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to discuss President Biden’s open bor-
der.

Since President Biden was sworn in,
his open-border policies have created a
national security and humanitarian
crisis. House Republicans continue to
urge the White House and our Demo-
crat colleagues in Congress to work
with us to identify solutions. Again
and again, we are met with silence.

I understand border security may not
be politically convenient for my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle,
but at some point, they must stop pre-
tending that this crisis does not exist.

I found it telling that over the
Fourth of July weekend, the White
House touted that illegal crossings
along the U.S. southern border de-
creased following President Biden’s re-
cent executive order. What they con-
veniently left out is that even with
this executive order, May was still the
39th straight month where illegal im-
migrant encounters have been higher
than even the highest month under
President Trump’s administration.

I understand that the White House is
in desperate need of good press, but
with all due respect, Mr. Speaker, the
facts are the facts. Our borders are far
from secure, and no feel-good story or
graphic from the White House commu-
nications team is going to change that.

I spent last week with Kansans in 11
counties across the Big First District,
and they were clear: Addressing the
Nation’s border crisis matters to them.

Under President Biden’s policies, car-
tels have been winners, and innocent
children and those who are trying to
enter the country legally have been the
losers. It doesn’t have to be this way.
Let’s do something to fix this chaos.

First, we need to immediately finish
the border wall. Time and time again,
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Border Patrol agents have shared that
a physical barrier along our Nation’s
borders, coupled with advanced tech-
nology, is extremely helpful in stop-
ping the cartels. We also need to des-
ignate the Mexican cartels as exactly
what they are, terrorists. These human
smugglers get rich by putting lives at
risk and pouring fentanyl into our
country. It is unacceptable.

We need to implement policies that
are actually effective. On his first day
in office, President Biden immediately
began rolling back the Trump adminis-
tration’s immigration policies for no
other reason than they were associated
with President Trump’s name. Presi-
dent Biden never asked if the policies
were helping curb illegal immigration
or slow illegal immigrants from enter-
ing the country or whether it was good
for the United States of America.

It was simply: If President Trump did
it, then it is gone. That has backfired
on President Biden, and the polls show
that. There is a reason President
Trump is more trusted on the border
than President Biden. We need to rein-
state remain in Mexico and end Presi-
dent Biden’s disastrous catch-and-re-
lease policy.
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Finally, we must change our tone to
send a clear message: Do not come to
the U.S. illegally.

At the start of his Presidency, Presi-
dent Biden promised outright citizen-
ship to more than 11 million illegal im-
migrants. America is a Nation of legal
immigrants, and the President’s false
promise was a slap in the face to the 2
million people who legally migrate to
the U.S. each year the right way. We
should make legal immigration easier
and illegal immigration harder. Mr.
President, this is not rocket science. It
is simple.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues
again today: What will it take for my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
to come to the table to secure the bor-
der? We can’t keep pretending the cur-
rent situation is normal. It is the mi-
nority’s move.

————

FAILED POLICIES AND RECKLESS
SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to highlight the Biden-Har-
ris administration’s failed policies and
reckless spending that have led to run-
away inflation and have bled American
workers dry.

Since the beginning of the Biden-Har-
ris administration, the essentials
Americans rely on daily have become
unaffordable and inaccessible for most
Americans. Before President Biden
took office, inflation sat at 1.4 percent.
It went up to 9 percent.

Since then, inflation and prices have
increased by a mind-boggling 20.11 per-
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cent. At the gas pump, regular gasoline
has increased a whopping 55.3 percent,
and groceries are up 21.2 percent. Inter-
est rates are at record-high levels, the
highest they have been in two decades,
impacting every family.

With the average American spending
$12,800 more a year to buy basic needs,
Bidenomics has hurt millions of every-
day Americans and Iowans living pay-
check to paycheck. Biden-Harris infla-
tion is a Biden-Harris tax on all Ameri-
cans, especially seniors on a fixed in-
come and those working families.

House Republicans remain com-
mitted to reining in Biden-Harris reck-
less spending and taming inflation.

BORDER CRISIS

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to call attention to the na-
tional security crisis that is the Biden-
Harris border crisis.

Since the start of the Biden-Harris
administration, there have been over
9.7 million illegal immigrant encoun-
ters nationwide and 1.8 million known
got-aways who have evaded the U.S.
Border Patrol. A record 350 individuals
whose names appear on the terrorist
watch list have also been encountered
at the southern border.

Let us not forget it was the Biden-
Harris administration that ended the
effective remain in Mexico program
and allowed for 40 percent of catch-and-
release migrants to disappear, and we
have lost over 85,000 children.

Across the country, we have seen the
impact of a porous border. Fentanyl
and crime coming across the border has
ravaged communities in JIowa and
across America, making drug overdoses
the number one cause of death in 18- to
45-year-olds. This is devastating the
lives of millions of Americans.

Democrat-led cities, such as New
York and Chicago, have become unrec-
ognizable due to the influx of migrants
and violent crime.

Mr. Speaker, I call on my colleagues
to push the Senate to support H.R. 2,
the Secure the Border Act, to protect
our American homeland and stop the
madness and crisis at our southern bor-
der.

EVERY LEGAL VOTE MATTERS

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 8281, the
Safeguard American Voter Eligibility
Act, or SAVE Act.

The SAVE Act protects and preserves
the right of American citizens to vote
by requiring States to obtain proof of
citizenship, in person, when registering
an individual to vote in a Federal elec-
tion. It also provides States with ac-
cess to existing Federal databases to
clean up their voter registration rolls
and remove noncitizens.

Under the outdated National Voter
Registration Act, or NVRA, States are
not required to ask for proof and are
prohibited from asking for proof of
citizenship when registering an indi-
vidual to vote in Federal elections.

While Democrats and their media al-
lies claim their elections are secure,
there are a multitude of cases with in-
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contestable evidence of noncitizens
registering and voting in Federal elec-
tions. If you think one vote doesn’t
matter or one person voting fraudulent
doesn’t matter, I won my race in 2020
by six votes, and we had a mayoral
race in my district that was decided
after two ties by drawing a name out of
a hat. Every vote matters. Every legal
vote matters.

Americans should decide American
elections, not illegal immigrants. The
SAVE Act is a commonsense measure
to safeguard this cherished American
right and privilege, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote for it.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MANN). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess until noon today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 19
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

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

———

PRAYER

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

Heavenly Father, we pray Your inter-
vention on behalf of the children of
Ukraine, Israel, Gaza, and all other
places around the world who find them-
selves caught in the snares of war,
trapped in conflict zones, the innocent
casualties of our warfare.

God, how is it that the most vulner-
able among us have become the targets
of indiscriminate yet deliberate bomb-
ing? Holy Lord, how has humanity let
its sense of justice erode to the point
where even children’s hospitals become
targets? When did it become common-
place that babies and toddlers are made
victims of vengeful kidnapping?

It is clear that Your kingdom alone
is the place of safety and spiritual
sanctuary for our children. Lord, let
Your kingdom come, Your will be done
here in this broken world.

Silence our guns and still the weap-
ons which threaten the heritage our
children 1long to receive from our
hands.

See that we do not despise any of
these little ones but reveal to us the
road to peace, that once again we
would provide a future for these chil-
dren that is free from fear, danger, and
sadness.

Into the protection of Your ever-
lasting arms we place our children this
day. May the strength of Your name be
their hope and salvation.

Amen.
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THE JOURNAL

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

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 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.

—————
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.

————
BIDEN TELLS LIE

(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, Foreign Affairs Committee
Chairman MICHAEL MCCAUL correctly
condemned Biden for a lie that no
American servicemembers were killed
on his watch, ignoring the 13 murdered
at the Abbey Gate.

The lie cited by Mr. McCAUL was un-
derscored by three American reservists
murdered by the Iranian puppet
Hezbollah on January 28.

As a grateful father of four sons who
served overseas, it is sad Biden ignores
the three murdered and conceals the
others injured, even though I asked
about their injuries on March 13.

Corrupt Judge Merchan, orchestrated
by the corrupt Biden Department of
Justice, is backfiring—The Wall Street
Journal today—reelecting Donald
Trump, as Merchan earns my invita-
tion to the Trump inauguration.

In conclusion, God bless our troops as
the global war on terrorism continues.
We do not need new border laws. We
need to enforce existing laws. Biden
shamefully opens borders for dictators
as more 9/11 attacks across America
are imminent as repeatedly warned by
the FBI.

Our sympathies to those killed Mon-
day at the Kyiv, Ukraine, children’s
hospital by war criminal Putin.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DESJARLAIS). Members are reminded to
refrain from engaging in personalities
toward the President.

———

NATIONAL MINORITY MENTAL
HEALTH AWARENESS MONTH

(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to acknowledge National Minor-
ity Mental Health Awareness Month.

More than one in five adults in the
United States live with mental illness.
We must ensure that community prac-
titioners, from mental health workers,
social workers, crisis managers, and
law enforcement are educated on im-
plicit biases that they may have and
the social determinants of health that
negatively impact patients of color.

While people of all ages and back-
grounds experience mental disorders,
minorities face significant treatment
disparities. Cultural humility training
has advanced healthcare equity, but we
must do better.

In my area in the Caribbean, commu-
nities affected by hurricanes, most re-
cently Grenada, St. Vincent, the Gren-
adines, and Jamaica, experience a dif-
ferent level of mental strain, leading to
mental health crises in families among
adults and children.

I urge my colleagues to better ad-
dress the tremendous mental health
disparities and barriers to treatment
for minority communities.

———

LEGISLATION THAT DEMANDS THE
ATTENTION OF EVERY AMERICAN

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, this afternoon we will be vot-
ing on legislation that demands the at-
tention of every single American. This
will be one of the most important votes
that Members of this Chamber will
ever take in their entire careers. It is
an issue that we never thought we
would actually have to address, but
that moment has come to us now.

Should Americans and Americans
alone determine the outcome of Amer-
ican elections, or should we allow for-
eigners and illegal aliens to decide who
sits in the White House and here in the
people’s House and in the Senate?

As the progressive wing of Wash-
ington has slowly crept in and marched
through our institutions and has in-
fected every level of government, they
have brought us to a generation-defin-
ing moment. That is the moment that
we have upon us now.

Because the Democratic Party has
shown time and time again that they
want our borders wide open to every
country on the planet and they want il-
legal aliens voting in our elections, we
now have reached a fateful decision
point.

Here is the critical question: Should
only American citizens, citizens of this
country, be allowed to determine who
controls the people’s House, the Sen-
ate, and the White House?

Every Republican, every one of our
colleagues, emphatically says yes. The
answer to that question is yes, and
every Republican will vote for the bill
that we have on the floor today.

This is a question that almost every
American agrees with us upon. Here is
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the number: 89 percent of Americans
believe that only Americans should de-
cide our elections, and that includes,
by the way, 82 percent of Democrats, 80
percent of Black and African-American
voters, and 76 percent of Hispanic and
Latino voters. Everybody who looks at
this question answers it the right way,
just about everybody.

We are about to find out here very
shortly if all of the Members of this
Chamber agree.

Americans all over the country un-
derstand what is at stake here. They
refuse to hand over our country to ille-
gal aliens, cartels, traffickers, violent
criminals, and murderers. That is what
is at stake.

Now, I hate to say it, but we have so
many noncitizens in the country right
now that if only 1 out of 100 of those il-
legal aliens voted, you are talking
about hundreds of thousands of votes
being cast.

Remember, these aren’t huddled
masses of frightened families yearning
to be free.

In January of this year, we took the
largest delegation of Members of Con-
gress to the border. January 3, we went
to Eagle Pass, Texas. It was the epi-
center of the open-border crisis at the
time. We met with Border Patrol
agents and high officers in U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Patrol. They told us
the truth.

They said, down there at Eagle Pass,
of all the many, many countless people
who come across that border illegally,
because Joe Biden and Secretary
Mayorkas opened the border wide, they
said: You should know this, Members
of Congress, 70 percent of the people
who crossed illegally at Eagle Pass,
down there in the Del Rio sector, are
single adult males between the ages of
18 and 49. These are not huddled masses
of people seeking refuge from persecu-
tion and seeking asylum here for just
causes. These are people who do not
have our best designs in mind.

Because of Joe Biden’s open-border
policies, we have ISIS smuggling rings
operating in our country. We have car-
tels who have operational control of
the border. We have Chinese and Rus-
sian spies here in our midst roaming
freely in our country. We have mur-
derers and rapists offending again and
again across the country, and they are
never deported.

These are people who Joe Biden and
his administration are releasing into
the country every day. The Director of
the FBI has testified multiple times
now before Congress, before our com-
mittees, and he has said: All the red
lights are flashing. What is he referring
to? The unprecedented dangerous situ-
ation.

The enemy is here. The enemy is in
our country now and is endangering
American citizens, law-abiding citi-
zZens.

You see the headlines on the news
now almost every day: another violent
act committed by an illegal.

Joe Biden did that to the country.
His administration did that because
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they opened the border. They engi-
neered the open border. It is absurd and
outrageous, and people know it. That is
one of the things that is going to be a
big factor in November.

I will tell you this, too. Since our
elections are so razor thin, it is not
just the physical safety of our commu-
nities that are in jeopardy. It is also
the integrity of the ballot box.

With just a few precincts and a few
States often now deciding the makeup
of the Congress and the White House,
we aren’t just facing dangerous individ-
uals; we are facing a dangerously high
number of dangerous individuals who
could actually change the outcome of
our elections and thus determine the
future of this great Republic.

Just as our dear friend Congress-
woman MILLER-MEEKS will tell you,
she won her elections in 2020 by 6 votes.
Some of these elections, some of your
elections, are very, very close. We have
to keep that in mind.

Here is the solution. Today is this
fateful moment. Again, I think it may
be the most important vote you will
make as a Member of this body because
you are going to determine the course
of this country today. You are going to
determine whether you want the elec-
tions to be safe and fair.

The SAVE Act is the bill before us. It
is not complicated. It is written in very
plain language so everyone can read it
and understand it. We are merely sug-
gesting that because so many illegal
aliens are in the country—and there is
no disputing that there are millions
upon millions of them. I think the ac-
tual count is probably somewhere close
to 16 million illegals who have come
across the border in the last 3% years
since Joe Biden opened it wide begin-
ning on his first day in office—because
there are so many of them here, I ask
our guests in the gallery this question:
Is it worth adding a layer of protection
to ensure all of those illegals cannot
register to vote? Everybody would an-
swer yes, if we asked for an audible re-
sponse, because that is obvious to us.

Everybody understands the SAVE
Act will do several important things,
and all of them are obvious, common-
sense measures.

Here is the list:

Number 1: It requires State election
officials to ask about citizenship before
providing voter registration forms.
What a concept.

Number 2: It requires an individual
to provide proof of citizenship if indeed
he or she wants to register to vote in
our Federal elections.

Number 3: It provides States with ac-
cess to our Federal agency databases.
Why is that so important? So they can
remove noncitizens from voter rolls
and confirm citizenship for individuals
who lack that all-important proof of
citizenship.

Number 4: It directs the Department
of Homeland Security to determine
whether to conduct removal pro-
ceedings if an illegal alien, a noncit-
izen, has been identified as having reg-
istered to vote in Federal elections.
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American citizens will be protected
and in no way harmed by this bill.
There is not a conceivable argument
that the Democrats can make to op-
pose the commonsense measures that
we are putting before them today.
Nothing changes the voter registration
process in the States.

The only people who will face hurdles
here are those who are trying to break
our Federal laws. That is why it is pat-
ently absurd that the White House
issued a veto threat. President Biden
says he is going to veto the bill, and
Democrat leadership right now is en-
gaging in a very robust whipping oper-
ation to stop this bill from being
passed. It is absolutely outrageous, and
the American people need to Kknow
what is happening here.

It is dangerous. It is dangerous for
the future of our country. It is dan-
gerous for the future of your family, if
you are watching at home.

Joseph Story was a great American
legal scholar and Supreme Court Jus-
tice, the author of the seminal ‘‘Com-
mentaries on the Constitution of the
United States’ that we used to have to
read in law school. He said it this way
on this subject. This is very important.
Listen to what he said.

He said: ““If aliens might be admitted
indiscriminately to enjoy all the rights
of citizens at the will of a single State,
the Union itself might be endangered
by an influx of foreigners, hostile to its
institutions, ignorant of its powers,
and incapable of a due estimate of its
privileges.”

He said that so well. I whole-
heartedly agree. I know everyone on
our side of the aisle does.

If we are going to maintain this great
American experiment, this grand ex-
periment in self-governance that we
have now kept for 248 years, if we are
going to keep it for more, then we have
to ensure that the outcomes of our
elections remain in the hands of Amer-
icans alone.
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Now, some of our colleagues are ar-
guing and some of the outside interest
groups who want those open borders,
the open borders crowd, they are point-
ing out that it is already illegal to
vote, and you don’t really need to do
this. That is true, it is illegal to vote
under Federal law. Only a U.S. citizen
is supposed to vote in a U.S. election.

But here is the problem: The law is
not being followed. Even though it is
already illegal, this is happening.

Let me give you a couple examples.

In Georgia, State election officials
are catching thousands of noncitizens
who are trying to register to vote, but
they are one of only a few States that
is making that effort right now to
check the voter rolls on the front end
before the disaster occurs.

In May, the State of Ohio, they had
to remove 137 noncitizen voters from
the rolls when they did a quick check.

In May of last year, Virginia removed
almost 1,500 noncitizens from their
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voter rolls. Here is the catch: It was
only after more than 800 of those non-
citizen ballots had been cast in 2019.
They already participated in an elec-
tion illegally.

It shouldn’t surprise us that crimi-
nals who break our border laws are also
going to break our election laws. These
are not paragons of virtue in all these
cases, as the 70 percent of people who
come across the border who are mili-
tary-aged males come into our country
without any deterrence at all. They are
not law-abiding citizens. They are ille-
gal aliens, and they should not be par-
ticipating in the election.

Remember, if just a small percent-
age, a fraction of a fraction of all those
illegals that Joe Biden has brought in
here to vote, if they do vote, it
wouldn’t just change one race, it might
potentially change all of our races.

Now, despite the claims of our oppo-
nents, it is also true there are no cur-
rent preventative mechanisms to en-
sure that only those registering or vot-
ing are actually citizens.

Perhaps the Democratic Party would
prefer that we only identify fraudulent
voters after the fact, after an election
is already decided and the new Mem-
bers are sworn in. That is not accept-
able. That doesn’t instill trust. It
doesn’t ensure the integrity of the sys-
tem.

Of course, that is nonsense. It is good
and right to take preventative action
now. We can look out on the horizon.
We know the storm is coming. We
know we have an unprecedented num-
ber of illegal aliens. We know many of
them are being encouraged to register
to vote, and they are doing so. We
know we have a problem.

We have a duty here under the Con-
stitution to ensure it doesn’t happen.
We have an instrument before us, a
piece of legislation, that will do just
that, and there is no excuse—no ex-
cuse—to oppose it.

Of course, preventative action is des-
perately needed because of all this, and
the stakes are so high, and the loop-
holes are so wide that we have to do it.

Regardless of what the detractors
say, the voter laws are really that lax.
If a citizen wants to vote for President,
they just have to go to their local
DMV, they go to the local welfare of-
fice or some other government agency,
and they are given a very simple form
that says while you are here signing up
for taxpayer benefits, Mr. Noncitizen
who just came across the border and
was sent here by plane, train, or auto-
mobile by an NGO who, by the way, is
sending the receipt for that to the U.S.
taxpayer that we are all funding, hey,
since you are here and signing up for
benefits, do you also want to register
to vote? On the form that was passed
by Congress back in the early nineties,
the motor voter registration law, it
just has one little box that asks: Are
you a U.S. citizen? How many people
are checking that box who are not sup-
posed to?
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Well, the problem is, whoever is
working there is not allowed under cur-
rent law to ask for proof of that citi-
zenship. If somebody checks the box,
they can’t stop them and say, hey, do
you have any paperwork to prove that?
Where are you from? You have a funny
accent. Oh, you don’t speak English?
Are you a citizen? They don’t have any
way to prove it.

I believe I stand with the American
public when I say our elections are just
too important to simply rely on the
honor system by people who have al-
ready proven they have no regard or re-
spect for our laws.

Would we be so foolish as to think
every one of the 500 got-aways sneak-
ing through our southern border every
single day have good intentions? Come
on. We have got to apply reason and
common sense.

Would we prefer to wait for fraud to
happen and only do something after
elections are finalized? No. We have to
catch the fraud on the front end so
there is no question about the integ-
rity of our votes. Again, this is our
duty to do so.

If we don’t catch any unlawful vot-
ers, great, that is wonderful. It means
our systems are secure. If we do catch
unlawful voters, then good, we stop
them from voting. We did what was
right by the Constitution, right by our
Federal law, and right by the people
that we represent.

There should be no objection to this
legislation at all.

I will conclude with this: I have been
here 8 years. Every so often in this
Chamber, we take a vote that clearly
reveals what we think about the world.
There are important votes every day,
but there are some votes that define
who we are. It defines our world, and it
defines what we believe about the Con-
stitution and about the rule of law. It
defines our careers, and it defines our
character. It is a signal to the voters
fundamentally about what we believe
about our country.

Republicans want 100 percent partici-
pation by citizens in our elections, eli-
gible citizens who can vote. We want
everybody to vote. We want 100 percent
participation, but we want zero percent
fraud. We want American citizens to be
the lone people who decide our elec-
tions.

Here is the question that is about to
be answered on this floor: Do Demo-
crats want that same thing, or do they
want to hand over our country to the
worst impulses and nefarious plans of
foreign spies and criminals who will ex-
ploit the system for their own gain?

Republicans are anxious to get this
done. We are anxious to take the nec-
essary steps to protect the integrity of
every single vote, and we will ensure
that we have free and fair elections,
and we will ensure that only Ameri-
cans decide American elections.

The question that will be answered—
and it is not a rhetorical question; this
is a real live exercise—can Democrats
say the same thing? Is there any meas-
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ure that they will take to reduce the
opportunity for fraud? Today is their
chance, and, unfortunately, I am not
that hopeful that they are going to do
the right thing, but you are about to
find out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members not to refer to
persons in the gallery.

COMMENDING THE DEDICATION
AND HARD WORK OF STELLA JI-
MENEZ

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

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to commend the dedication and hard
work of Stella Jimenez, my out-
standing district director, as I bid her
farewell as she moves on to the next
step of her career.

Stella Jimenez brought a wealth of
experience and an unwavering commit-
ment to community service and a dedi-
cation to enact positive change.

Stella had a pivotal role in leading
diverse initiatives aimed at enhancing
the well-being of residents in Imperial
and Riverside Counties.

Stella demonstrated a profound un-
derstanding of the community’s needs
and challenges. Her leadership, charac-
terized by a unique combination of
grace and effectiveness, garnered admi-
ration and respect from colleagues and
constituents alike.

Stella’s dedication to community en-
gagement was unparalleled. Whether it
was championing the proposed
Chuckwalla National Monument or en-
suring full stakeholder engagement in
Imperial County, she approached each
initiative with unwavering determina-
tion.

Under her guidance, these events not
only achieved success but also carried
a deeply personal touch reflecting
Stella’s commitment to meaningful
connection.

I am profoundly grateful for the
privilege of working with Stella Ji-
menez, and I wish her the best in her
next life adventure.

———
RECOGNIZING SOLDIERS REUNION

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

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, next
month we celebrate the 134th annual
Soldiers Reunion celebration in New-
ton, North Carolina, which I am proud
to represent. It is believed to be the
longest running patriotic celebration
in the country that is not based on a
holiday.

Thousands of people will gather for
various events including concerts, a
car show, a bike ride, and a 5K. The
sidewalks will be packed with families
from August 10 through 15 for the an-
nual parade and the festival sur-
rounding Newton’s 1924 courthouse. It
is a special celebration.
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Our veterans and active servicemem-
bers will be honored and recognized
throughout the week, as they have
been recognized since this tradition
began in 1889.

I thank and congratulate the citizens
of Newton and the local organizations
who spend many months each year
planning for the Soldiers Reunion.
They deserve our recognition for this
annual reminder of the debt and grati-
tude we owe those who serve our Na-
tion.

————

NASH COMMUNITY COLLEGE PRE-
APPRENTICESHIP PROGRAMS

(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 rise to highlight the excep-
tional apprenticeship and pre-appren-
ticeship programs Nash Community
College offers.

The STEPS4GROWTH Pre-Appren-
ticeship is an incredible opportunity
for individuals interested in advanced
manufacturing or clean energy vehi-
cles.

Imagine not just learning but ac-
tively engaging with industry-experi-
enced instructors, gaining hands-on ex-
perience, and working on real projects
that can kickstart a career.

These programs don’t just benefit
students. Local organizations can also
boost their productivity and profit-
ability by participating.

It is an exciting chance for students
to dive into their passions and for local
communities to nurture the next gen-
eration of talented workforce-ready in-
dividuals. We have seen the benefits
and the results across the region at
places like OIC.

I commend Nash Community College
for its commitment to keeping the
American Dream within reach for east-
ern North Carolinians.

————

INFLATION

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

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, month after
month, the American people endure
higher utility bills and rising costs at
the grocery store and the gas pump.

Inflation has risen by more than 20
percent since President Biden took of-
fice. That is just an average. Every
day, folks are actually paying 35 per-
cent more for flour, 40 percent more for
eggs, and 27 percent more for butter.
That is on top of paying 29 percent
more for electricity, about 55 percent
more for a gallon of gas, and 21 percent
more in monthly rent.

It adds up to more than $1,000 a
month for the same goods and services
that American families were buying be-
fore these historic price increases. This
is a direct result of the Biden adminis-
tration’s overspending and overregula-
tion.
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While we hear White House officials
continue to dismiss the sticker shock
that Americans face every day, House
Republicans are committed to reining
in the reckless spending in Washington
and restoring fiscal sanity.

————

DISASTER SUPPLEMENTAL
REQUEST

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

Ms. TOKUDA. Mr. Speaker, 8 months
ago, the President put forth a supple-
mental disaster recovery funding re-
quest, and while Congress has failed to
act, wildfires, hurricanes, and extreme
weather conditions have continued to
strike.

On June 28, the President submitted
to Congress an updated request for $700
million for the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant Disaster Recovery
program. These funds play an essential
role in communities across the country
in towns like Lahaina that have been
devastated by fire and help to rebuild
housing, infrastructure, and other fa-
cilities.

The need for this request is urgent.
As we look ahead to a hyperactive hur-
ricane and wildfire season, working
families and communities across the
country are still struggling to rebuild
homes and businesses ravaged by the
impacts of the last storm cycle.

Mr. Speaker, disaster does not dis-
criminate, and it does not wait. I urge
this House to immediately bring the
disaster supplemental request up for a
vote before we depart for the August
recess. Doing so ensures we get the
work of the people done and deliver
much-needed relief to our communities
across the country.

———
BUREAUCRATIC WASTE

(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, so far
Congress has provided $7.5 billion for
electric vehicle charging stations via
the so-called infrastructure bill.

Mr. Speaker, $56 billion of that money
is allocated to individual States to
build a network of fast chargers along
major highways in the National Elec-
tric Vehicle Infrastructure program.

This outpouring of funds, the intense
focus of the Department of Transpor-
tation and the Biden administration
has only managed to finish seven of
these stations in only four States.

Investment seems to be the term
used on this topic to get around the
fact that nothing is getting done and
an incredible amount of taxpayer
money is being spent.

There is a consistent pattern of elec-
tric vehicle charging stations being ex-
empted also from the Buy America pro-
visions that were expanded in the In-
frastructure Investment and Jobs Act.
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We are buying these components
from China because most are not
sourced from U.S. manufacturing be-
cause we are in a big hurry, it seems,
to not actually build them.

This is a pathetic and embarrassing
show of bureaucratic waste and a slap
in the face to American workers.

The whole Biden administration at
every level, be it funding or regulation,
have forced electric vehicles and have
forced the demand that the infrastruc-
ture isn’t even close to being in place
for.

Mr. Speaker, 7 in 10 Americans said
they don’t want to buy an EV and are
already trying to give back what they
have.

———
0 1230

BELTED GALLOWAY JUNIOR
NATIONALS

(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 recognize
three outstanding young people from
Venango County, Pennsylvania, who
competed in the first-ever Belted Gal-
loway Junior Nationals event at the
Medina County Fairgrounds in Medina,
Ohio.

The Belted Galloway is a traditional
Scottish breed of beef cattle. The
Buckeye Battle of the Belts took place
June 26 through June 30. I proudly rec-
ognize these livestock enthusiasts from
Venango County:

Mark Snyder, 18, of Titusville, won
the grand champion overall pure breed
Belted Galloway bull, fourth overall in-
termediate sales talk, third inter-
mediate team fitting, reserve grand
champion overall purebred Belted Gal-
loway heifer, and two class winners
Belted Galloway heifer.

Coltin Cross, 16, of Rockland, won
Belted Galloway class winner heifer,
third intermediate overall cattlemen’s
quiz, third immediate team fitting, and
10th overall intermediate points.

Marie Schwab, 13, of Oil City, won
third junior public speaking, fifth jun-
ior sales talk, reserve team fitting,
fourth junior judging contest, seventh
overall junior points, champion Belted
Galloway immediate heifer, champion
Belted Galloway prospect steer, cham-
pion overall purebred Belted Galloway
steer.

Mr. Speaker, I am so impressed with
these young people. The Belted Gallo-
way Junior Nationals provide a plat-
form for youths aged 18 to 21 to show-
case their skills, dedication, and pas-
sion for agriculture. I congratulate
them all.

———
HONORING BOONE COUNTY FIRE

PROTECTION DISTRICT ASSIST-
ANT CHIEF MATTHEW TOBBEN

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

Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, it is with
a heavy heart today that I rise to
honor the life and service of Boone
County Fire Protection District Assist-
ant Chief Matthew Tobben, who lost
his life in the line of duty this week
during a high-water rescue.

Prior to joining the Boone County
team this year, Matt spent 19 years
with the Union Fire Department and
was part of Missouri Task Force One
for 12 years.

Today, we honor and remember Matt,
especially his selfless dedication to
others and his courage to always an-
swer the call. He never turned down an
opportunity to make a rescue or help
his community.

Our sincere condolences are with his
family, friends, and loved omnes. The
Fourth District of Missouri will forever
be grateful to Matt for his service and
heroism.

———

PROTECTING HOME APPLIANCE
CHOICE

(Ms. LEE of Florida asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to state my support for H.R.
7700, the Stop Unaffordable Dishwasher
Standards Act, and H.R. 7637, the Re-
frigerator Freedom Act, which passed
the House this week.

Since his first day in office, Presi-
dent Biden has repeatedly advanced
burdensome rules, regulations, and
mandates that have made Americans’
lives more difficult and caused prices
to skyrocket. Across the board, prices
are up 20 percent because of President
Biden’s failed and inflationary policies.

Families in Florida cannot afford
Bidenomics. House Republicans are
fighting to protect families from bur-
densome mandates, safeguard con-
sumer choice, and defend cost-effective
energy solutions.

That is what these important bills
will do. President Biden’s war on ev-
eryday household appliances only hurts
hardworking Americans and small
businesses. People in Florida, not bu-
reaucrats in Washington, should be
able to decide what appliances they
want in their homes.

These bills will protect affordability
and choice, allowing all Americans the
ability to make the right decision for
themselves and their families.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE SECURITIES
AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION RE-
LATING TO “STAFF ACCOUNTING
BULLETIN NO. 121”—VETO MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of June 3,

2024, the unfinished business is the fur-

ther consideration of the veto message
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of the President on the joint resolution
(H.J. Res. 109) providing for congres-
sional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission relating to ‘‘Staff
Accounting Bulletin No. 121°.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

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

(For veto message, see proceedings of
the House of June 3, 2024, at page
H3548.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS), the
ranking member on the Committee on
Financial Services, pending which I
will yield myself such time as I may
consume.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the veto
message of H.J. Res. 109.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of overriding President Biden’s
veto of H.J. Res. 109.

It didn’t have to be this way. It did
not have to be this way on digital as-
sets, on the regulation of digital assets,
on the functioning of a new asset class
that a substantial number of Ameri-
cans, and those around the world, are
using, a new set of technology.

The Biden administration has been
given every opportunity to work with
this Congress on digital asset policy
and to come to a reasonable conclusion
on digital asset policy.

In May, Congress passed a resolution
to overturn the Securities and Ex-
change Commission’s SAB 121 with
broad bipartisan support in both the
House and Senate. A lot has changed
since that time.

Following that vote, the House
passed historic digital asset market
structure legislation, called FIT21,
with an overwhelming two-thirds sup-
port of this Chamber. In divided times,
a vote like that in this Chamber is a
substantial statement of the validity of
a policy. That means that 71 members
of the President’s own party voted for
that bill.

Today’s vote should mirror the sup-
port of FIT21, given that this policy
change was also in that legislation
they voted for.

SAB 121 is one of the most glaring ex-
amples of the regulatory overreach
that has defined Chair Gary Gensler’s
tenure at the Securities and Exchange
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Commission. It limits consumers’ op-
tions to safely custody their digital as-
sets, upending decades of bank custody
practices and increasing concentration
risk.

This is real consumer harm that is
now in the marketplace because of
these rules that Gensler has put in
place.

Congress used the mechanism avail-
able to us, the Congressional Review
Act, to overturn this harmful so-called
guidance. To be clear, a bipartisan CRA
sends a strong message. A bipartisan
Congressional Review Act vote that
passes both Chambers, well, that is a
mandate from the Americans we rep-
resent.

Despite all the recent progress and
bipartisan agreement, President Biden
vetoed the first digital asset-specific
legislation that ever passed the House
and Senate. It has never been clearer
that this administration would rather
play politics and side with power-hun-
gry bureaucrats over the American
people and over new technology and
the safe use of new technology.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support today’s resolution, overturn
the veto, and take a small step to bring
sanity to the American digital asset
policy landscape.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to H.J. Res. 109, which if passed
would undermine the Securities and
Exchange Commission’s ability to pro-
tect people who buy cryptocurrency.

Today, Republicans want to override
President Biden’s veto and block the
SEC from setting accounting standards
for companies that hold digital assets,
like crypto, on behalf of their cus-
tomers. This resolution is part of a
long list of efforts by industry and its
allies to attack the good work of the
SEC, which has made significant
progress in protecting investors; main-
taining fair, orderly, and efficient mar-
kets; and facilitating capital forma-
tion.

Preserving the power of the SEC to
protect investors and our markets is
now more important than ever, espe-
cially in light of the recent Supreme
Court ruling in Loper v. Raimondo,
which, by overturning Chevron def-
erence, has now undermined the au-
thority of the SEC and other Federal
agencies.

The SEC staff accounting bulletin,
SAB 121, is an informal guidance in-
tended to clarify confusion raised by
market participants. One prong of SAB
121 that would be repealed by today’s
resolution is about giving the public
disclosures to increase transparency
about these cryptoassets.

This kind of transparency helps pre-
vent the kind of fraud and mishandling
of crypto that led to the collapse of
companies like FTX and a dozen other
crypto firms that were handling and
safeguarding customers’ assets.
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The second part of SAB 121’s guid-
ance advises companies to record
cryptoassets as liabilities on their bal-
ance sheets and to ensure those liabil-
ities correspond to the fair value of the
cryptoassets they are obligated to safe-
guard.

This ensures that the company pro-
viding custody has sufficient resources
to secure these assets for the users
against any loss or misuse. The SEC
has explained that this guidance is pru-
dent due to the unique risk and uncer-
tainties associated with cryptoassets.
These risks include hacks, theft, and
technical failures.

SEC’s guidance simply says a firm
that safeguards cryptoassets on behalf
of customers should account for these
unique crypto risks by recording these
assets on its balance sheet as a liabil-
ity. These safeguards would be com-
pletely undermined by passing H.J.
Res. 109.

The crypto industry and its allies
have long chided the SEC for not pro-
viding enough clarity over how
cryptoassets should be regulated. How-
ever, SAB 121 directly addressed indus-
try uncertainty. It is just that the in-
dustry didn’t like the answer they got.
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Should H.J. Res. 109 come into law, it
would not only eliminate SAB 121’s
helpful guidance, but it would also per-
manently block the agency’s ability to
do anything substantially similar in
this area in the future.

One special interest group rep-
resenting large custody banks has pro-
vided the SEC with targeted modifica-
tions to SAB 121, which would avoid
the sledgehammer effect of this legisla-
tion. I understand that the SEC may be
close to reaching an agreement on
these modifications, which would en-
sure that well-regulated entities, like
custody banks, can offer crypto cus-
tody services consistent with SAB 121.
Nevertheless, despite the fact that this
issue will soon be moot, Republicans
are pushing ahead anyway with this
blunt and overly broad approach.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this veto override,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
ranking member to yield. There is this
rumor that has been going about that
there is this resolution at the SEC with
a group of banks, and they are going to
let certain banks custody digital assets
in some deal that is being made. I have
no details of it. The first public pro-
nouncement of this I heard from the
ranking member.

I was just wondering, Mr. Speaker, if
I could inquire of the ranking member
if there is paper on this or any pub-
lished accounts of what the ranking
member said.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to yield to
the ranking member.

I am interested in this deal that she
has talked about that certain banks
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can custody digital assets and there is
a deal made with the Securities and
Exchange Commission. The first I
heard of this was the pronouncement
that the ranking member just made. 1
am just wondering if there is any pub-
lished account of this or anything in
writing we have from the SEC?

Ms. WATERS. If I may respond to the
gentleman.

Mr. MCHENRY. I am happy to yield.

Ms. WATERS. As I said when I made
the presentation, they are close to
working out the deal with SAB and the
custody bank.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I would just say
that the idea that Congress is going to
wait because you have banks trying to
get a special carve-out for themselves
from Gary Gensler and the SEC, that is
not sound public policy. The idea that
Congress is going to wait and pause on
overriding the President’s veto is real-
ly bad policy that harms consumers.
Just because we have a rumor that two
people are talking or 10 people are
talking, that is not the way a great
state should do business. A great na-
tion-state with the best capital mar-
kets on the globe should not be doing
business this way.

We should have clarity under the law
that peoples’ financial assets are going
to be protected, and they are going to
be protected in a resilient regime,
which we have. We have it for securi-
ties. We have it for commodities. We
should have it for digital assets, the
same protections we have for these
other financial assets, and we don’t be-
cause of the actions of Gary Gensler
and the Biden administration that
have said that you can’t hold these as-
sets in custody. It has made it more
risky for consumers to own digital as-
sets.

So let’s reject this idea that we just
wait for a couple of people to strike
some private deal for a group of banks.
Let’s make this correct. Let’s make it
right for the American people. Let’s
vote to override this veto.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. FLOOD), who is the au-
thor of the original bill that the Presi-
dent vetoed that we are now voting on
again.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for his leadership on this
issue.

Mr. Speaker, I feel like we should
start with a definition of ‘‘custody.” It
is that basic, Mr. Speaker. Banks hold
others’ assets in custody, and they
don’t put them on their balance sheet.

This is an example of Mr. Gensler at
the SEC using a staff accounting bul-
letin to keep banks out of digital asset
custody. The first time this resolution
went through Congress, it received, as
the chairman said, bipartisan support
from both the House and the Senate,
including Majority Leader SCHUMER.
Think about that, Mr. Speaker: Major-
ity Leader SCHUMER broke with his
own party and with his own party’s
President on this issue.
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The reason for that support, and it is
really simple, the SEC got its hand
caught in the cookie jar. They over-
stepped in a blatant way that runs con-
trary to its obligation to protect inves-
tors.

What is the SEC doing in banking
policy?

Somebody, ask the Federal Reserve.
Ask the OCC. Ask the Treasury Depart-
ment.

Do they think this is right?

Look at the testimony in front of the
Financial Services Committee.

SAB 121 is not a political issue. It is
simply a bad regulation. No matter
what your feelings are about
cryptocurrency, the SEC shouldn’t be
writing bank custody rules, and they
definitely shouldn’t be overstepping
their authority to do it.

Moreover, now on this floor today we
hear from the ranking member that
there is some private deal with a cou-
ple of banks. To the chairman’s point,
that is not good public policy. That is
amateur hour. That is trying to avoid
the embarrassment of having the
House of Representatives vote like it
did on FIT21 where a better than two-
thirds majority were in support of this
very policy.

Finally, let’s be clear. SAB 121 is bad
policy that affects the entire banking
system, not just one bank or one small
group of banks. If the SEC wants to fix
this problem themselves, then they
shouldn’t rescind the bulletin for every
bank in America that is publicly trad-
ed. One-off agreements do not fix un-
derlying problems with this fatally
flawed legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this measure.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN), who is also the
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Capital Markets.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, let me
address the Democrats in this Chamber
and say: Sustain President Biden’s
veto.

This is the worst possible week for
Democrats to do anything else but to
stand behind President Biden’s veto. If
you vote the other way, then you can
explain to the press that you repudi-
ated the President’s decision and that
you voted to override a Presidential
veto—something I don’t think we have
done in a long time—because you had
extensive conversations with Paul
Munter, the chief accountant of the
SEC, and he was unable to convince
you that Staff Accounting Bulletin 121
properly lays out for generally accept-
ed accounting principle purposes which
asset should be on the balance sheet.

You can then discuss with them how
you also commented on a host of other
accounting principles that put assets
on the balance sheet that are not actu-
ally owned but might be leased or held
by the company on whose balance
sheet they are listed.

You can then discuss with them your
personal views on accounting theory
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and try to convince them that you re-
pudiated the President because of deep-
ly held concerns on what assets should
and should not be on the balance sheet.
However, they will not listen. They
will tell you that you voted to override
a Presidential veto this very week.

Now, we are told that somehow this
is going to prevent banks from acting
as custodians. It does not because we
have three accounting systems in this
country.

We have tax accounting, which is
separate from GAAP, or generally ac-
cepted accounting principles, which are
for disclosures to investors; and we
have a third accounting system for reg-
ulated companies, particularly banks,
called regulatory accounting prin-
ciples, or RAP.

This pronouncement doesn’t deal
with RAP. Banks are free to do what
they want. They must inform their in-
vestors what they did, and then the in-
vestors can decide whether that bank
is one they want to invest in.

Now we are told that we should over-
ride SAB 121.

What effect does that have?

Not only does it take crypto off the
balance sheet, it prevents the chief ac-
countant from writing another regula-
tion or staff accounting bulletin re-
quiring footnote disclosure. So then
you would be voting for no disclosure
to investors of the very significant risk
of holding these crypto assets.

You can argue for balance sheet dis-
closure. You can argue instead for foot-
note disclosure. However, if you vote
today for no disclosure in the financial
statements, then that is a repudiation
of all modern accounting theory.

I did want to point out, as the rank-
ing member has, that there is a sub-
stantial risk to banks in holding
crypto assets, and Sam Bankman-
Fried’s fraud is just one of many in the
crypto world. So this disclosure is nec-
essary for investors to decide what
risks they are taking when they invest
in the stock of a bank.

So, in summary, if you believe that
crypto assets that the bank is holding
as a custodian should be on the balance
sheet, then vote ‘‘no.” If you believe
that crypto asset risks, the risks that
the bank has by acting as a custodian
for crypto, should only be disclosed in
the footnotes, then vote ‘“‘no.”

If you have no deeply felt opinion on
whether generally accepted accounting
principles should cause assets that are
being held by a custodian or a lessee
should be on the balance sheet, should
be in the footnotes, or should not be in
the financial statements at all, if you
do not have a deeply held personal be-
lief on this technical matter of ac-
counting, then vote ‘‘no” and sustain
President Biden’s veto.

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

I have to address this, Mr. Speaker,
because there is a lot of gibberish that
I just heard about this vote being an
endorsement of President Biden or
something like that, and I don’t want
to get into that debate. I don’t.
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The question of whether or not the
President cares about the veto or is
going to look through the vote count
on this day or whatever else or the pol-
itics of what is happening in the hall-
ways here with all my Democratic col-
leagues being asked about the Presi-
dent, I am trying to withhold from
opining about those things.

I see in press reports that the Presi-
dent is really dialed in between 10 and
4 and this vote being at 1 p.m., perhaps
he is going to look at the vote total.
Perhaps. However, that is all conjec-
ture, and I don’t want to get into the
conjecture of this stuff. It is not part of
the decorum of the House here.

The substance here is about digital
assets. What we have shown in this
Chamber with a two-thirds vote, 71
Democrats joining with just about
every Republican, saying that we want
a market structure so that we can de-
velop the next generation of internet
technology here in the United States.
We want to have consumer protection,
safety and soundness ensured so that
we can have the best capital markets
on the globe, with capital attracted
from around the globe here in the
United States so it can be deployed
safely, and then cutting-edge tech-
nologies and digital assets. Just as we
had this debate on artificial intel-
ligence, we voted with a two-thirds
vote to have a regulatory regime that
looks like our capital markets for
crypto, and my colleagues, after 21
voted to repeal this stupid account-
ing—I am sorry—this ill-fitting, ill-de-
signed, poorly thought-out accounting
standard that says that crypto is not a
real asset and we are going to treat it
as this other thing so it can’t be in reg-
ulated finance. We had 21 Democrats
vote with us to repeal this rule. Then
we had 71 Democrats vote for a full
market structure for crypto.

I would say to those 50 Democrats
who voted on the large regulation, the
larger regulation package on crypto,
look at this anew, and if you want to
send a message that you are pro-
crypto, if you want to send the mes-
sage to your voters that you are pro-
crypto and you want to protect their
assets, those 50 who voted for the mar-
ket structure but didn’t vote for this
should vote with us. We should have a
two-thirds vote of this House to repeal
this ill-designed accounting standard.

This is not a marker of Presidential
leadership. What we have heard from
this administration is all over the map
on what they want to do with crypto,
and now they are contorting them-
selves as the election gets closer.

So let’s just do the right thing. Let’s
support sound policy. Let’s override
this veto and send a message that
America will remain the best place in
the world to deploy capital with the
best cutting-edge technology with con-
sumer protection and law-abiding
rights connected with those digital as-
sets.

Madam Speaker, I would say to my
colleague that I am prepared to close,
and I reserve the balance of my time.
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Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, no matter what is
said, this is about overriding the Presi-
dent’s veto. My colleagues argue that
SAB 121 undermines the investor pro-
tection by discouraging crypto firms
and other entities from providing cus-
tody services.

However, the numbers show this
couldn’t be further from the truth. Ac-
cording to figures provided by SEC
staff, at least 10 U.S. firms are already
offering SAB 121-compliant crypto
safeguarding services. As of the end of
last year, they were safeguarding close
to $210 billion worth of crypto assets in
a SAB 121-compliant way.

This just goes to show, despite all of
the talk, that SAB 121 will lead to less
companies wanting to safeguard crypto
assets. There are, indeed, plenty of
firms out there that are doing so in
compliance with this staff accounting
bulletin.

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
SHERMAN).

Mr. SHERMAN. Madam Speaker, this
resolution is terrible accounting pol-
icy. It has nothing to do with whether
banks are allowed to act as custodians
since it has no effect on bank regula-
tion, no effect on the calculation of
their capital, and no effect on regu-
latory accounting.

This resolution deprives investors of
the knowledge of what risks the bank
they are investing in is running. It says
you can’t put it on the balance sheet
on the theory that nothing should be
on the balance sheet unless it is owned
by the entity whose balance sheet is
being filed.

Anyone familiar with lease account-
ing knows that that is not the basic
principle that is carried out with an
awful lot of assets that are listed on
the balance sheet.

It goes further. It says not only can’t
the chief accountant and the staff ac-
counting bulletin require disclosure on
the balance sheet, but they are prohib-
ited from doing another regulation and
disclose it in the footnotes. This is ter-
rible accounting policy.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘no.”

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time to
close.

Madam Speaker, I strongly urge my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘no” on this effort
to override the President’s veto of H.J.
Res. 109. If passed, Congress would
block the SEC from providing much-
needed and timely clarity to our mar-
kets.

We would also be preventing the SEC
from ensuring companies that hold
crypto on behalf of Americans take the
necessary care to ensure those holdings
are transparent and accounted for.

For all of the handwringing about
the lack of regulatory clarity in the
crypto space, it is baffling to me how
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the industry wants to make it harder
for the SEC to use one of the primary
mechanisms it has to provide clarity
around crypto: Staff guidance and ac-
counting bulletins.

H.J. Res. 109 is a sledgehammer when
what may be needed to address con-
cerns is a scalpel. CRA resolutions, as
these are referred to, not only overturn
the agency guidance that is the subject
of the resolution, but also prevents the
SEC from issuing any substantially
similar guidance in the future. In es-
sence, even if the SEC wanted to offer
clarity around crypto custody in the
future, they would no longer be able to
do so.

If Republicans want to address the
issue previously raised by custody
banks, Members could have done that,
but now my colleagues have put forth a
bill that causes broad harm not only to
the SEC, but all the people and compa-
nies that rely on the agency to main-
tain safety and stability.

Madam Speaker, I call on all of my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no” on this dan-
gerous measure, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

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

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a letter of support from the
bank trades, the American Bankers As-
sociation, the Bank Policy Institute,
the Financial Services Forum, and
SIFMA, which represents the securities
industry in banking, in support of the
vote to override the veto.

JULY 10, 2024.

Re Providing for Congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United States
Code, of the rule submitted by the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission relating
to ‘‘Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 121
(H.J. Res. 109)

Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,

Speaker, House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

Hon. HAKEEM JEFFRIES,

Minority Leader, House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER JOHNSON AND MINORITY
LEADER JEFFRIES: The American Bankers
Association, Bank Policy Institute, Finan-
cial Services Forum, and Securities Industry
and Financial Markets Association (Associa-
tions) write to express our support for H.J.
Res. 109, the Congressional Review Act reso-
lution of disapproval for the Securities and
Exchange Commission’s ‘‘Staff Accounting
Bulletin 121.”” H.J. Res. 109 is being led by
Reps. Mike Flood (R-NE) and Wiley Nickel
(D-NC) and Sen. Cynthia Lummis (R-WY).
Both the House and Senate passed the meas-
ure with a strong bipartisan vote on May 8
and May 16, respectively. Pres. Biden vetoed
the measure on May 31, and we write today
to voice our support for the House’s vote
later today to overturn the veto of H.J. Res.
109.

In March 2022, the Securities and Exchange
Commission’s (SEC) Office of the Chief Ac-
countant released Staff Accounting Bulletin
(SAB) 121, without consulting the prudential
regulators or soliciting public comment, to
address perceived risks to publicly traded
companies that safeguard digital assets for
their customers. Under SAB 121, an entity
responsible for safeguarding digital assets
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for platform users must measure safe-
guarding assets and obligations on its bal-
ance sheet at the fair value of the related as-
sets, which is a departure from accounting
standards and the historical practice of
treating custodial assets as off-balance
sheet. As this effectively treats the
custodied assets as those owned by a bank,
SAB 121 effectively precludes banks from of-
fering digital asset custody at scale since
placing the value of client assets on their
balance sheets will impact certain capital,
liquidity, and other prudential requirements.
Furthermore, SAB 121 undercuts the ability
of banks to develop responsible use cases for
distributed ledger technology (DLT) and en-
cumbers regulated broker-dealers from cus-
tody services as a result of the net capital
rule (Rule 15c¢3-1), which treats the on-bal-
ance sheet items as non-allowable assets.

On February 14, 2024, the Associations sent
a joint letter to the SEC noting that over
the past two years SAB 121 has curbed the
ability of our member banks to develop and
bring to market at scale certain digital asset
products and services. This includes spot
bitcoin exchange traded products (recently
approved by the Commission for investors)
and the use of DLT to record traditional fi-
nancial assets (i.e. tokenization).

SAB 121 represents a significant departure
from longstanding accounting treatment for
custodial assets and threatens the industry’s
ability to provide its customers with safe
and sound custody of digital assets. Other,
non-bank digital asset platforms subject to
SAB 121 are not required to meet the same
capital, liquidity, or other prudential stand-
ards as banks and therefore do not face the
economically prohibitive implications of
SAB 121. Limiting banks’ ability to offer
these services leaves customers with few
well-regulated, trusted options for safe-
guarding their digital asset portfolios and ul-
timately exposes them to increased risk.

The Associations respectfully request that
Members of the House vote in favor of over-
turning the veto of H.J. Res. 109.

Sincerely,

American Bankers Association, Bank Pol-
icy Institute, Financial Services Forum, Se-
curities Industry and Financial Markets As-
sociation.

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, a
lot has happened since the original
vote in the House in May. A lot has
happened. This is an asset class that
more Americans own than ever before.
This is a new technology being de-
ployed that is going to be the backbone
of the next generation of internet tech-
nology.

Europeans are establishing a stand-
ard and clear rules of the road for
crypto and a regulatory regime there.
There are clear standards in Japan.
There are clear standards in Singapore,
the Middle East, and even Hong Kong.
There is clarity and rules of the road
for crypto.

We had a two-thirds vote in support
of clarity for crypto and a full regu-
latory regime for digital assets, like we
have for securities, like we have for
commodities, like we have for banking
in the United States. These are clear
rules of the road, a best-in-class set of
regulations for consumers, for those
who are creating the technology, who
are deploying capital, and for the users
of this technology.

Madam Speaker, I know my two col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
who have spoken in opposition to this
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veto override voted against that regu-
latory regime, along with part of their
party. I would say we need to look to
the wider vote.

Two-thirds of the House voted for a
regulatory regime for crypto and clar-
ity for crypto. There were 21 of my
Democratic colleagues who voted for
this original bill coming out of the
House.

Then it went to the Senate, and an
interesting thing happened in the Sen-
ate. There were 12 Democratic Sen-
ators, Senator WYDEN, Senator LUJAN,
Senator BOOKER, Senator KELLY, Sen-
ator CASEY, Senator HICKENLOOPER,
Senator ROSEN, Senator TESTER, Sen-
ator PETERS, Senator SINEMA, and Sen-
ator GILLIBRAND, who represents the
capital markets in the United States in
New York, and her colleague, New
York Senator SCHUMER, who also hap-
pens to be the Democratic majority
leader in the Senate.

Madam Speaker, I say to my Demo-
cratic colleagues: This is not an unsafe
vote to override this President’s veto.
It is a very safe vote for the minority
to say to their constituents: I am pro-
crypto, and I will stand up and do the
right thing for clarity for crypto.

Madam Speaker, we should have a
wide bipartisan vote. We should over-
ride this veto. We should provide clar-
ity under law. We should do this for
consumer protection, and we should do
this to be best in class in the world for
digital assets.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to support this veto override and vote
‘“yes.”

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of West Virginia). Without ob-
jection, the previous question is or-
dered.

There was no objection.

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

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

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Deirdre
Kelly, one of his secretaries.

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE DEPART-
MENT OF EDUCATION RELATING
TO “NONDISCRIMINATION ON
THE BASIS OF SEX IN EDU-
CATION PROGRAMS OR ACTIVI-
TIES RECEIVING FEDERAL FI-
NANCIAL ASSISTANCE”

GENERAL LEAVE
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members

the vote
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may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the joint reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 1341, I call up the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 165) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by
the Department of Education relating
to ‘“Nondiscrimination on the Basis of
Sex in Education Programs or Activi-
ties Receiving Federal Financial As-
sistance,”” and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1341, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. RES. 165

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of Education relating to ‘‘Non-
discrimination on the Basis of Sex in Edu-
cation Programs or Activities Receiving
Federal Financial Assistance’ (89 Fed. Reg.
33474; published April 29, 2024), and such rule
shall have no force or effect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
joint resolution shall be debatable for 1
hour, equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and
the Workforce or their respective des-
ignees.

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Ms. FoxX) and the gentlewoman
from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from North Carolina.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to ad-
dress the single most important issue
for the next generation of daughters
soon to enter the world of women’s
sports.

President Biden issued a final Title
IX rule that would effectively end a
woman’s right to female-only orga-
nized athletics. The resolution up for
debate today sponsored by the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER)
would put a stop to it.

A woman’s athletic journey starts at
a young age. At the outset, it serves as
a vital source of empowerment for
young girls. Every young woman re-
members gym class and the experience
of getting hit with a rogue football or
being caught in the middle of a boy-
dominated dodge ball dispute. Even
from a young age, the inherent value of
female-only sports is readily apparent.
Young girls grow together, learn from
each other, and earn a unique sense of
female camaraderie.

Then some women get the chance to
carry their talent on to college. Post-
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secondary athletic opportunities were
slim prior to Title IX when I was grow-
ing up. However, Title IX came around
in 1972 and swung open the doors to col-
lege athletics for women who had his-
torically been excluded from such op-
portunities.

As the first in my family even to
graduate high school, I understood the
importance of Title IX to women’s
fight for access to post-secondary edu-
cation. I immediately saw the law as a
means for women to pursue their pas-
sion and further their education, just
like the boys did. It was a watershed
moment.

Title IX ushered in a golden era for
women’s competition in education.
There is sanctity in the community
and tradition of these memories and
these spaces and these opportunities
for young girls. That is why I want to
preserve Title IX and ensure the same
opportunities for the next generation
of daughters.

This is the task today. Congress has
the choice before it to either stand
with Title IX and the protection of
women, or don’t. By adding gender
identity to Title IX’s protected classes,
the radical left and the Biden adminis-
tration will tear down women’s sports
and eliminate safe and private spaces
for girls.

The rule puts a man’s perceived feel-
ings of femininity on par with actual
womanhood rooted in biological sex.
Effectively, it ensures that anyone who
says he is a woman can compete in
women’s sports, shower with women,
and go to the bathroom with women.
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My womanhood is not a costume, nor
is my daughter’s or my grand-
daughter’s. I find it offensive that the
Biden administration would treat it
that way.

By equating perceived sex with bio-
logical sex, this rule is at odds with re-
ality. I, along with my Republican col-
leagues, stand firmly on the side of re-
ality against this onslaught of gender
madness. Biological sex exists. It ex-
isted when Title IX was first drafted. It
still exists today.

Moreover, this isn’t just an issue of
fiction versus reality. This is an issue
of fairness and safety. Men and women
are not physiological equals and treat-
ing them so is inherently unfair and
dangerous.

The Biden administration’s rule will
strip women and girls of athletic op-
portunities and put them in danger.

Finally, this rule prohibits female-
only spaces, such as locker rooms,
bathrooms, and other sex-separated
areas. I will stop at nothing to ensure
that America’s daughters are not put
in that situation.

Today, Congress is called upon to
vote for young women across America
who would have opportunity, safety,
and innocence ripped from them by the
Biden administration.

We cannot allow that. Therefore, I
urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on Representative
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MILLER’s resolution, H.J. Res. 165, to
stop Biden’s Title IX rule.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to
speak in strong opposition to H.J. Res.
165, a Congressional Review Act resolu-
tion to repeal the Biden-Harris admin-
istration’s Title IX rule.

The administration’s final Title IX
rule does three things. First, it safe-
guards against all forms of sex-based
harassment and discrimination by
making several improvements to the
2020 Trump administration’s Title IX
rule. These include requiring schools to
take prompt and effective acts to ad-
dress sexual harassment as opposed to
the lax Trump standard that a school’s
response just not be deliberately indif-
ferent.

The new rule places the duty to re-
port possible discrimination on more
employees, in contrast to the old rule,
which only required some employees to
report when they had actual, not pos-
sible, knowledge of sexual discrimina-
tion or assault, and it recognizes that
discrimination based on sex includes
discrimination based on sexual orienta-
tion and gender identity following Su-
preme Court precedent.

Second, the Title IX rule promotes
accountability and fairness in how
schools respond to and discipline sex-
based discrimination by mandating
that schools handle complaints in a
timely manner and implement a fair
and transparent process.

Finally, this rule empowers students
and families to exercise their rights
under Title IX. The administration’s
Title IX rule explicitly protects sexual
assault survivors and people affected
by discrimination from retaliation for
seeking to have their Title IX rights
enforced.

Further, the rule guarantees access
to supportive services for survivors of
sexual assault and accused individuals
and, despite what my colleagues re-
peatedly claim—I thought I was in the
wrong debate for a minute—this rule
does not address students’ participa-
tion in sports.

This false narrative follows the many
attacks against the LGBTQI+ commu-
nity in this House and State legisla-
tures across the country. We have had
more than 60 anti-LGBTQI+ votes on
the House floor this Congress, and it is
a distraction to claim that this rule
harms women in sports.

For example, the Department has not
issued a separate proposed rule to ad-
dress athletics. They are working on it,
but it has not been finalized. That is
not the debate we are having today.

Let me be clear: Trans girls like all
girls deserve the opportunity to par-
ticipate on school sports teams, but my
colleagues across the aisle keep talk-
ing about athletics because they don’t
want to admit the truth behind this
resolution. The resolution is an at-
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tempt to undermine nondiscrimination
protections for LGBTQI+ students.
LGBTQI students, including trans stu-
dents, deserve to go to school free from
discrimination, and that is what this
rule is about.

It is not about bathrooms. In fact,
the real risk of violence occurs when
transgender people are barred from
using the appropriate facility.
Transgender people experience
shockingly high rates of sexual and
physical violence and are much more
likely to be a victim than a perpe-
trator.

I am also extremely concerned about
the false narrative that my colleagues
have invented to portray trans individ-
uals as criminals attempting to enter
restrooms to harm others. That is not
supported by evidence or data.

Transgender people want the same
thing everyone else wants: safety, com-
fort, and privacy. We must work to
protect the transgender community
from discrimination and stop the false
narratives that exacerbate and encour-
age prejudice against innocent people.

This bill is particularly extreme be-
cause passing it would prevent any sub-
stantially similar rule from being en-
acted on these issues in the future.
Voting for this bill would prohibit pro-
tections for sexual assault survivors
and protections against discrimination
on the basis of sexual orientation or
gender identity in schools that receive
Federal funding.

If Republicans truly cared about pro-
tecting women and children, they
would stop this prejudiced rhetoric and
take action on bills that would actu-
ally protect women from discrimina-
tion and harassment and defend wom-
en’s reproductive healthcare, make
childcare more affordable, and preserve
opportunities in workplaces for all par-
ents, especially women.

Instead, this joint resolution is an-
other attempt to undercut this admin-
istration’s efforts to empower sur-
vivors and protect all Americans from
discrimination.

I do want to note that this is another
plank in the extremist Project 2025
takeover of government that will sanc-
tion discrimination and strip Ameri-
cans of their rights and freedoms. That
is on page 333 if you are looking for it.

I also note that yesterday my Repub-
lican colleagues were supporting dig-
nity for dishwashers. I implore all of
you to show some dignity to the
LGBTQI students who just want to go
to school and learn free from discrimi-
nation. Show some dignity to the girls
and women who survive sexual assault
and deserve justice.

Madam Speaker, for these reasons
and others, I encourage all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no,” and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER), the vice chairman
of the committee and sponsor of this
resolution.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I thank Chairwoman FoxX for
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making the restoration of Title IX
such an important priority for this
committee.

Madam Speaker, we recently cele-
brated the 52nd anniversary of this
body passing Title IX.

Fifty-two years ago, everyone saw
the need for equal opportunities in edu-
cation, scholarships, and athletics for
our girls.

Title IX was enacted to do just that,
but Joe Biden’s new rule will erase
those protections and opportunities for
our girls. Unfortunately, the Demo-
crats and the radical left don’t know
the difference between a man and a
woman.

I am proud to be leading this effort
today to overturn Joe Biden’s unlawful
and radical destruction of Title IX.

We keep hearing the Democrats par-
rot that they are just following the Su-
preme Court’s decision in Bostock.
That is a lie.

The Supreme Court specifically said
in that ruling that Bostock should not
be applied to Title IX. This is from the
majority opinion in Bostock: ‘. . . we
do not purport to address bathrooms,
locker rooms, or anything else of the
kind,” but Joe Biden does not care
about courts or the rule of law.

He will do anything to appease the
radical left. Biden wants to force bio-
logical men into our girls’ showers and
bathrooms, and the Biden Title IX rule
will be the end of girls’ sports.

The prospect of this is sickening, and
parents across this country are horri-
fied.

We must pray for a return to the
Trump administration policies that
protected our girls from the vile left-
wing agenda to force biological men
into our girls’ safe spaces and sports.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution and
stand up to Joe Biden.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, 1
will note that the Bostock case did not
expressly rule, but they did not say it
does not apply. The issue is not before
them, and that is why several courts
have actually extended the ruling from
Bostock to other civil rights laws.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to

the gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
TOKUDA).
Ms. TOKUDA. Madam Speaker, I

thank Ranking Member SCOTT and my
Democratic colleagues on the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee
for your leadership during this impor-
tant debate.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in oppo-
sition of H.J. Res. 165, which would re-
verse the Biden administration’s Title
IX rule.

Republicans want the American peo-
ple to believe that this Title IX rule
endangers women and girls.

Republicans want the American peo-
ple to believe that this Title IX rule
strips the due process rights of stu-
dents accused of sexual misconduct.

Republicans want the American peo-
ple to believe that this Title IX rule
stifles students’ free speech and under-
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mines parental rights,
lying.

The truth is, President Biden’s his-
toric Title IX rule strengthens protec-
tions for women and girls, pregnant
students, survivors of sexual assault,
and our LGBTQ+ students, plain and
simple.

For 52 years, Title IX has paved the
way to allow all of our children to fully
participate and engage in their edu-
cation, in sports, and all other forms of
learning as their true authentic selves.

As the mother of Title IX, Patsy
Takemoto Mink had a vision and a
dream for her daughter, and for all of
our children: to live a life free from the
kind of discrimination she suffered as a
woman of color.

Throughout her pursuit of higher
education, she faced racial discrimina-
tion, segregation, and limited opportu-
nities all because she was a woman.

Thanks to her groundbreaking advo-
cacy and reforms, today millions more
Americans have equal access to oppor-
tunities in our Nation’s schools. I am
humbled to serve in the seat that
Patsy once held with grit and grace. I
cannot speak for her, but I know in my
heart that she would not stand for this
kind of politicization of our children
that we are seeing here in this very
Chamber.

House Republicans’ efforts today will
seriously gut Title IX and undoubtedly
restrict the Department of Education’s
ability to protect our Nation’s most
marginalized and most vulnerable stu-
dents.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield an additional 20 seconds to the
gentlewoman from Hawaii.

Ms. TOKUDA. Madam Speaker, every
student deserves an education free
from harassment, discrimination, and
violence, and as Americans, we should
not stand for this kind of intolerance.
That is why I am voting ‘“‘no” on H.J.
Res. 165, and I encourage my colleagues
to do so as well.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GROTHMAN), a member of
the Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker,
first of all, I thank Representative
MILLER for introducing this Congres-
sional Review Act.

I am old enough to remember when
Title IX was passed back in 1972. I will
guarantee you, there was not one Con-
gressman in this Chamber who voted
for that thing 50 years ago who be-
lieved that they were voting to require
men be allowed in women’s sports or
requiring men to be allowed in the
women’s restroom. Nobody would have
dreamed of that.

It is maybe a good example of why we
should never give the Federal Govern-
ment more power around here. The
question is: Why are we doing it?

I think President Biden and the
Democrats are doing it because he
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wants to sympathize with the most
radical of LGBT agendas.
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The best studies of gender dysphoria
show that between 80 and 95 percent of
the children who expressed discordant
gender identity will eventually come
to identify with their bodily sex.

When we try to normalize this, when
we try to say it is okay for guys to par-
ticipate in women’s sports or okay for
guys to use the women’s restroom,
what we are doing is lessening the
chances that people will kind of come
out of it and go back to their natural
gender. I believe that is the goal of
President Biden’s order.

In any event, I am glad we have this
resolution. I think we should pass this
resolution so that local school districts
are not required to agree with some-
body’s feelings and are not forced to go
into a situation in which a person with
these feelings is encouraged down this
path and, in some ways, made to feel
like someone who is somewhat of a
hero for going down this path.

We must stand firm in protecting the
rights and safety of women and girls,
preserving due process, and ensuring
fairness in our educational institu-
tions.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, in
making these important decisions, it is
important to rely on experts like child
psychiatrists and pediatricians.

I yield 2% minutes to the gentle-
woman from Washington (Ms.
JAYAPAL), my colleague from the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Speaker, I am
proud to support the Biden administra-
tion’s new Title IX rule that recognizes
every student deserves to feel safe and
explicitly prohibits discrimination and
harassment based on sexual orienta-
tion, gender identity, and sex charac-
teristics in schools.

Protecting kids should not be con-
troversial. Allowing parents to parent
their kids without interference from
the Federal Government should not be
controversial.

This cruel attack on LGBTQIA youth
from congressional Republicans is just
the precursor to the Republicans’
Project 2025, a horrific roadmap for a
Trump Presidency that would reverse
foundational freedoms and destroy our
democracy. This 1,000-page manifesto
would gut protections for the
LGBTQIA+ community and attacks
marriage equality, offensively claiming
that same-sex marriages are less ‘‘sta-
ble” than so-called ‘‘traditional fami-
lies.”

According to a 2024 survey from the
Trevor Project, in the last year, almost
half of the LGBTQIA+ youth experi-
enced bullying, and over a third have
seriously considered attempting sui-
cide.

The Biden administration’s rule is a
critical step to supporting our
LGBTQIA+ students and ensuring that
they have the rights and protections to
be who they are without fear of retalia-
tion, bullying, or discrimination.
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I am proud to represent Seattle in
Congress. I am proud to be the mom of
a transgender daughter. I know the im-
portance of protecting the LGBTQIA+
community from discrimination and
harassment. Washington State has had
these exact protections for LGBTQIA+
youth for 18 years. That is right, 18
years. Our State is a clear example
that protecting all kids, no matter how
they identify, is good policy that
makes our schools safer for everyone.

Republicans’ cruel attempt to repeal
President Biden’s new Title IX rule,
fueled by fear tactics and misinforma-
tion, tells already vulnerable children
in schools that they do not belong. No
one, no child, should have to hide who
they are to be accepted.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ against this hate-
ful resolution.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. WALBERG), a member of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today with a strong sense of com-
passion but stronger support for H.J.
Res. 165, which would overturn the ad-
ministration’s radical rewrite of Title
IX.

The Biden administration’s failure to
honor the vital protection granted to
women and girls, not to mention its
disregard of existing due process
rights, is incredibly dangerous. Just
read the rule. By attempting to work
toward what the rule calls educational
equity, the Biden administration has
put women and girls in danger and sac-
rificed their equal access in edu-
cational opportunities.

Their privacy has been invaded, mak-
ing them vulnerable to many threats,
from physical harm in contact sports
to sexual harassment in unsupervised
areas like bathrooms or locker rooms.

All it takes is to think about the
safety of your own daughters or grand-
daughters to realize that the Biden ad-
ministration’s Title IX rewrite must be
stopped.

For decades, women have coura-
geously fought for and successfully
earned their equal protection under the
law. The Title IX rule not only forces a
nonscientific and nonsensical gender
ideology onto every American but also
undermines the progress of women’s
rights in our country. It is an enor-
mous step backward.

I have met with female athletes who
have lost out on opportunities because
of a male taking their place. We have
also seen the footage of female athletes
being physically hurt by male athletes.
Courageous voices, such as Riley
Gaines, have had the courage to stand
up and speak for millions of young
girls across our country who are at risk
because of the Biden administration’s
dangerous policy.

This resolution stands up for those
young women and girls who have found
their voice and the courage to speak up
for truth, fairness, and science. I en-
courage support of this resolution.
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Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, be-
fore yielding to Mr. TAKANO, I reiterate
that this rule is not about athletics.
There is a separate rule being drafted
about addressing athletics. This is not
it.

Also, I am concerned about the scare
tactics that are being used. Studies
show that allowing trans people to use
facilities consistent with their gender
identity does not result in increased
safety risks. Nondiscrimination laws
do not allow men to go into women’s
bathrooms, period. The claim that al-
lowing transgender people to use facili-
ties that match the gender they live
every day allows men into women’s
bathrooms or women into men’s bath-
rooms is based on a flawed under-
standing of what it means to be a
transgender person or a misrepresenta-
tion of the law. The real risk occurs
when transgender people are barred
from using the appropriate facilities.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2¥2 minutes
to the gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO), my colleague from the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee.

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to the resolution.

The Biden administration’s rule
strengthens and clarifies protections
against sex-based harassment and dis-
crimination for LGBTQIA+ students,
pregnant students, and parenting stu-
dents. Consistent with the Bostock de-
cision, the final rule clarifies that
Title IX’s protections extend to cover
discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation, gender identity, sex char-
acteristics, and sex stereotypes.

This is gravely needed for LGBTQIA+
students. Currently, 83 percent of
LGBTQIA+ students face victimization
at school. In States with laws that spe-
cifically target gay and transgender
youth, the rate of hate crimes in
schools has quadrupled.

For these students, the explicit pro-
tections the Biden administration has
finalized will make a life-changing dif-
ference. This rule will decrease absen-
teeism, improve mental health, and
allow students recourse when they are
targets of harassment and violence.

Republicans, however, are seeking to
overturn a rule precisely because of the
protections it extends to queer stu-
dents and, with the passage of this res-
olution, tear down all protections that
this essential rule clarifies.

This resolution will have drastic con-
sequences. The protections that the ad-
ministration offers for pregnant and
parenting students would also be over-
turned. Survivors of sexual harassment
and assault will continue to face sig-
nificant barriers to completing their
education.

While Republicans claim this resolu-
tion is in the interest of women’s
rights, their proposed solution will
make the situation worse for female
students.

What overturning this rule does is
exacerbates existing inequalities, pre-
vents any future administration from
enacting a similar rule, and then places
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the blame solely on the LGBTQIA+
community. It is shortsighted, petty,
and cruel.

Madam Speaker, I will vote against
overturning this rule, and I urge my
colleagues to do the same.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. It
is not we who are misleading the Amer-
ican people or scaring the American
people. Just read the regulation, which
says that schools are not allowed to
prevent a person from participating in
an education program or activity con-
sistent with the person’s gender iden-
tity. There are exceptions to the gen-
eral policy included in the regulations,
but athletics are not included among
the exceptions.

We are not misleading or lying. The
other side is misleading.

It is true the Biden administration
has proposed a separate rule on ath-
letics, but it is also true the Biden ad-
ministration is using that proposed
rule to mislead the American people
and Congress into thinking athletics
aren’t affected by the rule this resolu-
tion would stop.

Thankfully, the American people can
see through the Biden administration’s
attempts to mislead. We have an oppor-
tunity to pass this resolution and pro-
tect women’s sports.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. OWENS),
chair of the Higher Education and
Workforce Development Sub-
committee.

Mr. OWENS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today, as the father of 5 daughters and
the grandfather of 12 girls, with a sim-
ple truth: Women’s sports are for
women; girls’ sports are for girls; fe-
male bathrooms and locker rooms are
for females.

When Title IX became law in 1972, it
was a watershed moment for the hopes
and dreams of every female in Amer-
ica. It was a game changer for women
and girls in sports to showcase their
talents without discrimination or prej-
udice.

Unfortunately, the Biden administra-
tion wants biological men to compete
with women so badly that they are
willing to erase decades of progress,
placing women and girls in vulnerable,
unfair, and dangerous situations, un-
dermining the very protections Title
IX was designed to uphold.

President Biden and the Democrats
think they can redefine women’s sports
by redefining fairness. They believe
that by replacing the word ‘‘equality”’
with ‘“‘equity,” Americans will come to
embrace their Marxist view. They be-
lieve that we will learn to reject
science, God’s wisdom, and good old
common sense. They are wrong because
they simply do not understand the
American way.

The American way does not deny bio-
logical reality, and because of its in-
stinctive respect for womanhood, the
American way would never deny
women and girls the protections they
deserve from men.
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Our resolution under the Congres-
sional Review Act isn’t just about
pushing back against administration
overreach. It is about standing up for
fairness, safety, and equal opportunity.
We cannot allow ideological extremism
to dictate policy, especially when it
disregards scientific facts and threat-
ens the safety of women and girls.

House Republicans are taking a stand
to protect women and girls from Presi-
dent Biden’s misguided attempts to re-
define biological reality. We refuse to
allow our daughters to compete in un-
safe environments or compromise their
dignity in locker rooms and bath-
rooms.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.J. Res. 165 to stop
the Biden administration’s attacks on
women and girls.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. ScOTT), the ranking
member of the full committee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I rise in opposition to H.J.
Res. 165, the Congressional Review Act
resolution aimed at repealing the
Biden-Harris administration’s Title IX
rule.

This rule is crucial for three reasons.

First, it ensures protections against
all forms of sex-based harassment and
discrimination. It overturns problem-
atic provisions from the previous ad-
ministration’s rule that allowed edu-
cational institutions to ignore harass-
ment and discrimination that happens
off-campus, even if it is at an event
sponsored by a college organization. It
extends this protection to LGBTQIA+
youth, aligning with recent Supreme
Court precedent.

Second, it enhances accountability in
how schools handle discrimination
complaints, including expanding the
number of employees required to report
problems. It mandates timely re-
sponses and fair processes, unlike the
previous rule that allowed unreason-
able delays, and ensures equitable
treatment for all involved.

Third, it empowers students and fam-
ilies to exercise their Title IX rights
without fear of retaliation. It supports
survivors and provides necessary serv-
ices while maintaining due process for
the accused.

By the way, this rule does not ad-
dress participation in sports. As has
been said, that is the subject of an-
other rule that has not been finalized.
The rule does not change anything
about sports participation that is al-
ready happening.
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Unfortunately, this resolution has
been clouded by misinformation, un-
founded fears, and with some just ha-
tred of transgender individuals. We
must reject these narratives and focus
on real issues of safety and equity.

This resolution, if passed, would pre-
vent future administrations from en-
acting similar protections, under-
mining progress and safeguarding
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women, LGBTQ individuals, and sur-
vivors of sexual assault.

Let us prioritize issues like reproduc-
tive healthcare, affordable childcare,
and closing the gender pay gap instead
of perpetuating harmful stereotypes.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to oppose this resolution.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GooOD), the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Health, Employ-
ment, Labor, and Pensions.

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of this
resolution to nullify the Biden admin-
istration’s harmful Title IX rule that
for the first time includes sexual ori-
entation and gender identity in the def-
inition of sex.

With the stroke of a pen, the Biden
administration is making law apart
from congressional action, destroying
Title IX’s promises of equal oppor-
tunity for women and eliminating sin-
gle-sex spaces like bathrooms, locker
rooms, and campus housing for female
students from kindergarten through
grad school.

This forces schools to adopt progres-
sive Democrats’ radical worldview that
sex is something that can change on a
whim and is not a God-created, sci-
entifically immutable design embedded
in our DNA.

Democrats would rather perpetuate
the harm of gender confusion than
stand up for women and girls. Thank-
fully, the courts have intervened, and
this rule is temporarily blocked from
going into effect in 14 States, including
my home State of Virginia, but if this
resolution isn’t successful today, a ma-
jority of American schoolchildren and
teachers will suffer under this policy
when they return to school next
month.

This school year, we can expect to
see more boys joining girls’ sports
teams in middle school and high
school, thanks to Democrats’ radical
progressive policies.

You can thank our radical Democrat
friends when your daughter finds out
her freshman roommate is actually a
man.

Brace yourself for the onslaught of
investigations at the Department of
Education’s Office of Civil Rights when
teachers and students who refuse to
use nonbiological pronouns are re-
ported to the authorities.

I appreciate Representative MILLER’S
effort to protect women and girls. I am
proud to support this legislation, and I
urge all of my colleagues to nullify the
Biden administration rule by sup-
porting H.J. Res. 165.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to point out that it is
definitely not the first time that the
definition of discrimination based on
sex included sexual orientation and
gender identity, because Trump-ap-
pointed Justice Neil Gorsuch did ex-
actly that in the Bostock v. Clayton
County case.
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I also note that in this resolution,
they are saying it is going to hurt girls
and women. It absolutely will not. It is
going to strengthen protections for
girls and women because it ensures col-
leges and universities properly address
sexual violence, violence that dis-
proportionately impacts girls and
women. The rule clarifies protections
for pregnant and parenting students,
and the rule explicitly clarifies protec-
tions for the LGBTQI community, in-

cluding lesbian, bisexual, and
transgender girls and women.
As Representative JAYAPAL said,

these rules and protections have been
in effect in many States, and the sky is
not falling. People are free from dis-
crimination in those places.

Republicans are just repeating the lie
that they are standing up for women to
hide from the radical antiwomen agen-
da. You don’t have to take our word for
it. Leading gender justice organiza-
tions, like the National Women’s Law
Center, the American Association of
University Women, and Girls Inc., all
oppose this resolution to repeal the
Title IX rule. That is why these groups,
and more than 100 organizations work-
ing to advance gender justice, LGBTQIL
rights, civil rights, and student rights
have written to Congress urging us to
oppose this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I include in the
RECORD a letter from the Coalition of
Gender Justice, LGBTQI+ rights, civil
rights, and student rights groups, op-
posing H.J. Res. 165.

JUNE 13, 2024.
Re Coalition of Gender Justice, LGBTQI+
Rights, Civil Rights, and Student Rights
Groups Urges Members to Oppose H.J.
Res. 165

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: The under-
signed organizations who work to advance
gender justice, LGBTQI+ rights, civil rights,
and student rights urge you to oppose H.J.
Res. 165, and its companion legislation in the
Senate, which would undo the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education’s recently published final
rule that strengthens Title IX’s protections
against sex-based discrimination in federally
funded schools. Not only would H.J. Res. 165
overturn the entirety of the protections set
out in the rule, it would prevent any future
effort to reinstate any of these protections.
This effort must be rejected, as the U.S. De-
partment of Education’s recently finalized
rule reinforces and restores Title IX’s protec-
tions, ensuring that every student has the
right to a safe and welcoming learning envi-
ronment, free from sex discrimination, in-
cluding LGBTQI+ students, survivors of sex-
ual assault and other sex-based harassment,
and pregnant and parenting students.

The updates clarify that Title IX protects
against discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation and gender identity. With a stag-
gering 83% of LGBTQI+ youth reporting in
school victimization—and 62% of those who
have faced victimization never reporting an
incident to school staff—the Title IX updates
will clarify remedies for students facing all
types of sex-based harassment and hold
school officials accountable for fostering
safer school environments. This regulatory
clarification ensures that LGBTQI+ youth
will be able to equally participate in edu-
cational opportunities, from being able to
attend prom with a date of their choice and
wearing clothes that reflect their gender ex-
pression to using a restroom that cor-
responds with their gender identity.
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We collectively reject the false narrative
that equal educational opportunity for
transgender and non-binary students under-
mines protections for cisgender girls and
women. Transgender women are women and
transgender girls are girls who deserve the
full protection of federal civil rights law.
Policies that seek to undermine protections
for transgender women and girls—whether in
accessing school restrooms or playing
sports—harm all women and girls by allow-
ing them to be subjected to unwarranted and
inappropriate scrutiny. This scrutiny also
falls particularly hard on women and girls of
color who do not follow white standards of
womanhood, and any cisgender woman or
girl who fails to conform to sex-based stereo-
types of femininity because of how they look
or act. Further, schools across the country
have had gender identity nondiscrimination
policies in place for years without any issue,
and comprehensive nondiscrimination poli-
cies that explicitly enumerate gender iden-
tity are associated with safer school environ-
ments that result in lower rates of discrimi-
nation. Such policies are especially critical
for sex-separated spaces such as bathrooms
and locker rooms. Transgender and non-
binary students avoid sex-separated spaces
at higher rates than their LGBQ+ peers, and
delayed use of bathrooms can result in ad-
verse impacts on a youth’s physical and
physiological state, mental health, and aca-
demic success and attention at school. Forc-
ing transgender and nonbinary students into
sex-separated spaces that are inconsistent
with their gender identity may result in in-
creased risk of bullying and physical harass-
ment. In fact, survivor-led organizations and
anti-sexual assault and domestic violence or-
ganizations support full and equal access for
transgender people to use restrooms and
locker rooms that align with their gender
identity.

Additionally, the Title IX rule reverses the
Trump administration’s 2020 Title IX rule
that significantly weakened protections for
student survivors seeking help in the wake
of their victimization and incentivize
schools to further sweep sexual harassment
and assault under the rug. Undoing the 2020
Title IX rule brings justice to survivors by
ensuring they are not denied their right to
educational opportunities in the wake of sex-
ual assault or harassment. The updates to
the Title IX rule no longer allow schools to
ignore many reports of sexual assault and re-
move unfair hurdles uniquely faced by stu-
dent survivors in their schools’ investiga-
tions—hurdles that students and employees
complaining about any other type of mis-
conduct do not have to experience.

Lastly, the updates to the Title IX rule
provide greater clarity on pregnant and par-
enting students’ rights, including affirma-
tive steps schools must take to ensure those
students are aware of their rights. Schools
must provide reasonable accommodations,
such as the ability to take breaks and access
to a sanitary and private lactation room. Ac-
cording to the CDC, roughly 50% of teenagers
who become pregnant and give birth with-
draw from school and do not receive their
high school diplomas by age 22. Research in-
dicates that discrimination plays a major
role in students having to withdraw early
from school, despite pregnant and parenting
students earning higher GPAs than their
non-parenting peers. These Title IX rule
clarifications are much-needed to ensure
pregnant and parenting students have a
right to equal education opportunities.

Every student deserves to have an edu-
cation free from discrimination and harass-
ment, including on the basis of sex. We urge
you to oppose H. Res. 165, and any efforts to
undermine this milestone rule that ensures
equal educational opportunity for LGBTQI+
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students, survivors of sexual assault and har-
assment, and pregnant and parenting stu-
dents.

Sincerely,

A Better Balance, AFT, All* Above All, Al-
liance for Girls, American Association of
University Women, American Atheists,
American Humanist Association, American
Psychological Association, Arab American
Institute (AAI), Ascend, Athlete Ally, Autis-
tic Self Advocacy Network, CA LGBTQ
Health and Human Services Network, Center
for WorkLife Law, CenterLink: The Commu-
nity of LGBTQ Centers, Chicago Alliance
Against Sexual Exploitation (CAASE), Clear-
inghouse on Women’s Issues, Clery Center,
Colorado Teen Parent Collaborative, Doctors
for America.

EdTrust, Education Law Center, Education
Law Center Pennsylvania, End Rape On
Campus, Equal Rights Advocates, Equality
California, ERA Coalition, Esperanza United,
Family Equality, Feminist Majority Foun-
dation, Generation Hope, Girls Inc., GLAAD,
GLSEN, Guttmacher Institute, Healthy Teen
Network, Human Rights Campaign, Human
Rights First, Immigration Equality, Insti-
tute for Women’s Policy Research.

interACT: Advocates for Intersex Youth,
Ipas, It’s On Us, Japanese American Citizens
League, Jewish Women International, Just
Solutions, Justice and Joy National Collabo-
rative (formerly National Crittenton), Know
Your IX, Advocates for Youth, Legal Momen-
tum, The Women’s Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund, Los Angeles LGBT Center,
MomsRising, Monsoon Asians & Pacific Is-
landers in Solidarity, Movement Advance-
ment Project, Mujeres Latinas en Accion,
National Asian Pacific American Women’s
Forum, National Association of Councils on
Developmental Disabilities, National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, National Center
for Lesbian Rights, National Center for Par-
ent Leadership, Advocacy, and Community
Empowerment (National PLACE), National
Council of Jewish Women.

National Education Association, National
Latina Institute for Reproductive Justice,
National LGBTQI+ Cancer Network, Na-
tional Organization for Women, National
Women’s Law Center, National Women’s Po-
litical Caucus, Network for Victim Recovery
of DC (NVRDC), Nevada Coalition to End Do-
mestic and Sexual Violence, PFLAG Na-
tional, Population Institute, Public Justice,
Reproductive Freedom for All (formerly
NARAL Pro-Choice America), Rocky Moun-
tain Victim Law Center, Sexual Violence
Prevention Association (SVPA), Silver State
Equality-Nevada, Stop Sexual Assault in
Schools, Supermajority, Tahirih Justice
Center, The Trevor Project, Trans Empower-
ment Project.

Trans Formations Project, Transgender
Law Center, Ujima, The National Center on
Violence Against Women in the Black Com-
munity, UltraViolet, Victim Rights Law
Center, VOICEINSPORT Foundation, Wom-
en’s March, Women’s Sports Foundation,
YWCA USA.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MCCLAIN), a member of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mrs. MCCLAIN. Madam Speaker,
today, our girls are under attack. Our
daughters are under attack.

I ask this: What about their free-
doms? What about their rights? Do
they not have any rights? Do they not
have any freedoms?

I say they do. I am here to protect
women’s and girls’ rights and freedoms.
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For more than 50 years, Title IX has
ensured our daughters have access to
quality education and athletic pro-
grams. Now, President Biden and his
bureaucrats at the Department of Edu-
cation, are hell-bent on erasing those
vital protections for our girls.

This rule to redefine sex discrimina-
tion on the basis of gender identity will
force schools to provide biological men,
who claim to be women, access to wom-
en’s locker rooms. Yes, that is the
truth. That is not fear. That is the
truth.

They will also be allowed to go to
their same bathrooms. What about our
daughters’ rights? What about our
daughters’ freedoms? What about their
rights? What about girls’ rights and
women’s rights to have safety and feel
secure? Do they not have any rights
anymore?

They should not be an expense at all.
This is absolutely ridiculous.

You want to talk about us
fearmongering? If these allegations
that we are talking about right now
wouldn’t be true, he wouldn’t have had
to redefine the law without congres-
sional consent. He did it with a stroke
of his pen.

The rule to redefine sex discrimina-
tion on the basis of gender identity will
force schools to provide biological men,
who claim to be women, access to wom-
en’s locker rooms.

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
an additional 15 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Michigan.

Mrs. MCCLAIN. Madam Speaker,
that is why this CRA is so important,
and that is why I am proud to cospon-
sor it. Why? Because I will stand up for
women and girls.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, do you remember the 1970s? It was
the decade of bell-bottom pants, lava
lamps, and disco, but the seventies
went beyond fads. Profound changes to
societal norms took root, particularly
for women, in 1972.

In 1972, women were paid 60 percent
less than men. Single women couldn’t
buy a home without a cosigner. Even
more jarring, only 1 in 27 girls partici-
pated in high school sports.

The tide began to turn that year with
the passage of Title IX, the monu-
mental legislation that leveled the
playing field to ensure women and girls
have an equal opportunity in education
and sports.

More than just throwing a ball, play-
ing a sport means learning lifelong
skills, leadership, teamwork, and dis-
cipline. Title IX paved the way for girls
to compete and lead in athletics.

It has been 52 years since 1972, yet
Democrats are trying to reverse many
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decades of revolutionary change by al-
lowing men to compete against women.
It is what the woke progressive mob
calls equality.

Every time a male takes a lane in a
pool, a spot on the field, or on the
starting line, a female athlete loses the
opportunity to compete. Madam
Speaker, that doesn’t sound very equal
to me.

There is a reason that men’s sports
and women’s sports are separate. The
inclusion of men into women’s sports
breaches the privacy of all athletes,
compromises fairness and safety, and
subverts opportunities for women.

Madam Speaker, today, I say ‘‘no’” to
men competing in women’s sports. I
say ‘‘no” to men in women’s locker
rooms. I say ‘‘no’” to men in women’s
showers. I say ‘‘no” to the Biden ad-
ministration’s proposed changes that
will allow all of this when they try to
change Title IX.

That is why today, Madam Speaker,
we are in a battle of survival for wom-
en’s sports. We have to pass the resolu-
tion. I stand in support of the resolu-
tion and ask for your help. Let’s go get
it done.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to note that there are so
many groups, domestic violence and
sexual assault organizations, such as
the National Alliance to End Sexual
Violence, National Center on Domestic
and Sexual Violence, that have all
signed onto a national consensus state-
ment of anti-sexual assault and domes-
tic violence in support of full and equal
access for the transgender community.

They noted: Nondiscrimination laws
do not allow men to go into women’s
restrooms or locker rooms, period. The
claim that allowing transgender people
to use the facilities that match the
gender they live every day, that it al-
lows men into women’s bathrooms or
women into men’s, is based on a flawed
understanding of what it means to be
transgender.

I will note that out of approximately
110,000 collegiate athletes, there are ap-
proximately 35 who identify as
transgender.

Nondiscrimination laws protecting
transgender people have existed for a
long time. In some cases, these protec-
tions have been in place for decades.
The laws have protected people from
discrimination without creating harm.
None of those jurisdictions have seen a
rise in sexual violence or other public
safety issues due to nondiscrimination
laws.

Assaulting another person in a rest-
room or a changing room or a locker
room is against the law in every State,
including under this rule.

I include in the RECORD a letter from
the National Task Force to End Sexual
and Domestic Violence Against Women
in opposition to this resolution and in
support of full and equal access for the
transgender community.
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NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEX-
UAL AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
AGAINST WOMEN,
April 21, 2016.
NATIONAL CONSENSUS STATEMENT OF ANTI-SEX-
UAL ASSAULT AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ORGA-
NIZATIONS IN SUPPORT OF FULL AND EQUAL
ACCESS FOR THE TRANSGENDER COMMUNITY

We, the undersigned sexual assault and do-
mestic violence organizations, oppose anti-
transgender initiatives. These initiatives
utilize and perpetuate the myth that pro-
tecting transgender people’s access to rest-
rooms and locker rooms endangers the safety
or privacy of others. As organizations that
care about reducing assault and violence, we
favor laws and policies that protect
transgender people from discrimination, in-
cluding in accessing facilities that match
the gender they live every day.

States across the country have introduced
harmful legislation or initiatives that seek
to repeal non-discrimination protections or
restrict transgender people’s access to gen-
der-specific facilities like restrooms. Those
who are pushing these proposals have
claimed that these proposals are necessary
for public safety and to prevent sexual vio-
lence against women and children. As rape
crisis centers, shelters, and other service
providers who work each and every day to
meet the needs of all survivors and reduce
sexual assault and domestic violence
throughout society, we speak from experi-
ence and expertise when we state that these
claims are false.

Nondiscrimination laws protecting
transgender people have existed for a long
time. Over 200 municipalities and 18 states
have nondiscrimination laws protecting
transgender people’s access to facilities con-
sistent with the gender they live every day.
In some cases, these protections have been in
place for decades. These laws have protected
people from discrimination without creating
harm. None of those jurisdictions have seen
a rise in sexual violence or other public safe-
ty issues due to nondiscrimination laws. As-
saulting another person in a restroom or
changing room remains against the law in
every single state. We operate and advocate
for rape crisis centers and shelters all over
the country, including in cities and states
with non-discrimination protections for
transgender people. Those protections have
not weakened public safety or criminal laws,
nor have they compromised their enforce-
ment.

Nondiscrimination laws do not allow men
to go into women’s restrooms—period. The
claim that allowing transgender people to
use the facilities that match the gender they
live every day allows men into women’s
bathrooms or women into men’s is based ei-
ther on a flawed understanding of what it
means to be transgender or a misrepresenta-
tion of the law.

It may be hard to understand the experi-
ences of transgender people, especially if you
have never met a transgender person. We be-
lieve in respecting the identities of
transgender people. Transgender people live
in a society that often discriminates against
them and makes it much harder for them to
participate in the routines of daily life.

The efforts to ban transgender people from
using public restrooms obscures the fact that
all of us, including transgender people, are
deeply concerned about safety and privacy in
restrooms. Transgender people already expe-
rience unconscionably high rates of sexual
assault—and forcing them out of facilities
consistent with the gender they live every
day makes them vulnerable to assault. As
advocates committed to ending sexual as-
sault and domestic violence of every kind,
we will never support any law or policy that
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could put anyone at greater risk for assault
or harassment. That is why we are able to
strongly support transgender-inclusive non-
discrimination protections—and why we op-
pose any law that would jeopardize the safe-
ty of transgender people by forcing them
into restrooms that do not align with the
gender they live every day.

It is natural to be concerned about safety
and privacy. As advocates and survivors, we
know the threat of sexual assault is real and
pervasive. Every time we hear of someone
who speaks of their assault or abuse, we feel
their pain. The safety fears that many have,
especially those who are survivors, are not
baseless or irrational, nor should they be dis-
missed. However, discriminating against
transgender people does nothing to decrease
the risk of sexual assault.

Discriminating against transgender people
does not give anyone more control over their
body or security. Those who perpetuate
falsehoods about transgender people and
nondiscrimination laws are putting
transgender people in harm’s way and mak-
ing no one safer. We cannot stand by while
the needs of survivors, both those who are
transgender and those who are not, are ob-
scured in order to push a political agenda
that does nothing to serve and protect vic-
tims and potential victims. We will only ac-
complish our goal of ending sexual violence
by treating all people, including those who
are transgender, with fairness and respect.

National Organizations:

9tob National Association of Working
Women, Alliance for HOPE International,
Alliance for Strong Families and Commu-
nities, American Association of University
Women, American Dance Therapy Associa-
tion, American Psychological Association,
Asian Pacific Institute on Gender Based Vio-
lence, Battered Women’s Justice Project,
Break the Cycle, Center for Women Policy
Studies, End Violence Against Women Inter-
national, Faith Trust Institute, Futures
Without Violence, Hollaback!, Jewish
Women International.

Just Detention International, Know Your
IX, Legal Momentum, Men As Peacemakers,
Men’s Story Project, National Alliance for
Partnerships in Equity (NAPE), National Al-
liance to End Sexual Violence, National Cen-
ter for Victims of Crime, National Center on
Domestic and Sexual Violence, National Co-
alition Against Domestic Violence, National
Clearinghouse for Defense of Battered
Women, National Council of Jewish Women,
National Domestic Violence Hotline, Na-
tional Housing Law Project, National Indige-
nous Women’s Resource Center, National
Latina@ Network: Casa de Esperanza.

National Network to End Domestic Vio-
lence, National Organization for Men
Against Sexism, National Organization for
Women, National Organization of Asian Pa-
cific Islanders Ending Sexual Violence, Na-
tional Organization of Sisters of Color End-
ing Sexual Assault, National Organization
for Victim Assistance, National Resource
Center on Domestic Violence, National
Women’s Law Center, Praxis International,
Resource Sharing Project, Stop it Now!, Sup-
port Network of Advocates for Protective
Parents, UltraViolet, Women of Color Net-
work, YWCA.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. MORAN), a member of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force.

Mr. MORAN. Madam Speaker, today,
I rise in support of H.J. Res. 165 intro-
duced by Congresswoman MILLER.
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It is disheartening that there is even
a need for this legislation, but it is
needed because President Biden has led
a crusade against biological reality and
common sense.

This new Title IX rule erodes under-
lying protections for women and girls.
As a father of two young ladies, I can
tell you that I am devastated and ap-
palled by the action of the Department
of Education.

Title IX was written to protect
women by ensuring equal opportunities
for young women and girls in edu-
cational programs. However, this new
rule, promoted by radical ideologies,
shatters it by redefining ‘‘sex’ to in-
clude sexual orientation and gender
identity.

By redefining ‘‘sex” under Title IX,
the administration will effectively
allow biological males into female-only
spaces, including locker rooms and
bathrooms.

Additionally, this Biden rule will im-
pact women’s sports as the final rule
does not create any carve-out for wom-
en’s athletics. Under this rule, local
school districts will be required to
allow biological men to compete in
women’s sports or risk losing their
funding.

Contrary to the administration’s new
rule, this resolution today guarantees
a level playing field to uphold ath-
letics’ core principles of integrity and
fairness, and it reaffirms that boys will
be boys and girls will be girls.

Democrats are weaponizing the De-
partment of Education by blurring the
lines between men and women, and this
new rule blatantly disregards common
sense and the natural laws of this
world and, frankly, of God, putting
women and girls at a disadvantage and
a risk. It is vital that we pass this Con-
gressional Review Act to uphold the
original intent of Title IX.

We must vote to protect our girls and
our women in support of this resolu-
tion and dismantle the left’s radical
ideology and undo this nonsensical rule
by the Department of Education. We
must pass this resolution.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to respond to ‘‘the nat-
ural laws of this world.” It is not a new
concept. There are two-spirit people in
Native-American culture. There are
hijra people in South Asia and many
more in Judaism. For example, the
Talmud, the sacred text, lists six gen-
ders. The sky is not falling.

I also note that the gentleman re-
ferred to redefining ‘‘sex’ to include
sexual orientation and gender identity
as some sort of novel or woke concept.
I suggest you take that up with the
Trump-appointed Justice Neil Gorsuch
because he wrote the opinion making
clear that sex discrimination includes
discrimination based on sexual orienta-
tion and gender identity.

I include in the RECORD letters from
the American Library Association, the
National Education Association, and
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the Consortium for Constituents with
Disabilities. These three letters are all
in opposition to H.J. Res. 165.

ALA AMERICAN LIBRARY ASSOCIATION,

June 11, 2024.

Re H.J.Res. 165, Title IX rule disapproval—
OPPOSE

Hon. VIRGINIA FOXX,

Chairwoman, Committee on Education and the
Workforce, US House of Representatives.

Hon. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT,

Ranking Member, Committee on Education and
the Workforce, US House of Representa-
tives.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN FOXX AND RANKING
MEMBER ScOTT: On behalf of the American
Library Association (ALA), I write to re-
spectfully oppose H.J. Res. 165, ‘“‘Providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Department of Education
relating to ‘Nondiscrimination on the Basis
of Sex in Education Programs or Activities
Receiving Federal Financial Assistance.””

The Department of Education’s Title IX
rule, issued April 29, 2024, applies the Su-
preme Court’s ruling in Bostock v. Clayton
County, 590 U.S. 644 (2020), to codify that
Title IX prohibits discrimination on the
basis of sexual orientation or gender iden-
tity. By doing so, the rule clarifies that re-
cipients of Education Department funding
may not discriminate against LGBTQI+ li-
brary workers or students in employment
opportunities or the delivery of library serv-
ices (e.g., removal of library materials in a
discriminatory manner).

All Americans deserve equal opportunity
in education, employment, and the freedom
to read. We urge Congress to defend the
rights of students and library workers by re-
jecting H.J.Res. 165. If we can provide more
information, please contact Gavin Baker
(gbaker@alawash.org).

Sincerely,

Alan S. Inouye, Ph.D., Senior Director,
Public Policy & Government Relations and
Interim Associate Executive Director, Amer-
ican Library Association.

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION,
June 12, 2024.

Committee on Education and the Workforce,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
National Education Association’s 3 million
members and the 50 million students they
teach and support in public schools and pub-
lic colleges and universities, we appreciate
the opportunity to offer comments for the
Committee’s markup of H.R. 7227, the Truth
and Healing Commission on Indian Boarding
School Policies Act, and H.J. Res. 165, per-
taining to the Department of Education rule
regarding nondiscrimination in education
programs and activities receiving federal
funding.

We urge you to vote YES on H.R. 7227 and
NO on H.J. Res. 165. Votes related to these
issues may be included in the NEA Report
Card on the 118th Congress.

H.R. 7227, THE TRUTH AND HEALING COMMISSION

ON INDIAN BOARDING SCHOOL POLICIES ACT

NEA members are grateful to the Com-
mittee for your leadership—especially sig-
nificant when there is such division in our
nation—in advancing H.R. 7227. The bill’s bi-
partisan sponsorship signals that it is still
possible for us to come together, regardless
of political party, to illuminate historical
wrongs.

The Truth and Healing Commission on In-
dian Board School Policies Act will shine a
light on the impact of Indian boarding
schools on the hundreds of thousands of
American Indian, Alaska Native, and Native
Hawaiian children who were taken from
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their families and Tribes from at least 1860
until 1978. The schools were not places of
education; they were tools for colonization,
assimilation, and genocide. Many children
died, went missing, or were murdered while
in the custody of the boarding schools, and
those who survived were often the victims of
physical, sexual, psychological, and spiritual
abuse. The schools caused the loss of connec-
tion to language, culture, families, and

Tribes.

H.R. 7227 would provide for a full inquiry
into the policies of the boarding schools
through locating church and government
records, compiling evidence of the ongoing
effects of intergenerational trauma, and col-
lecting testimony from survivors and Tribes.
Information resulting from the inquiry
would be shared with the public within five
years.

H.J. RES. 165, PERTAINING TO THE DEPARTMENT
OF EDUCATION RULE REGARDING NON-
DISCRIMINATION IN EDUCATION PROGRAMS
AND ACTIVITIES RECEIVING FEDERAL FUNDING
H.J. Res. 165 would undo the recent Title

IX rule protecting LGBTQI+ students, sur-

vivors of sexual violence or harassment, and

students who are pregnant or parents. It
must be rejected because it would undercut
the U.S. Department of Education’s recently
finalized rule reinforcing and restoring Title

IX’s protections, which are meant to ensure

that every student has the right to a safe

and welcoming learning environment, free
from sex discrimination.

The Department of Education updates clar-
ify Title IX’s protections against discrimina-
tion on the basis of sexual orientation and
gender identity, at a time when 83% of
LGBTQI+ youth report in-school victimiza-
tion, yet 62% of those who have been victim-
ized never inform school staff of the inci-
dent. The Title IX updates will clarify rem-
edies for students facing sex-based harass-
ment, hold school officials accountable for
fostering safer school environments, and en-
sure that LGBTQI+ youth can participate
equally in educational opportunities, rang-
ing from attending the restroom that cor-
responds with their gender identity, to going
to prom with the person of their choice

H.R. 7227 moves our nation forward on the
path to healing and reconciliation, while
H.J. Res. 165 pushes us backward in our on-
going work to protect the civil rights and
safety of us all. Please vote YES on H.R. 7227
and NO on H.J. Res. 165.

Sincerely,
MARC EGAN,
Director of Government Relations,
National Education Association.
CONSORTIUM FOR CONSTITUENTS
WITH DISABILITIES,
JUNE 12, 2024.

Hon. VIRGINIA FOXX,

Chair, House Education and Workforce Com-

mittee, Washington, DC.

Hon. BOBBY SCOTT,

Ranking Member, House Education and Work-

force Committee, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN FOXX AND RANKING
MEMBER ScOTT: The Consortium for Con-
stituents with Disabilities (CCD) Education
Task Force and Rights Task Force are writ-
ing to oppose House Joint Resolution (H.J.
Res) 165 which intends to negate the rule
submitted by the Department of Education
(ED) relating to ‘‘Nondiscrimination based
on Sex in Education Programs or Activities
Receiving Federal Financial Assistance”
(known as Title IX). As finalized by ED, the
Title IX regulation includes important pro-
visions that positively impact and support
all K-16 students with disabilities, including
those who identify as Black, Indigenous, or
People of Color (BIPOC) and/or may also
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identify as LGBTQI+. We therefore urge
members of the Education and Workforce
Committee to vote ‘no’ if H.J. Res. 165 is
brought before the Committee.

CCD advocated for the much-needed up-
dates to the Title IX regulations as it is well
documented that students with disabilities,
including those who identify as BIPOC and/
or LGBTQI+ already face additional barriers
to K-16 education. Specifically, updates to
Title IX include changes that:

ensure schools address broader Title IX
complaints of sex-based harassment;

ensure students are not forced into unfair
and/or potentially traumatic procedures that
favor harassers;

require Title IX coordinators to consult
with one or more members of a [eligible] stu-
dent’s Individualized Education Program
(IEP) team or Section 504 team; and,

allow college students to have access to
someone in an advisory role during the proc-
ess.

Importantly, the improvements clarify
that federal due process rights of students
with disabilities must not be ignored and
that these students must be treated equi-
tably during the Title IX process. This was
not the case prior to the issuance of this
rule.

We appreciate this opportunity to weigh in
and hope you will reconsider the mark-up of
H.J. Res 165.

Sincerely,
CCD Education Task Force co-chairs:
STEPHANIE FLYNT,

National Disability
Rights Network
(NDRN).

LAURA KALOL,

Council of Parent At-
torneys and Advo-
cates and the Center
for Learner Equity.

LINDSAY KUBATZKY,

National Center for
Learning Disabil-
ities.

ROBYN LINSCOTT,

The Arc of the United

States.
KiM MUSHENO,

Autism  Society of

America.
CCD Rights TF co-chairs:
CLAUDIA CENTER,

Disability Rights Edu-

cation Fund.
MORGAN K. WHITLATCH,

Center for Public Rep-
resentation.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, 1
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.
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Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. BURCHETT).

Mr. BURCHETT. Madam Speaker, I
thank Congresswoman FoxX for her
leadership and friendship. You are a
pretty cool lady.

Madam Speaker, Title IX of the Civil
Rights Act was passed to protect
women from being unfairly denied op-
portunities in education and sports.

Can you imagine drawing the short
stick and having to defend allowing
men to compete in women’s sports and
take trophies from young ladies or
even careers away from hardworking
female athletes?

Of course, the most famous time this
happened was when my friend Riley
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Gaines tied with a man in her swim
meet—I say ‘‘man’ in lower case let-
ters but she didn’t get a trophy because
they wanted to give it to him instead.
They also had to suffer the punishment
of having to see this guy walk around
without any clothes on and his lack of
manhood, I guess.

I recently asked Riley about men
competing in women’s sports in a com-
mittee hearing. She said that some
men started competing before they
were taking hormones. She also said
something we already knew: Hormone
treatments don’t alter a man’s bone
structure, lung capacity, or his height.

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
the gentleman from Tennessee an addi-
tional 15 seconds.

Mr. BURCHETT. Hormones don’t
alter many other attributes that give
men physical advantages over women.
She talked about how allowing men
into women’s sports endangers their
physical safety. We see more instances
of this than Democrats and the main-
stream media would have you believe.

A high school volleyball player got a
concussion. We also saw a boxer with-
draw from a match to protect herself
when she learned her opponent was a
biological male. A high school field
hockey player had her teeth knocked
out.

I strongly support protecting female
athletes and rejecting this rule by an
administration that has completely
abandoned them.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY).

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I
thank Chairwoman FoXxX for leading on
this very important issue.

As a former athlete in high school,
college, and beyond, I know the unpar-
alleled opportunities that sports offer
to women and girls.

Title IX and its mission to end dis-
crimination against women in sports
made so much of this possible for me
and countless other women over the
years.

Today, these opportunities
women and girls are under threat.

Joe Biden’s Department of Education
is requiring that schools allow biologi-
cal males to participate in women’s
sports. This is fundamentally unfair. It
deprives women and girls of what so
many of us fought for decades to
achieve: equal opportunity to train,
compete, and excel in athletics.

Today, we take a stand in defense of
women’s sports and to stop this dan-
gerous precedent.

This is why I am honored to be an
original cosponsor of this Congres-
sional Review Act to overturn the
Biden administration’s radical rule to
allow Dbiological men in women’s
sports.

The CRA will protect opportunities
for women and girls to compete fairly

for
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on the athletic field. Without inter-
ference, the woke Biden agenda will
continue further.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, how
much time do I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oregon has 9% minutes
remaining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I want to note in the big picture as
we consider this conversation today,
LGBTQ youth and trans youth are
more likely to have experienced sexual
violence than their straight counter-
parts.

Further, nearly 59 percent of
LGBTQI+ students report experiencing
discriminatory policies and practices
at school, particularly those targeting
students’ gender and limiting their
ability to participate in activities con-
sistent with their gender identity.

Madam Speaker, 62 percent of
LGBTQ students who were harassed or
assaulted at school did not report the
incident because they don’t feel safe.
This is creating hostile environments
that are leading to adverse outcomes
for LGBTQ students.

The report that I mentioned found
that students who experienced dis-
crimination and higher levels of vic-
timization have higher dropout rates,
lower academic performance, and in-
creased mental health issues such as
anxiety, depression, and suicidal idea-
tion.

Madam Speaker, 68 percent of the
students reported feeling unsafe at
school because of their sexual orienta-
tion, gender identity, and/or gender ex-
pression.

We should not be creating this hos-
tile school climate that is making stu-
dents feel unsafe because of who they
are.

I want to again encourage my col-
leagues to think about the message
that this is sending to students, that
they do not belong, that they are not
safe in their schools. This is the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee.
We should be making students feel
safe, not making them feel threatened.

Madam Speaker, I continue to re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LOPEZ), our newest Member
in Congress.

Mr. LOPEZ. Madam Speaker, the
Biden administration’s newly proposed
Title IX rule is yet another example of
how we are losing our moral compass.

This new rule diminishes the undeni-
able respect that we must as a society
extend to all women. It completely de-
stroys the distinctions between men
and women and forces schools to allow
men into private women’s spaces, in-
cluding locker rooms and bathrooms.

Make no mistake about it, under this
proposed rule, women will be compelled
to change with and go to the bathroom
next to naked men. That simply cannot
stand. I urge my colleagues to support
this resolution.
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Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time for
the purpose of closing.

The Biden-Harris administration’s
Title IX rule is a necessary step in pro-
tecting all Americans from sex-based
harassment and discrimination. It
would uplift and empower survivors
while holding schools accountable for
their handling of these sensitive cases.

This Congressional Review Act that
Republicans have put forward under-
mines the rights of survivors of sexual
assault and advances a baseless, preju-
diced narrative against LGBTQI+, espe-
cially transgender, individuals.

I am incredibly frustrated that Re-
publicans are spending time obsessing
over what bathroom is used instead of
addressing the real problems faced by
women and children.

I also include in the RECORD, Madam
Speaker, a Statement of Administra-
tive Policy providing for congressional
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5 of
the United States Code. If this Presi-
dent were presented with H.J. Res. 165,
he would veto it, and for good reason
because this bill takes us back.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY
H.J. RES. 166—PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL

DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 8 OF TITLE 5,

UNITED STATES CODE, OF THE RULE SUB-

MITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RELATING TO ‘‘NONDISCRIMINATION ON THE

BASIS OF SEX IN EDUCATION PROGRAMS OR AC-

TIVITIES RECEIVING FEDERAL FINANCIAL AS-

SISTANCE

The Administration strongly opposes H.J.
Res. 165, which would disapprove the Depart-
ment of Education’s rule, under Title IX of
the Education Amendments of 1972, to re-
store and strengthen vital nondiscrimination
protections for students, employees, and ap-
plicants in federally funded education pro-
grams and activities.

Since Title IX was signed into law more
than 50 years ago, it has opened doors for
generations of women and girls and in-
creased access to educational opportunities
for millions of students. Despite this
progress, rates of sexual harassment and as-
sault in our nation’s schools and colleges re-
main unacceptably high. Many women see
their education derailed because of preg-
nancy discrimination. And many LGBTQI+
students face bullying and harassment just
because of who they are.

The Department’s rule is critical to ensur-
ing that no person experiences sex discrimi-
nation at school. The rule provides protec-
tion from sex-based harassment, including
sexual violence; promotes accountability and
fundamental fairness through a fair, trans-
parent, and reliable process; and ensures
that students, employees, and families un-
derstand their rights and that institutions
know their responsibilities. The rule also ad-
vances educational equity by requiring
schools that have knowledge of possible sex
discrimination in their education programs
or activities to take prompt and effective ac-
tion to end the sex discrimination, prevent
its recurrence, and remedy its effects. Pas-
sage of H.J. Res. 1656 would eliminate these
critical protections that keep students safe
and able to realize their full potential.

The promise of Title IX—an education free
from sex discrimination—remains as vital
now as it was when the law was enacted. The
Administration will continue to fight tire-
lessly to realize this promise and achieve
equal opportunity for all students and all
Americans.
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If the President were presented with H.J.
Res. 165, he would veto it.

Ms. BONAMICI. We have made
progress in making every student feel
safe and be safe in schools.

I once again encourage my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no” on this harmful and ex-
treme joint resolution for the sake of
women, the LGBTQI community, and
survivors across the Nation.

Again, Madam Speaker, yesterday we
were talking about dignity for dish-
washers. Please show some dignity for
people who are being discriminated
against because of who they are and
who they love.

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, we have heard a lot
of misleading comments today, as I
said earlier—misleading verging on
untruths.

The Department isn’t following court
precedent. In Bostock, the Supreme
Court specifically warned against ap-
plying its decision in that case to Title
IX or any other civil rights law pre-
venting sex discrimination.

In addition, there is currently a split
among Federal appeals courts on this
issue. In January of last year, the Elev-
enth Circuit held that a school dis-
trict’s policy requiring people to use
the bathroom that corresponds with
the student’s biological sex is allowed
under Title IX.

As I said earlier, we are not mis-
leading or scaring the American peo-
ple. All people have to do is read this
regulation to see that schools are not
allowed to prevent a person from par-
ticipating in an educational program
or activity consistent with the person’s
gender identity. There are exceptions,
but athletics are not included. A bio-
logical man can announce that he feels
like a girl or a woman and go into the
bathroom with women and girls if he
chooses to do so based on this rule.

In addition, three separate Federal
district court judges in three separate
cases have already taken action to
block the rule from going into effect in
the States involved in those cases,
which has been alluded to. One judge
called the regulation ‘‘an abuse of
power.”” The other judge called the reg-
ulation ‘“‘an attempt by the executive
branch to dramatically alter the pur-
pose and meaning of Title IX.”

Madam Speaker, this resolution to
overturn President Biden’s Title IX
rule is a necessary step to keep the
spirit of Title IX alive. My colleagues
have eloquently talked about that.

H.J. Res. 165 is about fairness, safety,
and ensuring that the playing field re-
mains level for everyone. I urge my
colleagues to join me in supporting
this resolution.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1341, the previous
question is ordered on the joint resolu-
tion.
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The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on passage of the joint reso-
lution.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

——

SAFEGUARD AMERICAN VOTER
ELIGIBILITY ACT

Mr. STEIL. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1341, I call up
the bill (H.R. 8281) to amend the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act of 1993 to
require proof of United States citizen-
ship to register an individual to vote in
elections for Federal office, and for
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1341, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on House Administration, print-
ed in this bill, is adopted and the bill,
as amended, is considered read.

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

H.R. 8281

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 ‘‘Safeguard
American Voter Eligibility Act’” or the “SAVE
Act”.

SEC. 2. ENSURING ONLY CITIZENS ARE REG-
ISTERED TO VOTE IN ELECTIONS
FOR FEDERAL OFFICE.

(a) DEFINITION OF DOCUMENTARY PROOF OF
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP.—Section 3 of the
National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20502) is amended—

(1) by striking “As used’’ and inserting ‘“‘(a)
IN GENERAL.—As used’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) DOCUMENTARY PROOF OF UNITED STATES
CITIZENSHIP.—AS used in this Act, the term ‘doc-
umentary proof of United States citizenship’
means, with respect to an applicant for voter
registration, any of the following:

‘(1) A form of identification issued consistent
with the requirements of the REAL ID Act of
2005 that indicates the applicant is a citizen of
the United States.

“(2) A valid United States passport.

“(3) The applicant’s official United States
military identification card, together with a
United States military record of service showing
that the applicant’s place of birth was in the
United States.

“(4) A valid government-issued photo identi-
fication card issued by a Federal, State or Trib-
al govermment showing that the applicant’s
place of birth was in the United States.

“(5) A valid government-issued photo identi-
fication card issued by a Federal, State or Trib-
al government other than an identification de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4), but only
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if presented together with one or more of the fol-
lowing:

‘“(A) A certified birth certificate issued by a
State, a unit of local government in a State, or
a Tribal government which—

““(i) was issued by the State, unit of local gov-
ernment, or Tribal government in which the ap-
plicant was born;

““(ii) was filed with the office responsible for
keeping vital records in the State;

““(iii) includes the full mame, date of birth,
and place of birth of the applicant;

““(iv) lists the full names of one or both of the
parents of the applicant;

““(v) has the signature of an individual who is
authorized to sign birth certificates on behalf of
the State, unit of local government, or Tribal
government in which the applicant was born;

““(vi) includes the date that the certificate was
filed with the office responsible for keeping vital
records in the State; and

““(vii) has the seal of the State, unit of local
government, or Tribal government that issued
the birth certificate.

‘““(B) An extract from a United States hospital
Record of Birth created at the time of the appli-
cant’s birth which indicates that the applicant’s
place of birth was in the United States.

‘“(C) A final adoption decree showing the ap-
plicant’s name and that the applicant’s place of
birth was in the United States.

‘““AD) A Consular Report of Birth Abroad of a
citizen of the United States or a certification of
the applicant’s Report of Birth of a United
States citizen issued by the Secretary of State.

‘“(E) A Naturalization Certificate or Certifi-
cate of Citizenship issued by the Secretary of
Homeland Security or any other document or
method of proof of United States citizenship
issued by the Federal government pursuant to
the Immigration and Nationality Act.

‘““(F) An American Indian Card issued by the
Department of Homeland Security with the clas-
sification ‘KIC’.”".

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the National
Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20503)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘subsection
(b)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(b) REQUIRING APPLICANTS TO PRESENT DOC-
UMENTARY PROOF OF UNITED STATES CITIZEN-
SHIP.—Under any method of voter registration
in a State, the State shall not accept and proc-
ess an application to register to vote in an elec-
tion for Federal office unless the applicant pre-
sents documentary proof of United States citi-
zenship with the application.”’.

(c) REGISTRATION WITH APPLICATION FOR
MOTOR VEHICLE DRIVER’S LICENSE.—Section 5
of the National Voter Registration Act of 1993
(52 U.S.C. 20504) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Each
State motor vehicle driver’s license application’
and inserting ‘‘Subject to the requirements
under section 8(j), each State motor vehicle driv-
er’s license application’’;

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘Each
State shall include’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to
the requirements under section 8(j), each State
shall include’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(2)(B)—

(4) in clause (i), by striking “‘and’’ at the end;

(B) in clause (ii), by adding “‘and’’ at the end;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

““(iii) verify that the applicant is a citicen of
the United States;’’;

(4) in subsection (c)(2)(C)(i), by striking ‘‘(in-
cluding citizenship)’’ and inserting ‘‘, including
the requirement that the applicant provides doc-
umentary proof of United States citizenship’’;
and

(5) in subsection (c)(2)(D)(iii), by striking ‘‘;
and’”’ and inserting the following: ‘‘, other than
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as evidence in a criminal proceeding or immigra-
tion proceeding brought against an applicant
who knowingly attempts to register to vote and
knowingly makes a false declaration under pen-
alty of perjury that the applicant meets the eli-
gibility requirements to register to vote in an
election for Federal office; and’’.

(d) REQUIRING DOCUMENTARY PROOF OF
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP WITH NATIONAL
MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION FORM.—Section 6 of
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20505) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking “‘Each State shall accept and
use’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to the requirements
under section 8(j), each State shall accept and
use’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘Federal Election Commis-
sion”’ and inserting ‘‘Election Assistance Com-
mission’’;

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end the
following: ‘““The chief State election official of a
State shall take such steps as may be necessary
to ensure that residents of the State are aware
of the requirement to provide documentary proof
of United States citizenship to register to vote in
elections for Federal office in the State.’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1)—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) the person did not provide documentary
proof of United States citicenship when reg-
istering to vote.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(e) ENSURING PROOF OF UNITED STATES CITI-
ZENSHIP.—

““(1) PRESENTING PROOF OF UNITED STATES
CITIZENSHIP TO ELECTION OFFICIAL.—An appli-
cant who submits the mail voter registration ap-
plication form prescribed by the Election Assist-
ance Commission pursuant to section 9(a)(2) or
a form described in paragraph (1) or (2) of sub-
section (a) shall not be registered to vote in an
election for Federal office unless—

“(A) the applicant presents documentary
proof of United States citizenship in person to
the office of the appropriate election official not
later than the deadline provided by State law
for the receipt of a completed voter registration
application for the election; or

“(B) in the case of a State which permits an
individual to register to vote in an election for
Federal office at a polling place on the day of
the election and on any day when voting, in-
cluding early voting, is permitted for the elec-
tion, the applicant presents documentary proof
of United States citizenship to the appropriate
election official at the polling place not later
than the date of the election.

““(2) NOTIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT.—Upon
receiving an otherwise completed mail voter reg-
istration application form prescribed by the
Election Assistance Commission pursuant to sec-
tion 9(a)(2) or a form described in paragraph (1)
or (2) of subsection (a), the appropriate election
official shall transmit a notice to the applicant
of the requirement to present documentary proof
of United States citicenship under this sub-
section, and shall include in the notice instruc-
tions to enable the applicant to meet the re-
quirement.

““(3) ACCESSIBILITY.—Each State shall, in con-
sultation with the Election Assistance Commis-
sion, ensure that reasonable accommodations
are made to allow an individual with a dis-
ability who submits the mail voter registration
application form prescribed by the Election As-
sistance Commission pursuant to section 9(a)(2)
or a form described in paragraph (1) or (2) of
subsection (a) to present documentary proof of
United States citizenship to the appropriate
election official.”’.

(e) REQUIREMENTS FOR VOTER REGISTRATION
AGENCIES.—Section 7 of the National Voter Reg-
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istration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20506) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A4) in paragraph (4)(A), by adding at the end
the following new clause:

“‘(iv) Receipt of documentary proof of United
States citicenship of each applicant to register
to vote in elections for Federal office in the
State.”’; and

(B) in paragraph (6)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)()(I), by striking ‘‘(in-
cluding citizenship)’’ and inserting ‘‘, including
the requirement that the applicant provides doc-
umentary proof of United States citizenship’’;
and

(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub-
paragraph (C); and

(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraph:

‘““(B) ask the applicant the question, ‘Are you
a citizen of the United States?’ and if the appli-
cant answers in the affirmative require docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship prior
to providing the form wunder subparagraph
(C);”; and

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by inserting ‘“‘who are
citizens of the United States’ after ‘‘for per-
sons’’.

(f) REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO ADMINIS-
TRATION OF VOTER REGISTRATION.—Section 8 of
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20507) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking “‘In the administration of voter
registration’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to the re-
quirements of subsection (7), in the administra-
tion of voter registration’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking
the end; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘““(D) based on documentary proof or verified
information that the registrant is not a United
States citizen; or

‘““(E) the registration otherwise fails to comply
with applicable State law,”’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (1); and

(3) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing new subsections:

““(j) ENSURING ONLY CITIZENS ARE REG-
ISTERED TO VOTE.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act, a State may not register
an individual to vote in elections for Federal of-
fice held in the State unless, at the time the in-
dividual applies to register to vote, the indi-
vidual provides documentary proof of United
States citizenship.

‘“(2) ADDITIONAL PROCESSES
CASES.—

“(A) PROCESS FOR THOSE WITHOUT DOCUMEN-
TARY PROOF.—

‘““(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to any relevant
guidance adopted by the Election Assistance
Commission, each State shall establish a process
under which an applicant who cannot provide
documentary proof of United States citicenship
under paragraph (1) may, if the applicant signs
an attestation under penalty of perjury that the
applicant is a citizen of the United States and
eligible to vote in elections for Federal office,
submit such other evidence to the appropriate
State or local official demonstrating that the ap-
plicant is a citizen of the United States and
such official shall make a determination as to
whether the applicant has sufficiently estab-
lished United States citizenship for purposes of
registering to vote in elections for Federal office
in the State.

““(ii)) AFFIDAVIT REQUIREMENT.—If a State or
local official makes a determination under
clause (i) that an applicant has sufficiently es-
tablished United States citizenship for purposes
of registering to vote in elections for Federal of-
fice in the State, such determination shall be ac-
companied by an affidavit developed under
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clause (iii) signed by the official swearing or af-
firming the applicant sufficiently established
United States citicenship for purposes of reg-
istering to vote.

““(iii)) DEVELOPMENT OF AFFIDAVIT BY THE
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION.—The Elec-
tion Assistance Commission shall develop a uni-
form affidavit for use by State and local officials
under clause (ii), which shall—

‘“(I) include an explanation of the minimum
standards required for a State or local official to
register an applicant who cannot provide docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship to
vote in elections for Federal office in the State;
and

“(II) require the official to explain the basis
for registering such applicant to vote in such
elections.

‘““(B) PROCESS IN CASE OF CERTAIN DISCREP-
ANCIES IN DOCUMENTATION.—Subject to any rel-
evant guidance adopted by the Election Assist-
ance Commission, each State shall establish a
process under which an applicant can provide
such additional documentation to the appro-
priate election official of the State as may be
necessary to establish that the applicant is a cit-
izen of the United States in the event of a dis-
crepancy with respect to the applicant’s docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship.

‘““(3) STATE REQUIREMENTS.—Each State shall
take affirmative steps on an ongoing basis to en-
sure that only United States citizens are reg-
istered to vote under the provisions of this Act,
which shall include the establishment of a pro-
gram described in paragraph (4) not later than
30 days after the date of the enactment of this
subsection.

‘“(4) PROGRAM DESCRIBED.—A State may meet
the requirements of paragraph (3) by estab-
lishing a program under which the State identi-
fies individuals who are not United States citi-
zens using information supplied by one or more
of the following sources:

‘““(A) The Department of Homeland Security
through the Systematic Alien Verification for
Entitlements (‘SAVE’) or otherwise.

‘“‘B) The Social Security Administration
through the Social Security Number Verification
Service, or otherwise.

“(C) State agencies that supply State identi-
fication cards or driver’s licenses where the
agency confirms the United States citicenship
status of applicants.

‘D) Other sources, including databases,
which provide confirmation of United States
citizenship status.

““(5) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a State
election official (including a request related to a
process established by a State under paragraph
(2)(A) or (2)(B)), any head of a Federal depart-
ment or agency possessing information relevant
to determining the eligibility of an individual to
vote in elections for Federal office shall, not
later than 24 hours after receipt of such request,
provide the official with such information as
may be necessary to enable the official to verify
that an applicant for voter registration in elec-
tions for Federal office held in the State or a
registrant on the official list of eligible voters in
elections for Federal office held in the State is
a citizen of the United States, which shall in-
clude providing the official with such batched
information as may be requested by the official.

‘““(B) USE OF SAVE SYSTEM.—The Secretary of
Homeland Security may respond to a request re-
ceived under paragraph (1) by using the system
for the verification of immigration status under
the applicable provisions of section 1137 of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1320b-7), as estab-
lished pursuant to section 121(c) of the Immigra-
tion Reform and Control Act of 1986 (Public
Law 99-603).

“(C) SHARING OF INFORMATION.—The heads of
Federal departments and agencies shall share
information with each other with respect to an
individual who is the subject of a request re-
ceived under paragraph (A) in order to enable
them to respond to the request.
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‘(D) INVESTIGATION FOR PURPOSES OF RE-
MOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Security
shall conduct an investigation to determine
whether to initiate removal proceedings under
section 239 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1229) if it is determined pursuant
to subparagraph (A) or (B) that an alien (as
such term is defined in section 101 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101)) is
unlawfully registered to wvote in elections for
Federal office.

‘““(E) PROHIBITING FEES.—The head of a Fed-
eral department or agency may not charge a fee
for responding to a State’s request under para-
graph (A).

“(k) REMOVAL OF NONCITIZENS FROM REG-
ISTRATION ROLLS.—A State shall remove an in-
dividual who is not a citizen of the United
States from the official list of eligible voters for
elections for Federal office held in the State at
any time upon receipt of documentation or
verified information that a registrant is not a
United States citicen.”’.

(9) CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY OF STATE TO
REMOVE NONCITIZENS FROM OFFICIAL LIST OF
ELIGIBLE VOTERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(a)(4) of the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C.
20507(a)(4)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘or’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A);

(B) by adding ‘“‘or” at the end of subpara-
graph (B); and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) documentary proof or verified informa-
tion that the registrant is not a United States
citizen;”.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
8(c)(2)(B)(i)) of such  Act (52 U.S.C.
20507(c)(2)(B)(i)) is amended by striking
“(4)(A)” and inserting ““(4)(4) or (C)”.

(h) REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO FEDERAL
MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION FORM.—

(1) CONTENTS OF MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION
FORM.—Section 9(b) of such Act (52 U.S.C.
20508(b)) is amended—

(4) in paragraph (2)(4), by striking ‘‘(includ-
ing citicenship)’’ and inserting ‘‘(including an
explanation of what is required to present docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship)’’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking “‘and’’ at the
end;

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(5) shall include a section, for use only by a
State or local election official, to record the type
of document the applicant presented as docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship, in-
cluding the date of issuance, the date of expira-
tion (if any), the office which issued the docu-
ment, and any unique identification number as-
sociated with the document.’.

(2) INFORMATION ON MAIL VOTER REGISTRA-
TION FORM.—Section 9(b)(4) of such Act (52
U.S.C. 20508(b)(4)) is amended—

(A) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iii)
as subparagraphs (A) through (C), respectively;
and

(B) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated
and as amended by paragraph (1)(C)), by strik-
ing ‘‘; and’” and inserting the following:
other than as evidence in a criminal proceeding
or immigration proceeding brought against an
applicant who attempts to register to vote and
makes a false declaration under penalty of per-
jury that the applicant meets the eligibility re-
quirements to register to vote in an election for
Federal office; and’’.

(i) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—Section
11(b)(1) of the National Voter Registration Act
of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20510(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘a violation of this Act’” and inserting
“‘a violation of this Act, including the act of an
election official who registers an applicant to
vote in an election for Federal office who fails
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to present documentary proof of United States
citicenship,”’.

(7) CRIMINAL PENALTIES.—Section 12(2) of
such Act (52 U.S.C. 20511(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘or” at the end of subpara-
graph (A4);

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub-
paragraph (D); and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraphs:

‘“(B) in the case of an officer or employee of
the executive branch, providing material assist-
ance to a nonciticen in attempting to register to
vote or vote in an election for Federal office;

“(C) registering an applicant to vote in an
election for Federal office who fails to present
documentary proof of United States citizenship;
or’.

(k) APPLICABILITY OF REQUIREMENTS TO CER-
TAIN STATES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 4 of
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20503), as redesignated by subsection (b),
is amended by striking ‘“This Act does not apply
to a State” and inserting ‘‘Except with respect
to the requirements under subsection (i) and (7)
of section 8 in the case of a State described in
paragraph (2), this Act does mnot apply to a
State’’.

(2) PERMITTING STATES TO ADOPT REQUIRE-
MENTS AFTER ENACTMENT.—Section 4 of such Act
(52 U.S.C. 20503) is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“(d) PERMITTING STATES TO ADOPT CERTAIN
REQUIREMENTS AFTER ENACTMENT.—Subsections
(i) and (j) of section 8 shall not apply to a State
described in subsection (c)(2) if the State, by law
or regulation, adopts requirements which are
identical to the requirements under such sub-
sections not later than 60 days prior to the date
of the first election for Federal office which is
held in the State after the date of the enactment
of the SAVE Act.”.

SEC. 3. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
GUIDANCE.

Not later than 10 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Election Assistance
Commission shall adopt and transmit to the
chief State election official of each State guid-
ance with respect to the implementation of the
requirements under the National Voter Registra-
tion Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.), as
amended by section 2.

SEC. 4. INAPPLICABILITY OF PAPERWORK REDUC-
TION ACT.

Subchapter I of chapter 35 of title 44 (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Paperwork Reduction
Act”’) shall not apply with respect to the devel-
opment or modification of voter registration ma-
terials under the National Voter Registration
Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.), as amended
by section 2, including the development or modi-
fication of any wvoter registration application
forms.

SEC. 5. DUTY OF SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY TO NOTIFY ELECTION OFFI-
CIALS OF NATURALIZATION.

Upon receiving information that an individual
has become a naturalized citicen of the United
States, the Secretary of Homeland Security shall
promptly provide notice of such information to
the appropriate chief election official of the
State in which such individual is domiciled.

SEC. 6. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING
PROVISIONAL BALLOTS.

Nothing in this Act or in any amendment
made by this Act may be construed to supercede,
restrict, or otherwise affect the ability of an in-
dividual to cast a provisional ballot in an elec-
tion for Federal office or to have the ballot
counted in the election if the individual is
verified as a citizen of the United States pursu-
ant to section 8(j) of the National Voter Reg-
istration Act of 1993 (as added by section 2(f)).
SEC. 7. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING EF-

FECT ON STATE EXEMPTIONS FROM
OTHER FEDERAL LAWS.

Nothing in this Act or in any amendment

made by this Act may be construed to affect the
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exemption of a State from any requirement of
any Federal law other than the National Voter
Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.).
SEC. 8. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act and the amendments made by this
Act shall take effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, and shall apply with respect to
applications for voter registration which are
submitted on or after such date.

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 House Admin-
istration or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
STEIL) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MORELLE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL).

O 1415

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEIL. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill,
H.R. 8281, the Safeguard American
Voter Eligibility Act.

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

There was no objection.

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

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
the Safeguard American Voter Eligi-
bility Act, known as the SAVE Act, in-
troduced by my colleague, Representa-
tive CHIP RoOY of Texas.

As chairman of the Committee on
House Administration, I have been fo-
cused on improving election integrity
and increasing confidence in our elec-
tions. In recent years, we have seen an
increase in the number of jurisdictions
across the country that allow nonciti-
zens to vote in their elections.

Right here in our Nation’s Capital,
noncitizens are eligible to vote in mu-
nicipal elections. In Washington, D.C.,
a noncitizen only has to reside in the
District for 30 days in order to vote.

Last month, 143 Democrats voted to
approve noncitizen voting in our Na-
tion’s Capital, Washington, D.C. We
cannot allow this to spread across the
United States.

Let me be clear: Noncitizen voting
reduces confidence in our elections.
American elections are for American
citizens, and we intend to keep it that
way.

Today, we consider the SAVE Act,
and we will see if my Democratic col-
leagues are once again in support of
noncitizen voting. The SAVE Act will
strengthen our election administration
and restore Americans’ confidence in
our elections.

The SAVE Act contains critical re-
forms to update the National Voter
Registration Act, an act that requires
States to give voter registration forms
to everyone who receives a driver’s li-
cense, regardless of citizenship status.

The bill before us will help States
prevent noncitizens from voting in
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Federal elections by requiring States
to obtain documentary proof of U.S.
citizenship and identify in person when
registering an individual to vote in
Federal elections.

You are sure to hear my colleagues
today on the other side say that non-
citizen voting doesn’t exist, or that it
rarely happens, so we don’t need to do
anything about it.

First, I point you to a 1996 congres-
sional race in California where an in-
vestigation by this body revealed that
624 noncitizens voted in that congres-
sional election. I also point you to a
race less than 4 years ago where our
colleague from Iowa won by six votes.

Every illegal vote cancels out the
vote of a legal American citizen. Illegal
voting risks swaying elections.

Ensuring our laws are being enforced
to prevent noncitizen voting is critical.
Some will say that illegal voting is al-
ready illegal for noncitizens, but it is
also illegal to evade the Border Patrol
and enter our country illegally. Yet,
that hasn’t stopped almost anyone.

In the last 3 years, Border Patrol has
encountered 7 million illegal migrants
at our southern border. We must
strengthen our election laws to make
sure that they are being properly en-
forced.

On top of the previously mentioned
examples of noncitizen voting, we also
have seen examples of noncitizens on
the voter rolls in different States
across our country.

Just a few years ago, Illinois re-
moved almost 600 noncitizens from its
voter rolls. A Georgia audit recently
determined that more than 1,600 non-
citizens had attempted to register. In
Pennsylvania, almost 10,000 noncitizens
were removed from their rolls.

Every State needs access to the tools
necessary to remove noncitizens from
their voter rolls. A crucial element of
the SAVE Act would provide States
with cost-free access to existing Fed-
eral and State databases so they can
perform this important voter list main-
tenance.

Today, we see the Biden administra-
tion has weaponized our border, and
they are weaponizing Federal agencies
to conduct a partisan voter registra-
tion scheme using taxpayer dollars
under an executive order.

I have subpoenaed each agency’s
strategic plan. So far, no agency has
produced its strategic, secretive
scheme to get out the vote, and the left
continues to register folks to vote.

By passing the SAVE Act, we can en-
sure only eligible Americans are reg-
istering to vote. Americans deserve
confidence in their elections. We must
pass the SAVE Act to prevent nonciti-
zens from voting.

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

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

Madam Speaker, you are going to
hear a lot of fear-mongering rhetoric
from my colleagues across the aisle
today.
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They claim the American people
have no confidence in our elections.
Where have we heard that one before?
In 2020, Republican after Republican
debased themselves by parroting lies
about the election, by repeating claims
they knew to be false.

They claimed that Americans had
doubts about the election outcome,
knowing full well that those doubts
only existed because of the easily dis-
proved conspiracy theories MAGA Re-
publicans had been spreading. Those
same Republicans organized illegal ef-
forts to subvert the peaceful transfer of
power that undergirds our cherished
democracy.

There were criminal efforts to send
false slates of electors to Washington
to steal the Presidency from Joe Biden.
People have been charged with crimes
for these fake elector schemes, the
very schemes that MAGA Republicans
cheered on.

More than that, the former adminis-
tration used the levers of government
to try to retain their failing grip on
power. Where is the respect for law and
order? Where is reverence for justice?

As criminal indictments have shown,
there were coordinated, intentional
schemes among some in the White
House and members of the Department
of Justice to override the will of the
American people, to suborn a coup
d’etat right here in the United States.

The former Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff has stated publicly that
Pentagon officials feared that the
former President would attempt to use
the military to stay in power. It is
heartbreaking that this happened in
our country, but what happened next is
even worse.

After witnessing these corrupt efforts
to stay in power, this downright
shameful attempt to overthrow our
system of government, what did Repub-
licans do? Did they defend this country
from all enemies, foreign and domes-
tic? No, they cowered.

Speaker JOHNSON, joined by 126 House
Republicans, filed an amicus brief with
the United States Supreme Court that
attempted to throw out millions of
American votes. Where did this lead?
To a violent and deadly attack on this
historic, majestic building, to our col-
leagues in this very room, on both
sides of the aisle, clad in escape hoods
and frantically calling loved ones,
praying for divine deliverance.

As the mob stormed the Capitol, sav-
agely beating police and calling for the
execution of the sitting Vice President
of the United States, the former Presi-
dent sat idly by. He did nothing to stop
the attack. He did nothing to try to
save lives, to save the Republic. He
watched television in the White House
for hours as the democracy was shaken
to its core.

As patriots like Speaker Emerita
NANCY PELOSI begged for support from
the National Guard, from anyone, the
former President did nothing.

Even the memories of that darkest of
days haven’t deterred Republicans’
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quest for power. They decided to try it
all again.

Last month, a rogues’ gallery of elec-
tion deniers stood on the steps of the
Capitol, spreading more inaccuracies
about the security of our elections.
They admitted that they had no evi-
dence of noncitizen voting in our elec-
tions, the same rhetoric that nearly
broke our Nation 4 years ago.

Republicans’ continued election
denialism is akin to collective hero
syndrome, where individuals create
harmful situations like lighting a fire
only to seek praise for putting the fire
out.

This was a deeply dishonorable exer-
cise when it began in 2020, and the dis-
honor has not abated.

The SAVE Act, and all the untruth-
ful rhetoric around it, is part of the
same project that election deniers
began years ago. They are continuing—
indeed, they are magnifying—the col-
lective delusion by claiming that non-
citizens are voting in Federal elec-
tions.

Simply put, they are not. It is
against the law for noncitizens to reg-
ister to vote and to vote in Federal
elections. Let me repeat this: It is
against the law for noncitizens to reg-
ister to vote and to vote in Federal
elections.

The false claim that there is a con-
spiracy to register noncitizens is a pre-
text for trying to overturn the 2024
election, potentially leading to another
tragedy on January 6, 2025.

Let’s turn to the profoundly dam-
aging bill in front of us, the so-called
SAVE Act. If I were to summarize what
this bill does, I would offer this de-
scription: It would create enormous
burdens for those registering to vote,
erecting barriers that would shock
most Americans, including most Re-
publicans.

To begin, as my Republican colleague
admitted at the Rules Committee on
Monday, the SAVE Act will prohibit
most Americans from registering to
vote with their driver’s license alone.
Yes, you heard that right. The SAVE
Act will bar Americans from using a
standard State-issued driver’s license
alone when registering to vote.

The bill will prohibit the use of the
new and improved Real IDs for over 95
percent of the American public, and
this bill will apply to every American
citizen.

What is a citizen to do if they cannot
use their Real ID-compliant driver’s li-
cense? The SAVE Act will allow Ameri-
cans to use a passport to register, but
only 48 percent of Americans have a
passport, so over 130 million Americans
are out of luck.

Wait, as they say, there is more.

Can a member of our military use
their military ID to register to vote?
Surely, military IDs will be enough to
register to vote in our elections. Not
so. According to Republicans, service-
members will need to bring their mili-
tary ID and a copy of their service
record showing their place of birth
within the United States.
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Many servicemembers were born
abroad, say, to military parents over-
seas. Those servicemembers will be en-
tirely blocked from using their mili-
tary ID to register.

This bill requires any new registrant
to show their proof of citizenship in
person at an election office. Any serv-
icemember deployed overseas who
wants to register to vote will not be
able to. No dice.

That is right. The SAVE Act will pre-
vent members of our Armed Forces de-
ployed overseas from registering to
vote.

Republicans are pushing a bill that
will disenfranchise U.S. military per-
sonnel protecting us overseas from reg-
istering. It is unpatriotic, and it is
shameful.

Wait, there is even more.

Native American voters will be un-
able to use their Tribal IDs to register
to vote unless their Tribal ID dem-
onstrates their place of birth in the
United States.

Does every American’s State or Trib-
al-issued ID show their place of birth?
The answer almost certainly is no.

What about birth certificates? Under
this bill, one could present their birth
certificate alongside their photo ID,
but herein lies the problem: Tens of
millions of Americans, particularly
married women, have a different name
on their birth certificates than they
have on their photo IDs.

Under the terms of the SAVE Act,
these millions of married women will
not be able to use their birth certifi-
cates to register to vote. The bill would
disenfranchise countless married
women who are U.S. citizens.

Let’s be very clear: What is a voter
supposed to do if they don’t have a
passport? What if their Real ID, like al-
most every American, does not show
citizenship status? The SAVE Act will
not allow them to register, especially
millions upon millions of American
women, students, servicemembers, Na-
tive voters, and many more.

This bill is not actually about pre-
venting noncitizens from voting in
Federal elections. I will repeat what I
said before: It is already illegal for
noncitizens to register and to vote in
Federal elections.

We litigated this back in 2020 when
Republicans alleged mass voter fraud
in State after State. Yet, every re-
count, audit, and lawsuit demonstrated
the 2020 election was fair and free from
fraud. Our Federal elections are safe
and secure. It is that simple.

During today’s debate, we will hear
from my colleagues across the aisle
about the risk of noncitizens flooding
our border and then somehow reg-
istering and voting in Federal elections
on a massive scale. It is rich to hear so-
called concern from the party that
killed a bipartisan border deal to ad-
dress this problem.

My Democratic colleagues and I have
clearly responded with the truth. The
American people know Republicans are
misleading them. Here is what the
SAVE Act is actually about.
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This bill is about scaring Americans.
This bill is about silencing Americans.
This bill is about disenfranchising
Americans. This bill is about further
damaging the foundations of our de-
mocracy.

As they look back on the wreckage
they wrought 4 years ago, Republicans

are not chagrined. They are not
ashamed. They are, in fact,
emboldened.

This is a deeply damaging bill. It will
disenfranchise tens of millions of
Americans. It will disenfranchise mili-
tary voters, especially those serving
bravely and courageously overseas. It
will disenfranchise married women who
change their names.

It will disenfranchise rural voters. It
will disenfranchise Native voters, stu-
dents, poor voters, and elderly voters.
It will disenfranchise survivors of nat-
ural disasters like so many are experi-
encing this week across the United
States.
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House Republicans are fine with in-
creasing the burdens and amplifying
the costs in time, in money, and in ef-
fort for American citizens to vote.

House Democrats are not.

This bill is an overt effort to make
Americans believe that American elec-
tions are rife with fraud. There is no
evidence this is the case.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge the de-
feat of this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. LEE), who are not is the
chair of the Subcommittee on Elec-
tions.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this
bill should not be controversial. The
vast majority of Americans agree that
only U.S. citizens should be voting in
our elections.

The Safeguard American Voter Eligi-
bility, or SAVE Act, is a crucial piece
of legislation that will protect our
elections and ensure American citizens
have confidence in our elections sys-
tem and that their vote is not being
canceled out by those who are not le-
gally eligible to vote.

As Florida’s former Secretary of
State, I oversaw all of Florida’s elec-
tions, working diligently to ensure
that Floridians had accurate and fair
elections that they could be confident
in.

Now as the House Administration
Subcommittee on Elections chair, I am
working to advance policies that lead
to stronger elections across our Na-
tion, like the SAVE Act.

While it is already illegal for nonciti-
zens to vote, this legislation provides
much-needed enforcement and tools for
States to verify that their voter rolls
are accurate and that illegal aliens are
not slipping through the cracks and
voting.

We all know that President Biden’s
border crisis poses a clear threat to our
elections system as millions of illegal



July 10, 2024

aliens have poured into our country at
record levels. In recent years, election
outcomes have included razor-thin
margins. We must ensure that Ameri-
cans can trust our election administra-
tion process, and one of the sure ways
to accomplish that is by ensuring that
noncitizens do not vote in our Federal
elections.

Recently, we have seen documented
instances of noncitizen voting in juris-
dictions across the country, including
right here in our Nation’s Capital.

That is unacceptable.

The SAVE Act will strengthen cur-
rent law by requiring documentary
proof of U.S. citizenship to register to
vote in Federal elections.

As a former elections official myself,
I urge my colleagues to support the
SAVE Act to enhance election secu-
rity, to minimize the risk of foreign in-
terference, and to restore Americans’
confidence in U.S. elections.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume to
just note something that has been
talked about for some time which is
going back to an election that hap-
pened nearly 30 years ago in California.

It talks about Representative Loret-
ta Sanchez in her 1996 election in Cali-
fornia. My Republican colleagues con-
tinue to make allegations that there
were roughly 600 noncitizens who voted
in the race. It is patently false. The re-
ality is the exact opposite. Many of the
supposed noncitizens identified in the
contest had, in fact, already become
U.S. citizens through naturalization by
the time they cast their ballots in 1996,
and some had been U.S. citizens for
decades.

Other U.S. citizens were erroneously
identified as noncitizens because their
names were like noncitizens’ names
that were in an INS database.

It is no accident. Even then, the Re-
publicans were in charge of the Com-
mittee on House Administration. They
investigated it, and they concluded
that the committee’s investigation had
no irregularities. They dismissed the
contested election. They concluded
that the outcome of the election was
not in doubt.

The fact that they would, 30 years
later, bring up a contest that was de-
cided admittedly by a few votes, where
claims of widespread noncitizens vot-
ing has been thoroughly debunked says
more about their lack of evidence than
it does anything else.

It simply does not happen, and there
is no evidence that that is the case.

I just use that as one more example
of misleading the public into believing
something that is false is true.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from the Northern Mariana
Islands (Mr. SABLAN).

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 8281
would deny United States citizens in
my district their right to vote. This
Delegate standing here speaking in this
Hall will be denied the right to vote for
this seat. So for that reason, I rise in
opposition to the bill.
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To register to vote, H.R. 8281 requires
documentary proof of citizenship
issued by a State or a Tribal Govern-
ment, but my constituents do not live
in a State. My constituents live in a
U.S. territory, the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands. So if my
constituents try to use a valid photo
identification card issued by the Com-
monwealth showing place of birth as
the Northern Marianas, they would be
denied registration.

If T were to produce the Department
of State-issued passport given to Mem-
bers of Congress, it says my place of
birth is the Northern Mariana Islands,
and I will be denied the right to vote.

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

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.

Mr. SABLAN. H.R. 8281 says unless
the birth certificate was issued by a
State, you can’t vote. The same is true
for U.S. citizens in Guam, Puerto Rico,
and the U.S. Virgin Islands. The same
is true for all naturalized U.S. citizens
throughout the country. All will be de-
nied the right to vote because H.R. 8281
does not recognize these territories as
part of the United States, and people
being born in these territories are
United States citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no”” vote on
this poorly drafted legislation. I don’t
understand something that only Amer-
icans can vote and the U.S. citizens
who are not Americans cannot vote.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE).

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Wisconsin for yielding.

First, I want to say that my col-
league on the other side of the aisle
referenced an issue with an election
where 624 noncitizens illegally voted.
He suggested that that actually wasn’t
accurate.

So my question would be: What is an
accurate number?

Because in my opinion, one person
voting illegally in an election is one
too many.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the SAVE Act. Since taking
office, more than 9.6 million illegal im-
migrants have crossed into the United
States.

This crisis is not only a national se-
curity threat, but one that can seri-
ously alter the outcome of our elec-
tions.

We have seen efforts from States and
localities, including the District of Co-
lumbia, to allow noncitizens to vote.

Securing our elections is of para-
mount importance, and we must ensure
that it is easy to vote and hard to
cheat. The SAVE Act will strengthen
our election security, improve voter
confidence, and ensure American elec-
tions are only for American citizens.

Specifically, this legislation requires
State election officials to ask about
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citizenship before providing voter reg-
istration forms, and it requires an indi-
vidual to provide proof of citizenship in
order to register to vote in Federal
elections.

These commonsense solutions are not
controversial, which is why I am deep-
ly concerned that the President of the
United States has threatened to veto
this legislation. In fact, this step
should alarm every citizen living in
this country.

We must ask: Why?

Why is this administration refusing
to take steps to safeguard our elections
and protect the votes of every single
American?

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support the
SAVE Act, and I look forward to vot-
ing for it.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, to my
dear friend from Oklahoma, what I was
suggesting was the Republican-con-
trolled Committee on House Adminis-
tration reviewed the allegations that
600 people who were not citizens had
voted and ultimately made the deter-
mination that it was without merit
and seated the individual, the Demo-
crat at that time, Ms. SANCHEZ from
California.

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

Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, when we say that the right to vote
is under attack, we are not talking
about hypotheticals. It is under attack
right now and right here with this very
bill.

Republicans want to throw up bar-
riers because when people vote, they
lose.

Let me be clear: They don’t want you
to vote. They don’t want to hear Black
voices, Brown voices, LBGTQIA+
voices, or young voices. Our funda-
mental access to our democracy is
being politicized, and this xenophobic
attack that we are debating today will
make it harder for Americans to vote.

My Republican colleagues will claim
that requiring IDs is a small ask, but
nearly 30 million people lack a valid
driver’s license, and 15 to 18 million of
those adults don’t have access to docu-
ments proving their birth or citizen-
ship.

Americans don’t need more obstacles
to vote. It is already hard enough. That
is why I am proud to have introduced
the Right to Vote Act with my col-
leagues, Assistant Leader NEGUSE and
Senator OSSOFF. This bill would en-
shrine people’s right to vote and pro-
hibit governments on all levels from
restricting that right with bills like
this one.

This bill is part of the Democrats’
Freedom to Vote Act.

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

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman.

Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, this bill is part of the Democrats’
Freedom to Vote Act. Along with the
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John Lewis Voting Rights Advance-
ment Act, these are the types of bills
we should be bringing to the floor, not
this nonsense.

Every day that we let rightwing Re-
publicans pass laws like this that re-
strict ballot access, reduce polling sta-
tions in Black neighborhoods, or drown
out our voices with big money cam-
paigns, we fail the American people.

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons, I urge
my colleagues to oppose this harmful
legislation.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ROY), who is the bill’s sponsor.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Wisconsin for yielding,
I thank his committee for their great
leadership in moving this bill to the
floor, and I thank the Speaker for his
great work in leading this important
piece of legislation, the SAVE Act,
which is critical to ensure that only
American citizens will vote in Amer-
ican elections.

It is really that simple, but our
Democratic colleagues and the Presi-
dent of the United States are giving up
the game. They are telling the Amer-
ican people very plainly and clearly
that it is their preference that nonciti-
zens vote in American elections.

That is their current position.

The fact of the matter is this admin-
istration and our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have been dam-
aging and breaking American sov-
ereignty for the entirety of this admin-
istration and before.

They are destroying our borders.
They are allowing people to flood into
our country. Millions of people are
being released into the United States.
Americans are getting killed. We are
seeing abuse of Americans throughout
the country, and now all we simply
want to do is ensure the integrity of
American elections.

What we see is absolute resistance
and lies from our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle.

They want to go do the normal scare
tactics that we are going to be
disenfranchising voters when, in fact,
we are following the same procedures
that we have got in place in States all
across the country in requiring docu-
mentary proof that you are a citizen.

That is very simple. We do it on
many different fronts. In this case, you
can provide a passport; you can provide
documentation of your military ID if it
has your citizenship on it; REAL ID,
you can go with your driver’s license;
and you can produce your birth certifi-
cate.

Nevertheless, importantly, we have
procedures in place that allow for
States to come up with ways to check
Federal databases or to provide other
mechanisms and means provided that
the State officials then sign an affi-
davit saying that this is, in fact, a cit-
izen.

The reality is there is going to be no
disenfranchisement. The truth is our
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
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do not want us to actually check citi-
zenship.

I find it pretty amazing that the gen-
tleman from New York is trying to
make a case out of the stealing of elec-
tions when it is he who currently wants
to be able to say right now that the
current President should not be the
nominee of a party that just nominated
that President.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the passion
of the distinguished gentleman from
Texas, who is the sponsor of the bill,
but I have not heard anyone dispute
what I said in going through the in-
credibly burdensome path that citi-
zens, American citizens, will now have
to take in order to register to vote.

Your ID from your driver’s license
will not be sufficient if it doesn’t have
your place of citizenship. Mr. Speaker,
95 percent or more of REAL IDs, which
will have replaced driver’s licenses in
many States, do not list citizenship.
Birth certificates will be okay unless
your name has been changed because
you have gotten married. A military
voter, particularly one overseas who
has no way to go physically to an elec-
tion office to register, will be unable to
register to vote. The military IDs will
be insignificant, particularly if their
military ID and their service record
don’t show them as being born in the
United States.

Frankly, to be a citizen of the United
States, you don’t have to be born on
the continent or in Texas or Alaska or
Hawaii. You have to be born some-
where, but you can become a U.S. cit-
izen after you are born.

So all I am saying is it is incredibly
burdensome.

I would further say since there is no
evidence that this happened, all they
talk about are scare tactics, the de-
monizing of people, and saying that
there is this effort, it sounds like there
is a suggestion that there is an orga-
nized effort to have noncitizens vote in
Federal elections.

There is absolutely no evidence that
that is the case, and we have had so
many meetings of the standing com-
mittee and Subcommittee of the House
Administration on Elections, that I
would think if there were evidence of
that, then it would have been presented
to us.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. RAMIREZ).

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to another big lie
bill, this one H.R. 8281.

Mr. Speaker, we know that elections
are the cornerstone of American de-
mocracy, and it is our duty as Congress
Members to protect every American’s
constitutional right to vote.

The threat to Americans’ constitu-
tional right to vote today is the Repub-
lican Party and H.R. 8281. In the long
and consistent Republican tradition of
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disenfranchising voters, the majority is
pushing H.R. 8281 while simultaneously
underfunding our election’s infrastruc-
ture to safeguard free and fair elec-
tions.

In their desperation to roll back the
clock to a time when women, people of
color, and naturalized citizens couldn’t
vote, Republicans have introduced
countless bills based on mis- and
disinformation to erode the American
people’s trust in our elections and
democratic institutions.

Here is the bottom line: H.R. 8281
does nothing to make our elections
safer. It only perpetrates lies now to
set up even bigger lies later when Re-
publicans are unhappy with the out-
come of the November election.

How do I know that? The majority’s
own former President’s appointed com-
mission to investigate claims of voter
fraud by noncitizens was disbanded
without identifying one single case. If
we believe in the power of democracy,
we should reject discriminatory rules
rooted in fear and division and instead
increase protections and access.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans call this
bill the SAVE Act. It should be called
the don’t let Americans vote act, and
so I rise here opposing and asking my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this bill.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. PALMER).

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, safe and
secure elections are fundamental to
our Republic. Unfortunately, poll after
poll is showing that Americans have
lost trust in our election process. It is
time for us to act and restore faith in
that process.

One way to accomplish this is to
limit American elections to American
citizens. It should be of great concern
to all Americans that the Biden admin-
istration, with the full support of my
Democratic colleagues in the House,
has allowed millions of people to enter
the United States illegally.

Now Democrats want to leave the
door open for noncitizens to poten-
tially register to vote. If we do not act
to prohibit this, it will further dimin-
ish American citizens’ trust in our
elections and ultimately in our govern-
ment.

The legislation before us rightly re-
quires States to have individuals pro-
vide proof of citizenship when they reg-
ister to vote and to remove noncitizens
from their voter rolls. Americans being
the ones to determine the outcome of
American elections should not be con-
troversial.

In an Oversight Committee hearing, 1
asked former directors of the Census if
they supported Federal laws that pro-
hibit noncitizens from running for of-
fice.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Alabama.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, in an
Oversight Committee hearing, I asked

The
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the former directors of the Census if
they supported Federal laws that pro-
hibit noncitizens from running for of-
fice, making financial contributions to
candidates, and voting. All three said
they support these safeguards to our

elections, and all three were Demo-
cratic appointees.
Mr. Speaker, my question to my

Democratic colleagues is: Do Demo-
crats support sensible safeguards for
our elections? The minority can dem-
onstrate their support and their answer
by voting for the SAVE Act.

I appreciate Representative ROY’s
leadership in this process and Rep-
resentative STEIL’S leadership and en-
courage all my colleagues to vote for
the SAVE Act.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. JEFFRIES), our distinguished
leader.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman, the rank-
ing member of the House Administra-
tion Committee, for his tremendous
leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
opposition to this extreme MAGA Re-
publican voter suppression bill.

The right to vote is sacred. The right
to vote is special. The right to vote is
sacrosanct. The right to vote is central
to the integrity of our democracy. It is
the foundation of the principle of gov-
ernment of the people, by the people,
and for the people.

The problem is apparently my ex-
treme MAGA Republican colleagues
have concluded that, rather than try-
ing to win a debate and the hearts and
minds of the American people anchored
in ideas, the majority has instead cho-
sen a strategy to engage in voter sup-
pression. There is no evidence that has
been presented to suggest that undocu-
mented individuals have been partici-
pating in Federal elections. Repub-
licans who investigated these allega-
tions on their own committee have
been unable to document these allega-
tions.

It is unconstitutional. It is the state
of the law that only citizens can vote
in Federal elections. Only citizens can
vote for the House of Representatives.
Only citizens can vote for the United
States Senate. Only citizens can vote

for the Presidency of the TUnited
States.
This extreme MAGA Republican

voter suppression bill is not designed
to solve any problem on behalf of the
American people. It is designed to jam
people up and prevent Americans from
voting.

The extreme MAGA Republican voter
suppression bill will not allow Ameri-
cans to vote who have a State-issued
driver’s license.

The extreme MAGA Republican voter
suppression bill will not allow Ameri-
cans who are serving in the military to
use their military ID while they are
serving this country to vote.

The extreme MAGA Republican voter
suppression bill won’t allow young peo-
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ple, college students who are attending
State universities all across the land
and who have been issued college IDs
through their State colleges and uni-
versities, to vote.

There is a big difference between the
House Democratic view of free and fair
elections, the peaceful transfer of
power, and government of the people,
by the people, and for the people, and
the extreme MAGA Republican view.

House Democrats want to make it
easier to vote and harder to obtain
weapons of war. Extreme MAGA Re-
publicans want to make it harder to
vote and easier to deploy weapons of
war. These are weapons, by the way,
not used to hunt deer, but to hunt chil-
dren in classrooms and other human
beings.

The extreme MAGA Republican voter
suppression bill has given us an oppor-
tunity again to communicate with the
American people on the difference be-
tween our values, House Democrats
putting people over politics, focused on
the things that matter, like lower
costs, growing the middle class, ending
price gouging, defending democracy,
and fighting for reproductive freedom.

We embrace having a debate with our
extreme MAGA Republican colleagues
about issues that matter. Why won’t
Republicans just take their issues to
the American people? Why are my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
trying to hide their plans that are con-
nected to Trump’s Project 2025 pub-
licly, but then come to the House floor
and bring this extreme MAGA Repub-
lican voter suppression bill that is part
of the blueprint of Trump’s Project
2025? The majority can’t fool the Amer-
ican people. They are smarter than my
colleagues think.

Republicans don’t want to have a
real debate about issues because the
extreme MAGA Republicans want to
criminalize abortion care and impose a
nationwide ban. My colleagues on the
other side of the aisle are trying to
hide that now from the American peo-
ple, stripping it from their convention
platform.

We know what Republicans really
want to do. The extreme MAGA Repub-
licans put the Justices on the Supreme
Court who detonated Roe v. Wade.
That is Republicans’ agenda. That is
part of Trump’s Project 2025.

Republicans don’t want to debate the
issues. My colleagues on the other side
of the aisle want to suppress the right
to vote because Trump’s Project 2025,
which is part of the majority’s plat-
form, wants to detonate and destroy
the Department of Education, which
the American people don’t support.

Republicans don’t really want to em-
brace the ability for young people of
every race, of every part of America,
including the heartland of America and
rural America and Appalachia and sub-
urban America, to get a high-quality
public education. That is what Trump’s
Project 2025 is about.

The majority doesn’t want to have a
discussion about that. My colleagues
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don’t want that exposed to the Amer-
ican people, so we are on the floor right
now with an extreme MAGA Repub-
lican voter suppression bill that does
nothing because the law is already
clear: Noncitizens cannot vote in Fed-
eral elections.

We are going to continue to do every-
thing we can to make sure that the
American people can participate in free
and fair elections, have the freedom to
determine their own destiny by exer-
cising their right to vote in an
uncompromised and unfettered fashion,
as opposed to engaging in this type of
frivolous legislative activity, at best,
perhaps designed as a cover already
trying to set up an excuse for what
may happen in November, just like
what was done in advance of January 6.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, the right to
vote is sacrosanct, and that is why we
need to protect it for U.S. citizens.

In New York City, a law was passed
to allow noncitizens to vote in munic-
ipal elections. Here in our Nation’s
Capital, 143 Democrats voted to allow
noncitizens to vote in municipal elec-
tions here in our Nation’s Capital.

In the State of New York, there is no
photo ID requirement. If there was, it
should be noted that the State of New
York provides drivers’ licenses to ille-
gal immigrants. It is the reason that
the SAVE Act is necessary, to make
sure that we are protecting U.S. elec-
tions for U.S. citizens only.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the

gentleman from New York (Mr.
D’ESPOSITO), a great State.
Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, first and foremost, I
have to disagree with Leader JEFFRIES.
He claims that Republicans don’t want
to debate the issues. There was a de-
bate 2 weeks ago. There was a winner
of that debate, and that debate has
sent Democrats into disarray.

I also want to counteract the claim
that there are laws in place. President
Biden has made his entire administra-
tion about not following or enforcing
laws, and that is one of the reasons as
to why the SAVE Act is so important.

Under the Biden administration and
the failed policies, there has been over
10 million people that have come
across our southern border illegally. In
March of 2021, President Biden issued
an executive order promoting access to
voting, requiring Federal agencies to
assist States with voter registration.

We do not have concrete methods to
ensure illegals do not vote in Federal
elections. The SAVE Act ensures that
only United States citizens can vote in
elections. Quite frankly, it is insane
that we are even having this debate.
We should all agree that only those
who are citizens of this great country
can vote in our elections.

It also expands Federal databases,
such as DHS’ SAVE database, Social
Security databases, and others, to
prove citizenship and assist States.

Joe Biden’s open-border policy has
put America in a position where
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illegals could potentially vote in elec-
tions. It is bad for election integrity, it
is bad for democracy, and it is unfair to
the American people.

Mr. Speaker, before Joe Biden, citi-
zenship mattered in the United States
of America, and citizenship should
matter once again.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I do
agree with my distinguished colleague
and friend from New York. I don’t
know why we are having this bill on
the floor either. Yes, we can all agree
that only U.S. citizens vote in Federal
elections. I know that we agree because
it is the law of the land.
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You can’t register if you are not an
American citizen to vote in a Federal
election. It is against the law. It is also
against the law to vote. I agree with
him. There is no reason to be here.
There is nothing to be gained. There is
no problem to be solved.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Virginia (Ms.
MCCLELLAN).

Ms. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, vot-
ing rights are sacrosanct and they are
personal to many of us.

Over 150 years ago, Black men were
allowed to vote for the first time in
this country. Thousands were elected
to office, particularly across the South,
including into this body, including one
of my predecessors, John Mercer
Langston, the first Black man elected
to Congress from Virginia. I stand here
as the first Black woman elected to
Congress from Virginia. I am the great-
granddaughter of a man, who after re-
construction when voter suppression
laws passed across the South, had to
take a literacy test and find three
White men to vouch for his character
to be able to vote. He was an American
citizen.

I stood in the well and took my oath
of office on March 7, 2023, on my fa-
ther’s Bible. Inside that Bible, he kept
the poll tax receipt from when he reg-
istered to vote, and his father paid a
poll tax. I kept that. He kept it in the
Bible to remind himself of the barriers
put in place to him, an American cit-
izen, to vote.

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

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

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, this
bill is essentially a poll tax because I
am not aware of a single proof of citi-
zenship document that does not cost an
individual money to get, unless we are
requiring every State to provide omne
for free, and then it is an unfunded
mandate. This is the 2024 version of the
Jim Crow poll tax, and we should vote
against it.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SELF).

Mr. SELF. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of Congressman ROY’s bill to save
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our elections from illegal alien inter-
ference.

Sacrosanct voting is only theory un-
less we protect the election process.

Over the past 3% years, President
Biden has deliberately thrown the bor-
der open to over 11 million illegal
aliens, many of whom now have Social
Security numbers, driver’s licenses,
and other government-issued IDs,
which enable them to vote in our U.S.
Federal elections.

Today, many States and municipali-
ties have no way to detect whether an
individual with a government-issued ID
is a U.S. citizen or not. In some States,
any noncitizen can simply check ‘‘yes”
on one box: ‘““Are you a citizen of the
United States,” and boom, they are a
registered voter.

This is not right. If you are here ille-
gally and interfere in our elections,
you deserve a pair of handcuffs, not an
“I voted” sticker.

We must pass the SAVE Act to pre-
vent these loopholes from debasing and
ultimately destroying our election sys-
tem.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ala-
bama (Ms. SEWELL), my friend.

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, as a
daughter of Selma and a Representa-
tive of Alabama’s Civil Rights District,
the fight for voting rights is very per-
sonal to me.

It was in Selma where hundreds of
Foot Soldiers like John Lewis shed
blood on a bridge for the equal right of
all Americans to vote. They marched,
they bled, they prayed, and some even
died for the right to vote.

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us
today makes a mockery of their leg-
acy. House Republicans’ so-called
SAVE Act is a dangerous antidemo-
cratic bill that would do nothing to
protect our elections.

While our colleagues across the aisle
claim that this bill will prevent non-
citizens from voting, we know that it is
already illegal for noncitizens to vote
in Federal elections. In fact, under cur-
rent law, noncitizens would face up to
5 years in prison for attempting to vote
in Federal elections and even risk
being deported.

In reality, this Ilegislation would
purge thousands of eligible voters from
the rolls, including Americans who re-
cently got married or changed their
last names and those with military and
Tribal IDs.

Americans should see this bill for
what it is, a cynical attempt to sow
doubt in the minds of voters about the
integrity of our elections. It is yet an-
other attempt to fan the flames of elec-
tion denial by the same extremists who
brought us the January 6th insurrec-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, we are elected officials
who should be fighting to protect and
expand access to the ballot box, not re-
strict it. We should be working to ad-
vance the progress made by the civil
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rights and voting rights movement
rather than rolling it back.

Let’s be clear, the biggest threat to
our elections is not noncitizen voting;
it is the lack of Federal oversight
which has allowed States to advance
hundreds of new laws and new bills
making it harder for Americans to
vote.

Mr. Speaker, the House should be
considering H.R. 14, the John Robert
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act,
which I introduced in September. H.R.
14 would restore Federal oversight. It
would establish a new formula to pro-
tect and prevent States with a recent
history of voter discrimination from
restricting voter access.

In doing so, it would protect access
to the ballot box for every eligible
American.

With State lawmakers working over-
time to erect barriers to the ballot box,
the need for Federal voting rights pro-
tections is just as urgent today as it
was 60 years ago. After all, it is up to
the voters to choose our elected lead-
ers, not the other way around.

Never did I think that 60 years after
John Lewis was bludgeoned on a bridge
in my hometown of Selma, Alabama,
that I would be fighting to restore the
full protections of the Voting Rights
Act of 1965. It goes to show that
progress is elusive, and every genera-
tion must fight to preserve the
progress of the past and to advance it.
John Lewis didn’t give up and neither
will we.

Mr. Speaker, House Republicans’ so-
called SAVE Act is a dangerous anti-
democratic bill that has no place on
this floor. It is for that reason that at
the appropriate time, I will offer a mo-
tion to recommit this bill back to the
committee. I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting the motion to re-
commit.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 4 minutes
remaining.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has 14 minutes
remaining.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HUNT).

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of H.R. 8281, the SAVE Act.

For years, Democrats have called Re-
publicans conspiracy theorists for stat-
ing Democrats want illegal aliens to
vote in our elections. Yet, President
Biden and every single Democrat in
Washington want this bill to fail.

If Biden and the Democrats want to
clear up this conspiracy theory, the
President, when this bill passes, needs
to sign it into law.

On another note, I have been Black
for my entire life. The most racist
thing I have ever heard is the insinu-
ation by Democrats that Black and
Brown Americans are too stupid to get
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an ID to vote just like everybody else.
I call this the soft bigotry of low expec-
tations.

Figuring out how to vote in this
country is a very low bar, and we could
all figure it out regardless of your race,
religion, color, or creed, and we should
all want free and fair elections.

With me today are six forms of gov-
ernment-issued ID that I won’t pull out
at this time. How did I acquire that? It
is by personal responsibility in this
country.

I have also heard a lot about Jim
Crow here today. I am here to tell you
Jim Crow is over, and I know it be-
cause my parents grew up in it. I think
it is absolutely insulting to those that
actually experienced the ills of Jim
Crow.

Having an ID to vote in our Nation’s
elections should be a requirement,
which is why I stand before you today
urging my colleagues on the left to
support this bill. If you want secure
elections, if you want your vote to
count, vote for the SAVE Act.

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

Mr. Speaker, I think it bears repeat-
ing. We are suggesting that every
American, if this bill were to become
law, would face enormous burdens with
registering to vote. You can’t vote, you
can’t cast a ballot if you can’t register.

Let’s take again the situation as it
will relate to military personnel of the
United States. The SAVE Act will pro-
hibit any servicemember deployed
overseas from registering to vote at
all. That is what the bill says. Check it
out.

You have to be in person. You may
not register online, and there is no ex-
ception in the bill for a servicemember
to do that. It requires Americans reg-
istering to vote by mail or online to
present their proof of citizenship in
person.

Good luck doing that if you are on a
naval vessel in the middle of the Pa-
cific Ocean. That applies to military
personnel. It means that any service-
member deployed overseas will have to
travel back to the United States and
physically visit an election office to
register to vote.

You don’t think that is burdensome?
You don’t think most Americans, if
they were watching this debate, would
say that can’t be right? It can’t be
right, but it is right. That is what the
bill says.

Republicans are supporting a bill
that would prohibit members of the
military serving overseas from reg-
istering to vote while they are de-
ployed. It is unpatriotic. It is out-
rageous. Also, they won’t even allow
any amendments to this bill, which we
asked for. We asked for amendments
which would make this better, al-
though, frankly, it is hard to imagine
that we could make this any better,
but still no amendments were allowed.
I asked for a structured rule on this
and was denied the ability to do that.

The Freedom to Vote Act by Con-
gress would expand the ability of every
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American, including our servicemem-
bers, to register to vote online. We
want members of the military to vote.
Frankly, we want every American to
vote. If we have a problem in America,
it is that too few Americans are voting,
not that people who aren’t registered
or who aren’t American citizens are
voting. That is not the problem.

This committee and this House and
this body ought to be working on ways
to expand the franchise to every Amer-
ican because every right that we pos-
sess in the Bill of Rights in the Con-
stitution is dependent upon our right
to self-governance, and our ability to
have self-governance flows from the
ability for every American to vote.
This bill puts enormous burdens and
barriers to making that the reality.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. MALLIOTAKIS).

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS. Mr. Speaker, if
anyone is wondering why we need a bill
requiring proof of citizenship to vote,
look no further than my home, New
York City, where in 2021, the city coun-
cil under Mayor Bill de Blasio passed
legislation allowing noncitizens who
have resided in our city for just 30 days
to vote in municipal elections.

Not only this, but in November, after
our office obtained copies of migrant
shelter contracts by Freedom of Infor-
mation Act requests, we discovered
that New York City included a provi-
sion requiring contractors to distribute
voter registration forms, assist in
voter registration, and promote cam-
paign material within the shelter
themselves, all while prohibiting city
agencies from asking about citizenship
status in the same contract.

As a daughter of immigrants who
came to this Nation legally and earned
their right to vote, I have joined city
and State leaders as a plaintiff in a
lawsuit to stop New York City’s mis-
guided voting law. We have won not
once, but twice; however, we continue
to fight because the city continues to
waste taxpayer dollars to appeal the
ruling. This is why we need this bill
today.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY).

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, as the co-
chair and founder of the House Elec-
tion Integrity Caucus, I rise in support
of the SAVE Act, which will safeguard
the right for every American citizen to
vote. We must have proof of citizenship
in order to vote.

Since President Biden took office,
there have been over 9.7 million illegal
immigrant encounters across our Na-
tion, threatening our communities, our
national security, and now the Demo-
crats are attempting to undermine our
elections. There are over 2 million so-
called got-aways.

Many States, including New York,
allow illegal immigrants to get reg-

H4565

istered to vote and also have driver’s
licenses. There is no requirement, they
are on their honor, to prove whether or
not they are actually citizens of this
country.

Article II of the New York State Con-
stitution sets forth in section 1: ‘“Every
citizen shall be entitled to vote in
every election.” That is citizens.

In order to protect the sacred right
to vote, we have one citizen, one vote
in this country. Yet, Democrats oppose
the SAVE Act because they want mil-
lions of illegal immigrants they al-
lowed into our country to vote in order
to undermine and manipulate the out-
come of our elections.

This will undermine our sacred right
to vote, the most profound expression
of our self-governance.
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Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PERRY).

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me the time.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle say: Well, it is against the law for
people here illegally to register to
vote. It is against the law, Mr. Speak-
er, for them to vote. It is against the
law.

Do you know what else is against the
law? Coming into our country illegally,
but, oh my goodness, who knew? It
happens.

As the past speaker just said, we
have the honor system. Do you know
how to register to vote? Just sign it
and say, ‘I can vote.” That is how to
do the honor system.

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you who we
are providing the honor system to: peo-
ple who human traffic, drug dealers,
cartel members, people on the terrorist
watch list.

Mr. Speaker, do we want to count on
the honor system to have those folks,
people coming from the Communist
Party of China, from Russia, our adver-
saries, our enemies, selecting the lead-
ers of our country? That is what they
are telling you right now. That is ex-
actly what they are saying.

By the way, this whole thing about
military members can’t vote, someone
can come here illegally and serve in
the fire department, in the soup kitch-
en, in any number of places, including
the military, without being an Amer-
ican citizen. I have been overseas, and
I have voted as an American military
citizen.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. NEHLS).

Mr. NEHLS. Mr. Speaker, it is good
to see so many people up in the gallery.
What a great day. I can tell you some-
thing: Our democracy is at stake. Let
me tell you exactly why.

President Biden has released millions
of illegal aliens into the United States,



H4566

and he has done catastrophic damage
to our great country in just 3 years.

Why would a guy do this? Why would
he do such a thing? Make no mistake—
everybody listening, make no mis-
take—this administration is facili-
tating an invasion of our country to
import new voters. He wants new vot-
ers. He wants to establish one-party
rule, and it is all by design. I repeat, it
is all by design.

Thankfully, this legislation before us
today would ensure that only Amer-
ican citizens are eligible to vote. Pro-
tecting our Nation’s election integrity
should not be a partisan issue, yet here
we are.

Remember when my friends on the
left falsely claimed the 2016 election
was stolen due to foreign election in-
terference? Russia, Russia, Russia.
Lies, lies by the left.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this great legisla-
tion.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Mrs. LESKO).

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, in 2004,
Arizona voters approved a ballot meas-
ure requiring proof of citizenship when
registering to vote.

Today, Arizona has two voter reg-
istration forms. There is one for those
who can provide proof of citizenship,
and those voters can vote in all offices,
State and Federal. The other voter reg-
istration form is for people who don’t
show any proof of citizenship. Those
voters are allowed to vote in Federal
elections. The number of Arizona voter
registration forms where voters don’t
show proof of citizenship has sky-
rocketed in Arizona to 35,000 forms.

Arizona voters and the Arizona Leg-
islature have tried everything to en-
sure only citizens can vote. Arizona
and the Nation need Congress to pass
the SAVE Act so we can ensure only
U.S. citizens vote in our elections, as
required by law.

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

I do note that my friends and col-
leagues on the other side have turned
this into a discussion about immigra-
tion and the border, which is not the
bill before the House. The reason I
know that is because they were too em-
barrassed, perhaps, or perhaps were in-
fluenced by folks outside this Chamber
to bring a bipartisan border deal that
would have dealt with challenges at
the border.

They didn’t want to do that, so what
are they doing? They are making this
burdensome bill now a question of the
border. They had their chance to do
that. We would love them to do that.
What they will do instead is demonize
people and talk about a problem that
doesn’t exist.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BISHOP).
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Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, with the Biden administra-
tion’s allowance of 10 million illegals
into the country, the immigration
issue does have a bearing on this issue.

Radical, progressive Democrats an-
swer the merits of this legislation with
logical fallacies. The 2020 election was
perfect, they say; therefore, we should
not think about, act to end, or prevent
unlawful voting by noncitizens, should
not speak of the possibility, should
avoid the issue entirely, all to improve
Americans’ confidence in elections.

Since noncitizen voting is unlawful,
they say, it does not occur. Since
undetectable conduct in the ordinary
course is not evidenced by huge masses
of evidence, then the absence of evi-
dence is evidence of absence.

In other words, Biden debate logic.
Every vote cast by an illegal alien can-
cels out the vote of an American cit-
izen, and with millions of ‘‘newcomers”’
flooded into the country by the Biden
administration, the threat is greater
than ever.

Without secure elections, the Amer-
ican experiment is finished. We must
pass the SAVE Act.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WILLIAMS).

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of H.R. 8281, the
Safeguard American Voter Eligibility
Act, known as the SAVE Act.

It should not be controversial to say
that Americans should decide who
Americans vote for. As a former Texas
secretary of state, I know the impor-
tance of election security.

Now more than ever, with Biden’s
border invasion releasing millions of il-
legal immigrants into our country, we
must ensure that only American citi-
zens can vote.

The SAVE Act does just that. This
legislation will require proof of citizen-
ship for voters to register for Federal
elections and will empower States to
clean up their voter rolls. It is critical
that we safeguard our elections.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
put America first and pass the SAVE
Act. In God we trust.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

The SAVE Act is the most severe
voter suppression bill ever considered
at the Federal level. It would make it
burdensome for Americans to register
to vote and to cast a ballot.

It has been brought before this body
not to solve any problem, since Repub-
licans have admitted they have no evi-
dence of noncitizen voting in Federal
elections. The bill before us is for Re-
publicans to lay the groundwork to un-
dermine the outcome of the Presi-
dential election, just as they did 4
years ago, just as they will again and
again until they realize either the fu-
tility of this exercise or the Republic
crumbles. I pray for the former.

Democrats, on the other hand, want a
stronger and more equitable democ-
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racy, one that respects the rule of law
and ensures that every voice is heard.
That is why Democrats champion bills
like the Freedom to Vote Act, the John
R. Lewis Voting Rights Advancement
Act, and the Native American Voting
Rights Act, not the SAVE Act.

I fiercely oppose this anti-American
bill. I urge every one of my colleagues,
Republicans and Democrats alike, to
support the motion to recommit and
defeat this extremist SAVE Act.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time to close.

This is our opportunity to safeguard
American elections for American citi-
zens. We have heard time and again
from those on the other side of the
aisle that this problem doesn’t exist;
yet, in our committee hearings, we
have shown where noncitizens have
voted in U.S. elections, whether it is
the 1996 election in California, fully in-
vestigated by this House, or Fairfax,
Virginia, which in 2011 found 278 non-
citizens were on the voter rolls and de-
termined 117 of those individuals had
voted illegally, or counties across the
country. Chicago, Illinois; San Diego
County, California; and Allegheny
County, Pennsylvania, all found non-
citizens had participated in Federal
elections.

This is our opportunity to make sure
that U.S. elections are for U.S. citi-
Zens.

We have also heard that it is already
illegal in Federal elections for individ-
uals who are not citizens to vote. That
is true, but it is also illegal to cross
the border into the United States ille-
gally. That hasn’t stopped millions of
individuals.

This is our opportunity to safeguard
our elections, to make sure that U.S.
elections are for U.S. citizens only.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘yes” on the SAVE
Act, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 1341,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

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.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Sewell of Alabama moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 8281 to the Committee on House
Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to recommit.

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
HONG KONG—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 118-150)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days prior to the anniversary date of
its declaration, the President publishes
in the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to Hong
Kong that was declared in Executive
Order 13936 of July 14, 2020, is to con-
tinue in effect beyond July 14, 2024.

The situation with respect to Hong
Kong, including recent actions taken
by the People’s Republic of China to
fundamentally undermine Hong Kong’s
autonomy, continues to pose an un-
usual and extraordinary threat, which
has its source in substantial part out-
side the United States, to the national
security, foreign policy, and economy
of the United States. Therefore, I have
determined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency declared
in Executive Order 13936 with respect
to the situation in Hong Kong.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 10, 2024.

———

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 3 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. OBERNOLTE) at 4 o’clock
and 45 minutes p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

The motion to recommit on H.R.
8281;

Passage of H.R. 8281, if ordered;

Passage of H.J. Res. 165; and

Passage of H.J. Res. 109, the objec-
tions of the President to the contrary
notwithstanding.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

SAFEGUARD AMERICAN VOTER
ELIGIBILITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 8281)
to amend the National Voter Registra-
tion Act of 1993 to require proof of
United States citizenship to register an
individual to vote in elections for Fed-
eral office, and for other purposes, of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Ala-
bama (Ms. SEWELL), on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays
197, not voting 52, as follows:

[Roll No. 344]

YEAS—184

Adams Crow Jeffries
Aguilar Cuellar Kamlager-Dove
Allred Davids (KS) Kaptur
Amo Davis (IL) Keating
Auchincloss Dayvis (NC) Kelly (IL)
Balint Dean (PA) Kennedy
Barragan DeGette Khanna
Beatty DeLauro Kildee
Bera DelBene Kilmer
Beyer Deluzio Kim (NJ)
Bishop (GA) DeSaulnier Krishnamoorthi
Blumenauer Dingell Kuster
Blunt Rochester  Escobar Landsman
Bonamici Eshoo Larsen (WA)
Bowman Espaillat Larson (CT)
Boyle (PA) Foushee Lee (CA)
Brown Frost Lee (NV)
Budzinski Gallego Lee (PA)
Bush Garcia (IL) Leger Fernandez
Caraveo Garcia (TX) Levin
Carbajal Garcia, Robert Lieu
Carson Golden (ME) Lofgren
Carter (LA) Goldman (NY) Lynch
Cartwright Gomez Magaziner
Casar Gonzalez, Manning
Case Vicente Matsui
Casten Gottheimer McBath
Castor (FL) Green, Al (TX) McClellan
Castro (TX) Hayes McCollum
Cherfilus- Himes McGarvey

McCormick Horsford McGovern
Chu Houlahan Meeks
Clark (MA) Hoyer Menendez
Clarke (NY) Hoyle (OR) Meng
Cleaver Huffman Mfume
Clyburn Ivey Morelle
Cohen Jackson (IL) Moulton
Connolly Jackson (NC) Mrvan
Correa Jacobs Mullin
Crockett Jayapal Nadler
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Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Raskin
Ross

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Armstrong
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Barr

Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice

Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Carey

Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crawford
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes

Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott

Arrington
Banks
Brownley
Cammack
Cardenas
Costa

Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Sewell
Sherman
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano

NAYS—197

Fry

Fulcher
Gaetz
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Issa
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley

Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Lesko
Letlow
Lopez
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann

Mast
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
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Thanedar

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Tlaib

Tokuda

Tonko

Torres (CA)

Trahan

Trone

Underwood

Vargas

Vasquez

Veasey

Velazquez

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters

Watson Coleman

Wexton

Wild

Williams (GA)

Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Owens
Palmer
Pence

Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Strong
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

NOT VOTING—52

Courtney
Craig
Crenshaw
Diaz-Balart
Doggett
Evans

Fletcher
Foster
Frankel, Lois
Garamendi
Garbarino
Good (VA)
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Granger LaTurner Rutherford
Greene (GA) Massie Salazar
Grijalva McCaul Sarbanes
Harder (CA) McHenry Scalise
Higgins (LA) Moore (WI) Scott, David
Hill Moskowitz Sherrill
Jackson (TX) Nickel Tenney
Jackson Lee Ocasio-Cortez Titus
James Omar
Johnson (GA) Pascrell a‘?fres gz;
Jordan Peltola Hson
Joyce (OH) Ramirez
0 1705
Messrs. FLOOD, LUTTRELL, Ms.

STEFANIK, Mrs. SPARTZ, Messrs.
CLINE, GROTHMAN, NEWHOUSE, and
Mrs. HOUCHIN changed their vote
from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. LEVIN and POCAN changed
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, today
| missed a vote. Had | been present, | would
have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 344.

Ms. SHERRILL. Mr. Speaker, today |
missed a vote on the House Floor. Had | been
present, | would have voted: YEA on Roll Call
No. 344, the Democratic Motion to Recommit
on H.R. 8281.

Stated against:

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, | was not
able to vote on the Motion to Recommit H.R.
8281. Had | been present, | would have voted
NAY on Roll Call No. 344.

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

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

———————

THANKING KEITH STERN FOR HIS
SERVICE TO THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, on behalf of a grateful House
of Representatives, I rise to offer
thanks to one of the most skilled staff-
ers that I-—and I know many of us
agree—have ever worked with.

After nearly three decades of service
to the people’s House, this is Keith
Stern’s last week on Capitol Hill. Any-
one who has had the pleasure of work-
ing with Keith has not only witnessed
a commanding knowledge of rules and
parliamentary procedure but a com-
mitment to using that knowledge to
help all of us serve the American peo-
ple.

He has helped the House fulfill its
critical mission at every stage of his
remarkable career. As an eager intern
fresh out of Allegheny College, as an
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L.A., as a Rules associate, as a chief of
staff, as a floor director, and now as
my senior adviser, he has brought to
every job a reverence for this institu-
tion and for its duty to the American
people.

No matter what storm may have
been raging—the horrors of 9/11, a glob-
al financial meltdown, an unprece-
dented pandemic, and on January 6,
when we saw Keith muster calm, stead-
fast courage as he maintained order in
this Chamber and ensured our safety—
throughout it all, Keith’s service to us
and our country has never wavered. His
resolve has only strengthened.

Over the years, he has become a
friend, a confidant, and an adviser to
our entire Caucus. He has earned the
profound respect of our colleagues
across the aisle because whatever your
politics are, true talent is undeniable—
on the floor and on the basketball
court.

This institution is stronger, our
country is better off, and our future
more promising because of what Keith
has brought to bear. I will always be
grateful for his wise counsel that has
guided me and so many of us.

While Keith may never come to re-
spect the Boston Celtics, he has always
respected the work that we do here in
the people’s House. He is a model for
anyone who enters this building look-
ing to make a difference.

Keith, you will be missed. I thank
you for your work, your grace, your
humor, and your friendship.

To your family—Cara, Sandy, and
Colleen, and your dad and Judy, who
are here with us—please know how
grateful we are for your service, as
well.

We look forward to all the success
ahead, and know this: You will always
have a home here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
our Speaker Emerita.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
our distinguished whip for yielding and
for her beautiful statement about a
great person who has honored us with
his work and his patriotism in this
body.

It is my privilege to join my col-
leagues on the floor of the House as we
celebrate a true public servant and a
trusted aide to so many of us, Keith
Stern.

Keith first came to Congress in 1997
to work for Representative Lucille
Roybal-Allard. He comes from Los An-
geles, so we are very proud of him as a
Californian—even though he is a Dodg-
er fan, but that is a different story.

Over the next three decades, he went
on to hold many top jobs in the House,
always working for the people. For JIM
MCGOVERN, he was at the center of pol-
icy development on the powerful Rules
Committee. As floor director of oper-
ations for me as Speaker of the House,
he provided expertise for Democrats’
major legislative achievements. For
Whip CLARK, he has provided counsel
on major issues facing the House. He
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has been tactically,
philosophically,
major asset.

Working for more than 7 years in my
office, he was simply invaluable.
Throughout his tenure, Keith has of-
fered indispensable expertise in House
procedure. Coming from the Rules
Committee, his vast institutional
knowledge made Keith a trusted stra-
tegic resource in legislating.

In every role, his service has been
marked by insight, integrity, depend-
ability, and unending devotion to this
House of Representatives, even in the
most trying of times.

My staff in the Office of the Speaker
were the finest group of public servants
in the House. I always brag about
them, the greatest staff ever assembled
in the history of the House of Rep-
resentatives. Keith was a shining ex-
ample of that brilliance, dedication,
and patriotism.

Congratulations, Keith, on a job well
done. Thank you for your leadership,
which has made a difference in the
lives of so many people. Best wishes to
you, and gratitude for sharing you with
us to Cara; your two beautiful children,
Sandy and Colleen; your parents, your
mom, your stepmom, and your dad,
who are here with us in the gallery, as
you embark on this new chapter.

Thank you, Keith Stern, for your pa-
triotism and your service, and best
wishes to you as you go forward.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), my
fellow Bay Stater and ranking member
of the Rules Committee.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I join
with my colleagues in honoring Keith
Stern and expressing gratitude for his
service to this Congress and to our
country.

In between working for former Rep-
resentative Lucille Roybal-Allard and
then for Speaker PELOSI and Demo-
cratic Whip CLARK, he worked with me
first as a legislative assistant and then
as my top person on the Rules Com-
mittee.

Keith has an incredible knowledge of
the legislative process. He knows how
to get stuff over the finish line. He has
made a real difference.

As my colleagues know, ending hun-
ger has been a top priority of mine. In
2022, the Biden administration con-
vened a White House Conference on
Hunger, Nutrition, and Health. It was
only the second time a White House
convened such a conference. The first
one was held in 1969. Keith actually
wrote the first bill back in 2010 direct-
ing the White House to bring together
experts to craft a national plan to end
hunger.

I have learned an awful lot from
Keith, and he has helped me achieve
countless policies to help people here
at home and around the world. I will
always be grateful.

A lot of Members of Congress and a
lot of staff have also benefited from

strategically,
and in every way a
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Keith’s guidance, and I have talked to
countless Members and staffers who
say that he has served as a mentor to
them, teaching them about procedure
and how to use the legislative process
to do good.

There are people who began as in-
terns on the Hill who never thought of
making a career here but who did be-
cause of Keith.

Keith is not only a great member of
this congressional community; more
importantly, he is a good person. He is
decent, he is caring, and he respects
this institution.

I acknowledge his incredible family. I
acknowledge his wife, Cara; and his in-
credible kids, Sandy and Colleen. They
have all sacrificed a lot so that Keith
can serve his country.

I appreciate his many years of friend-
ship. My wife, Lisa; and my kids, Molly
and Patrick, adore him. They like him
better than me.

Keith, I am proud to know you. I feel
privileged to be your friend, and I am
confident you will do great things in
the future.

——————

SAFEGUARD AMERICAN VOTER
ELIGIBILITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the passage of the bill
(H.R. 8281) to amend the National
Voter Registration Act of 1993 to re-
quire proof of United States citizenship
to register an individual to vote in
elections for Federal office, and for
other purposes, on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the ayes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

RECORDED VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A re-
corded vote has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 221, noes 198,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 345]

AYES—221
Aderholt Burlison Duarte
Alford Calvert Duncan
Allen Cammack Dunn (FL)
Amodei Carey Edwards
Armstrong Carl Ellzey
Arrington Carter (GA) Emmer
Babin Carter (TX) Estes
Bacon Chavez-DeRemer Ezell
Baird Ciscomani Fallon
Balderson Cline Feenstra
Banks Cloud Ferguson
Barr Clyde Finstad
Bean (FL) Cole Fischbach
Bentz Collins Fitzgerald
Bergman Comer Fitzpatrick
Bice Crane Fleischmann
Biggs Crawford Flood
Bilirakis Cuellar Fong
Bishop (NC) Curtis Foxx
Boebert D’Esposito Franklin, Scott
Bost Davidson Fry
Brecheen Davis (NC) Fulcher
Buchanan De La Cruz Gaetz
Bucshon DesJarlais Garbarino
Burchett Diaz-Balart Garcia, Mike
Burgess Donalds Gimenez

Golden (ME)
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt
Issa
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley
Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)
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Lee (FL) Rogers (KY)
Lesko Rose
Letlow Rosendale
Lopez Rouzer
Loudermilk Roy
Lucas Rulli
Luetkemeyer Rutherford
Luna Salazar
Luttrell Scalise
Mace Schweikert
Malliotakis Scott, Austin
Maloy Self
Mann Sessions
Mast Simpson
McCaul Smith (MO)
McClain Smith (NE)
McClintock Smith (NJ)
McCormick Smucker
McHenry Spartz
Meuser Stauber
Miller (IL) Steel
Miller (OH) Stefanik
Miller (WV) Steil
Miller-Meeks Steube
Mills Strong
Molinaro Tenney
Moolenaar Thompson (PA)
Mooney Tiffany
Moore (AL) Timmons
Moore (UT) Turner
Moran Valadao
Murphy Van Drew
Nehls Van Duyne
Newhouse Van Orden
Norman Wagner
Nunn (IA) Walberg
Obernolte Waltz
Ogles Weber (TX)
Owens Webster (FL)
Palmer Wenstrup
Pence Westerman
Perez Williams (NY)
Perry Williams (TX)
Pfluger Wilson (SC)
Posey Wittman
Reschenthaler Womack
Rodgers (WA) Yakym
Rogers (AL) Zinke
NOES—198
DeGette Larson (CT)
DeLauro Lee (CA)
DelBene Lee (NV)
Deluzio Lee (PA)
DeSaulnier Leger Fernandez
Dingell Levin
Doggett Lieu
Escobar Lofgren
Eshoo Lynch
Espaillat Magaziner
Foster Manning
Foushee Matsui
Frankel, Lois McBath
Frost McClellan
Gallego McCollum
Garcia (IL) McGarvey
Garcia (TX) McGovern
Garcia, Robert Meeks
Goldman (NY) Menendez
Gomez Meng
Gottheimer Mfume
Green, Al (TX) Morelle
Hayes Moulton
Himes Mrvan
Horsford Mullin
Houlahan Nadler
Hoyer Napolitano
Hoyle (OR) Neal
Huffman Neguse
Ivey Nickel
Jackson (IL) Norcross
Jackson (NC) Ocasio-Cortez
Jacobs Omar
Jayapal Pallone
Jeffries Panetta
Johnson (GA) Pappas
Kamlager-Dove Pelosi
Kaptur Peters
Keating Pettersen
Kelly (IL) Phillips
Kennedy Pingree
Khanna Pocan
Kildee Porter
Kilmer Pressley
Kim (NJ) Quigley
Krishnamoorthi = Ramirez
Kuster Raskin
Landsman Ross
Larsen (WA) Ruiz
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Ruppersberger Sorensen Torres (CA)
Ryan Soto Torres (NY)
Salinas Spanberger Trahan
Sanchez Stansbury Trone
Sarbanes Stanton Underwood
Scanlon Stevens Vargas
Eciafl;owsky gtricgland Vasquez

chi 10zzi
Schneider Swalwell Xea,sey

elazquez
Scholten Sykes
Schrier Takano Wasserman
Scott (VA) Thanedar Schultz
Scott, David Thompson (CA) ~ Waters
Sewell Thompson (MS) ~ Watson Coleman
Sherman Titus Wexton
Sherrill Tlaib Wild
Slotkin Tokuda Williams (GA)
Smith (WA) Tonko Wilson (FL)
NOT VOTING—14

Crenshaw Grijalva Moore (WI)
Evans Harder (CA) Moskowitz
Fletcher Jackson Lee Pascrell
Garamendi LaTurner Peltola
Granger Massie

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

O 1722

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I seek recogni-
tion to give notice of my intent to
raise a question of the privileges of the
House.

The form of the resolution is as fol-

lows:
H. Res. 1344, finding that Merrick
Garland, Attorney General of the

United States, is in contempt of the
House of Representatives for dis-
obeying a certain subpoena.

Finding that Merrick Garland, Attor-
ney General of the United States, is in
contempt of the House of Representa-
tives for disobeying a certain subpoena.

Whereas, on February 27, 2024,
Merrick Garland, Attorney General of
the United States, was duly served
with a subpoena to produce a narrow
and specific set of materials possessed
by the Department of Justice and re-
lated to Special Counsel Robert K.
Hur’s investigation of President Joe
Biden’s ‘‘willful”’ mishandling of classi-
fied documents to the Committee of
the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability of the
House of Representatives in Wash-
ington, D.C.;

Whereas, Attorney General Garland
has, in disobedience of such subpoena,
failed to produce the set of materials;
and

Whereas, a set of materials possessed
by the Department of Justice is mate-
rial and necessary in order that the
House of Representatives may properly
execute the functions imposed on it
and may obtain information necessary
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as a basis for such legislative and other
action as the House of Representatives
may deem necessary and proper: Now,
therefore be it

Resolved, That— (1) Merrick Gar-
land, Attorney General of the United

States, is found in contempt of the
House of Representatives for dis-
obeying the February 27, 2024, sub-

poena; and

(2) the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall impose a fine, which
may not be paid with appropriated
funds, on Attorney General Garland of
$10,000 per day, until such a time as At-
torney General Garland complies with
the subpoena of the House of Rep-
resentatives by turning over the audio
tapes.

———

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentlewoman from Florida offer the
resolution?

Mrs. LUNA. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 1344

Whereas, on February 27, 2024, Merrick
Garland, Attorney General of the United
States, was duly served with a subpoena to
produce a narrow and specific set of mate-
rials possessed by the Department of Justice
and related to Special Counsel Robert K.
Hur’s investigation of President Joe Biden’s
“willful” mishandling of classified docu-
ments to the Committee on the Judiciary of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability of
the House of Representatives in Washington,
DC;

Whereas Attorney General Garland has, in
disobedience of such subpoena, failed to
produce the set of materials; and

Whereas the set of materials possessed by
the Department of Justice is material and
necessary in order that the House of Rep-
resentatives may properly execute the func-
tions imposed on it and may obtain informa-
tion necessary as a basis for such legislative
and other action as the House of Representa-
tives may deem necessary and proper: Now,
therefore be it

Resolved, That—

(1) Merrick Garland, Attorney General of
the United States, is found in contempt of
the House of Representatives for disobeying
the February 27, 2024, subpoena; and

(2) the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives shall impose a fine, which may not be
paid with appropriated funds, on Attorney
General Garland of $10,000 per day, until such
time as Attorney General Garland complies
with the subpoena of the House of Represent-
atives by turning over the audio tapes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution qualifies.

MOTION TO TABLE

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I have a motion at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Clark of Massachusetts moves to lay
the resolution on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the motion to table.

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

The

The

Ms.
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CLARK of Massachusetts.

Mr.

Speaker, on that I demand the yeas

and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 207, nays
209, not voting 17, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Duarte
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr

Bean (FL)

[Roll No. 346]
YEAS—207

Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Joyce (OH)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
McClintock
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone

NAYS—209

Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burchett

Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

Burgess
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey

Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline

Cloud
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Clyde Hudson Obernolte
Cole Huizenga Ogles
Collins Hunt Owens
Comer Issa Palmer
Crane Jackson (TX) Pence
Crawford James Perry
Curtis Johnson (LA) Pfluger
D’Esposito Johnson (SD) Posey
Davidson Jordan Reschenthaler
De La Cr}lz Joyce (PA) Rodgers (WA)
DgsJarlals Kean (NJ) Rogers (AL)
Diaz-Balart Kelly (MS) Rogers (KY)
Donalds Kelly (PA) Rose
Duncan Kiggans (VA)
Dunn (FL) Kiley Hosendale
Edwards Kim (CA) Roy
Ellzey Kustoff Rulli
Emmer LaHood Rutherford
Estes LaLota Salazar
Ezell LaMalfa Scalise
Fallon Lamborn Schweikert
Feenstra Langworthy Soott, Austin
Ferguson Latta Self ’
Finstad Lawler Sessions
Fischbach Lee (FL) .
Fitzgerald Lesko Slmpson
Fitzpatrick Letlow Smith (MO)
Fleischmann Lopez Smith (NE)
Flood Loudermilk Smucker
Fong Lucas Spartz
Foxx Luetkemeyer Stauber
Franklin, Scott  Luna Steel
Fry Luttrell Stefanik
Fulcher Mace Steil
Gaetz Malliotakis Steube
Garbarino Maloy Strong
Garcia, Mike Mann Tenney
Gimenez Mast Thompson (PA)
Gonzales, Tony ~ McCaul Tiffany
Good (VA) McClain Timmons
Gooden (TX) McCormick Valadao
Gosar Meuser Van Drew
Graves (LA) Miller (IL) Van Duyne
Graves (MO) Miller (OH) Van Orden
Green (TN) Miller (WV) Wagner
Greene (GA) Miller-Meeks Walberg
Griffith Mills Waltz
Grothman Molinaro Weber (TX)
Guest Moolenaar Webster (FL)
Guthrie Mooney Wenstrup
Hageman Moore (AL) Westerman
Harris Moore (UT) Williams (NY)
Harshbarger Moran Williams (TX)
Hern Murphy Wilson (SC)
Higgins (LA) Nehls Wittman
Hill Newhouse Womack
Hinson Norman Yakym
Houchin Nunn (IA) Zinke

NOT VOTING—17
Armstrong Grijalva Moore (WI)
Crenshaw Harder (CA) Moskowitz
Evans Jackson Lee Pascrell
Fletcher LaTurner Peltola
Garamendi Massie Smith (NJ)
Granger McHenry

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

O 1733

So the motion to table was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MOTION TO REFER

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I have a motion at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Clark of Massachusetts moves to refer
the resolution to the Committee on Rules.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, we have already taken up way
too much of the House’s time, of the
American people’s time. Let’s get back
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here to do.

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

question on the motion.
The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
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to doing the work that they sent us

question is on the motion to refer.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the noes appeared to have it.

Ms.

and nays.

CLARK of Massachusetts.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 207, nays

211, not voting 15, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Duarte
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert

[Roll No. 347]
YEAS—207

Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Joyce (OH)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
MecClintock
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone

Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
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NAYS—211

Aderholt Gaetz Molinaro
Alford Garbarino Moolenaar
Allen Garcia, Mike Mooney
Amodei Gimenez Moore (AL)
Armstrong Gonzales, Tony Moore (UT)
Arrington Good (VA) Moran
Babin Gooden (TX) Murphy
Bacon Gosar Nehls
Baird Graves (LA) Newhouse
Balderson Graves (MO) Norman
ganks green (’fgg) Nunn (TA)

arr reene
Bean (FL) Griffith 81;3:01%
Bentz Grothman Owens
Bergman Guest P

: . almer
Bice Guthrie P

. ence
Biggs Hageman Perry
Bilirakis Harris Pil
Bishop (NC) Harshbarger uger
Boebert Hern Posey
Bost Higgins (LA) Reschenthaler
Brecheen Hill Rodgers (WA)
Buchanan Hinson Rogers (AL)
Bucshon Houchin Rogers (KY)
Burchett Hudson Rose
Burgess Huizenga Rosendale
Burlison Hunt Rouzer
Calvert Issa Roy
Cammack Jackson (TX) Rulli
Carey James Rutherford
Carl Johnson (LA) Salazar
Carter (GA) Johnson (SD) Scalise
Carter (TX) Jordan Schweikert
Chavez-DeRemer Joyce (PA) Scott, Austin
Ciscomani Kean (NJ) Self
Cline Kelly (MS) Sessions
Cloud Kelly (PA) Simpson
Clyde Kiggans (VA) Smith (MO)
Cole Kiley Smith (NE)
Collins Kim (CA) Smith (NJ)
Comer Kustoff Smucker
Crane LaHood Spartz
Crawford LaLota Stauber
Curtis LaMalfa Steel
D’Esposito Lamborn Stefanik
Davidson Langworthy Steil
De La Cruz Latta Steube
DgsJarlals Lawler Strong
Diaz-Balart Lee (FL) Tenney
Donalds Lesko Thompson (PA)
Duncan Letlow Tiffany
Dunn (FL) Lopez Ti
Edwards Loudermilk Hmmons

Valadao
Ellzey Lucas Van Drew
Emmer Luetkemeyer
Estes Luna Van Duyne
Ezell Luttrell Van Orden
Fallon Mace Wagner
Feenstra Malliotakis Walberg
Ferguson Maloy Waltz
Finstad Mann Weber (TX)
Fischbach Mast Webster (FL)
Fitzgerald McCaul Wenstrup
Fitzpatrick McClain Westerman
Fleischmann McCormick Williams (NY)
Flood Meuser Williams (TX)
Fong Miller (IL) Wilson (SC)
Foxx Miller (OH) Wittman
Franklin, Scott Miller (WV) Womack
Fry Miller-Meeks Yakym
Fulcher Mills Zinke
NOT VOTING—15

Crenshaw Grijalva McHenry
Evans Harder (CA) Moore (WI)
Fletcher Jackson Lee Moskowitz
Garamendi LaTurner Pascrell
Granger Massie Peltola

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

0 1733

Ms. PETTERSEN changed her vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the motion to refer was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, | regretfully

missed four roll call votes today. Had | been

H4571

present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
Vote 344, NO on Roll Call Vote 345, YEA on
Roll Call Vote 346, and YEA on Roll Call Vote
347.

O 1745

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRAWFORD). Pursuant to clause 2 of
rule IX, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. LuNA) and the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) will
each control 30 minutes.

The Chair now recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. LLUNA).

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

Mr. Speaker, the American people
have a deep distrust in our ability to
govern effectively. The executive
branch’s blatant disregard for Congress
as an institution, shown most recently
by the Department of Justice’s failure
to prosecute Attorney General Merrick
Garland, undermines the effectiveness
of this body. It also begs the question:
What is Attorney General Garland hid-
ing?

On February 27, 2024, the Oversight
and Judiciary Committees issued sub-
poenas to Attorney General Garland to
provide a narrow and specific set of
materials related to Special Counsel
Robert Hur’s investigation into Presi-
dent Joe Biden’s willful mishandling of
classified documents.

Instead of complying with the law-
fully issued congressional subpoenas,
Attorney General Garland refused to
hand over unredacted audio recordings
and materials.

This is why House Republicans voted
to hold Garland in criminal contempt
of Congress. However, on June 14, 2024,
the Department of Justice informed us
that they would not uphold the law and
prosecute the Attorney General for
contempt of Congress. While we all ex-
pected DOJ’s response, the dangerous
precedent it set cannot be overstated.

In order for the House of Representa-
tives to do its job, we must have access
to the information that will allow us to
make informed decisions on behalf of
our constituents.

With Attorney General Garland and
the Department of Justice refusing to
follow the law, we have been left with
no choice but to rely on inherent con-
tempt, our constitutional authority to
hold an individual accountable for re-
fusing to comply with congressional
demands.

Inherent contempt is within our Ar-
ticle I authority. It was first used in
1795 and was upheld by the Supreme
Court in 1821 in Anderson v. Dunn.
Since then, it has been reaffirmed
many times by the Court.

If we fail to hold Garland account-
able, we will signal to whoever controls
the White House that it is impervious
to congressional oversight and that the
constitutionally recognized power of
the House of Representatives is merely
a suggestion and not to be taken seri-
ously.

If an American is presented with a
lawful subpoena, he or she is expected
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that they comply or face the con-
sequences of their defiance. Why should
the Attorney General of the United
States be held to a different standard?
No one is above the law.

We have reached a turning point
where the urgency of this situation
cannot be overlooked.

I want to remind my colleagues that
House Republicans have already agreed
that Merrick Garland must be held ac-
countable for defying two lawfully
issued subpoenas. Today’s vote will
hold Attorney General Garland in in-
herent contempt of Congress and fine
him $10,000 per day until he complies
with our subpoenas by turning over the
audiotapes.

Over the past couple of days, I have
heard false statements being made
about this resolution, one of which was
a claim that this violated the bill of at-
tainder. This is simply untrue. In fact,
the Supreme Court rejected the idea
that inherent contempt is a bill of at-
tainder in the 1927 case of McGrain v.
Daugherty. This means that it is a con-
stitutional right within our authority
under the Necessary and Proper Clause.

Another false statement is that the
fine can be paid with appropriated
money. However, this resolution clear-
ly states that it is personal funds that
will be used.

I would like to remind my colleagues
that this Congress is not subordinate
to the executive branch. It never has
been, and it never will be. This resolu-
tion will protect the integrity and
independence of the legislative branch.

To each one of my colleagues, your
constituents and this institution are
relying on you to be on the right side
of law and order.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 12 minutes to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
VAN ORDEN).

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Mr. Speaker, this
is a very simple issue. The United
States of America is a republic that is
designed specifically, and our duties
are articulated in the Constitution of
the United States of America.

When we are speaking to the execu-
tive branch as a coequal branch, we are
not sending requests. A subpoena is not
an ask. It is a task. For the Attorney
General of the United States to com-
pletely ignore the Congress is unlawful.
It cannot be tolerated.

This should be the most bipartisan
bill that would pass in this Congress
because my Democratic colleagues also
have been emasculated by the Attorney
General. So, I am asking them to cross
the aisle. Let’s work together and
make sure that we, collectively, are re-
spected as Members of Congress, as ar-
ticulated in the Constitution of the
United States.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, does
the gentlewoman have any further
speakers?

Mrs. LUNA. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Florida.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, we have
lots of speakers.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. McCORMICK).

Mr. MCcCORMICK. Mr. Speaker, we
have a quick decision to make, and I
understand this is contentious because
of who is President and because of who
is in control of the floor.

In the near future, we will have
maybe a new President, a new Senate,
and things will be looked at very dif-
ferently. I think the most important
thing here is empowering the legisla-
tive branch to do its duty, to have rep-
resentation by the people in its most
basic way.

We saw something in the debate that
we have never seen before, probably the
most epic and historic debate ever as
far as exposing the President and how
he thinks, what his mental capacity is,
and his ability to lead this great Na-
tion forward in the next 4 years.

This is about the survival of our Na-
tion, about the representation of ideas,
about the health of the most powerful
person in the world. If we can get to
the bottom of that, we can make great
decisions on who we elect. We can also,
at the same time, have the best rep-
resentation from the legislative
branch.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, this is a stupid resolu-
tion. Republican leadership knows this
is a stupid resolution. Their own Mem-
bers know this is a stupid resolution,
but they are beholden to the craziest
MAGA members in their Conference.

So, this is what we get: stupid resolu-
tions on the floor because they are too
chicken to stand up to the extremism
in their own party.

The Attorney General turned over
the exact transcripts of the interviews
that Republicans demanded, but that
wasn’t good enough because this isn’t
about a dispute over a recording. Let’s
be real. Republicans want to get these
recordings because they think the RNC
can use them in attack ads.

This is Republicans weaponizing the
government to go after their political
opponents, and it is sick.

The hypocrisy on the other side is
stunning. It takes my breath away, Mr.
Speaker. JIM JORDAN, ANDY BIGGS,
ScoTT PERRY all ignored congressional
subpoenas. I can go right down the list:
former Speaker Kevin McCarthy,
former Attorney General William Barr,
former Commerce Secretary Wilbur
Ross, former Chief of Staff Mark Mead-
ows, former Deputy Chief of Staff Dan
Scavino all were ordered to testify, and
what did they do? They ran and hid,
following the lead, by the way, of their
corrupter in chief, Donald Trump, who
ignored his own congressional sub-
poena. It is like a national pastime for
Republicans—golf, fishing, and ignor-
ing subpoenas.

Now, they have the nerve to come
down here and lecture anyone about

The

July 10, 2024

the rule of law. Get lost. Get lost. Get
out of here with this nonsense.

Contrast what Republicans did with
what Attorney General Garland is
doing. Not only is he taking the sub-
poena seriously, he is doing his best to
comply. He has legitimate concerns
about releasing the tape after the tran-
script has already been made public. He
is not ignoring it like they do on their
side.

In fact, he made the entire under-
lying report public. He made the tran-
script public. He allowed the special
counsel to testify in public for hours to
explain his investigation. He sent a de-
tailed letter, supported by the facts,
the law, and the precedent, detailing
why he would not release the audio re-
cording because our side respects the
rule of law while the other side uses it
as a phony talking point.

By the way, not only is this resolu-
tion a BS political stunt, it is not even
a good BS political stunt. This is a bad
resolution that could do massive dam-
age to this institution’s standing. If
they go down this road, Mr. Speaker, if
this half-baked idea actually passes,
this House will almost certainly lose,
doing irreparable damage to our own
constitutional authority.

So, I guess, you can pat yourselves on
the back. Well done. Not only have you
cooked up * * * a plan that will under-
mine any future legitimate attempts to
use all our tools if it comes to a con-
tempt proceeding.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

For what purpose does the gentleman
seek recognition?

Mr. GRIFFITH. To ask that the
words be stricken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts will be
seated.

O 1815

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw the of-
fending words.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the offending words are
withdrawn.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I say
for the RECORD that this is the second
time there has been an attempt to si-
lence me by the freedom-loving Repub-
lican Conference. So much for the First
Amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I get it. They are des-
perate to distract from their failures.
Their own Members are saying that
they have done nothing, and clearly
they have deserted the American peo-
ple in deference to Trump. I get it.
They want to distract from Project
2025.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members to refrain
from engaging in personalities toward
presumptive nominees for the Office of
President.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am
trying to think of what I can say. I get
it. They want to distract from Project
2025, distract from their own nation-
wide abortion bans, distract from their
giveaways to big donors of special in-
terests, and what do we get? We get
unserious stuff like this on the floor.

I say to the American people: You
might not agree with Democrats on ev-
erything. You might not think we are
perfect, but we are focused on our job.
We are focused on fighting inflation,
focused on getting prices down, focused
on bringing jobs back from overseas, on
standing up for democracy, and on pro-
tecting the freedom of our constitu-
ents.

Contrast that with what Republicans
are focused on: wasting more time on
political stunts instead of working
with us to get things done. It is as sim-
ple and as sad as that.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘“‘no’” vote on
this resolution, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida has 24 minutes
remaining.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Geor-
gia (Ms. GREENE).

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, since Merrick Garland took over as
Attorney General in March of 2021, he
has completely subverted and
weaponized the Department of Justice.
This weaponization of the DOJ has re-
sulted in the persecution of the left’s
political enemies in a two-tiered jus-
tice system. From investigating par-
ents who protest their school boards,
to going after pro-life activists and
Catholics, to persecuting former Presi-
dent Donald J. Trump, Merrick Gar-
land’s corruption knows no bounds.

The DOJ’s persecution of Joe Biden’s
primary political adversary, President
Donald J. Trump, is illegal and an ac-
tual assault on democracy. Raiding
President Trump’s home for legally de-
classifying documents in a transparent
violation of justice and persecuting a
declared candidate for President of the
United States is nothing short of elec-
tion interference.

In the meantime, Merrick Garland
has refused to comply with a lawful
congressional subpoena, claiming exec-
utive privilege, the same defense ar-
gued by Steve Bannon and Peter
Navarro.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Georgia.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. For Merrick
Garland and Joe Biden, it is rules for
thee, but not for me.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican
Conference to support this resolution,
reclaim our congressional authority,
and hold Merrick Garland accountable
for his hypocritical and illegal actions
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that spit in the faces of all Americans’
rights to a fair justice system.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am
afraid to say anything now. I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GOLDMAN).

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr.
Speaker, there is so much to cover here
from my friends on the other side of
the aisle.

First, I address something that my
colleague from Wisconsin said when he
said that the Constitution lays out
very clearly in Article I the powers of
Congress. I would ask him or any of my
colleagues on the other side if you
could point me to where in the Con-
stitution it confers subpoena power on
Congress. You won’t be able to because
it is something established by the Su-
preme Court that is derivative from
Congress’ power to legislate.

The Supreme Court has set forth ex-
actly what a congressional subpoena is
authorized to do. In a recent case,
which you may remember, the Trump
v. Mazars case, Donald Trump sued his
accountant to prevent them from pro-
viding documents to Congress pursuant
to a subpoena. Congressional author-
ity, that is what we are worried about
here.

Well, the Supreme Court reiterated
that there must be a legitimate legisla-
tive purpose in order for a congres-
sional subpoena to be valid.

Mr. Speaker, I asked in our Oversight
Committee when we debated this: What
is the legitimate legislative purpose
that any one of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle can identify to
justify a contempt finding here where
they have the substantive information
of the recording included in the tran-
script and everything else requested in
that subpoena was provided to them?
Nonetheless, they are insisting on get-
ting the audio of that transcript that
they have.

Mr. Speaker, not surprisingly, in the
Oversight Committee, which has no ju-
risdiction over this anyway, they of-
fered nothing. I did hear in the Judici-
ary Committee my friend from North
Carolina, who is here, refer in a subse-
quent hearing to demeanor evidence as
a legitimate purpose for this subpoena.

Mr. Speaker, demeanor evidence
sounds like sophisticated legal speak
that is very esoteric and only for trial
lawyers, but really it is completely ir-
relevant to Congress’ legislative role
because we don’t try cases. There is no
trial here. There is no demeanor evi-
dence. As much as you may want to
prosecute Joe Biden, there is no con-
gressional prosecution of Joe Biden,
and his demeanor evidence is no legiti-
mate basis for this subpoena.

Mr. Speaker, you of course know, and
I don’t even think you would argue,
that there is a legitimate legislative
purpose to use the audio recordings in
a political ad to support your dear
leader, Mr. Trump, so that clearly falls
outside of the range.

Of course, my friends on the other
side of the aisle should refocus from de-
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meanor evidence to basic concepts, like
due process or executive privilege, be-
cause the President of the TUnited
States asserted executive privilege
over this audiotape. You may not like
it. You may not agree with it, but you
have no authority to determine that
that is not a correct assertion of the
executive privilege.

Do you know who else doesn’t have
authority to determine that? The At-
torney General, who you are trying to
hold in contempt. Due process.

You are going to fine someone $10,000
without notice or an opportunity to be
heard? You are going to say: We are
going to fine you, and you have no op-
portunity to make a defense, and there
is no neutral adjudicator?

You can go to court all you want, and
that is where you went, and that is
where you belong. That is why this res-
olution is so bogus. I have a warning
for you, my friends: You will reap what
you Sow.

In June of 2019, then-President Don-
ald Trump said he would defy all con-
gressional subpoenas. That is exactly
what he did. During the first impeach-
ment investigation, every single execu-
tive branch agency defied a lawful sub-
poena from Congress.

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

Members are reminded to direct their
remarks to the Chair.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. The
State Department was subpoenaed. The
Defense Department was subpoenaed.
Not a single document was received.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to who-
ever one day is the Republican Sec-
retary of State or Secretary of Defense
to be held in inherent contempt and
fined $10,000.

The
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There were more than a dozen wit-
nesses who refused to comply with the
subpoena, and I am not even talking
about the five House Republicans who
defied subpoenas in the last Congress
that were determined by a court to be
lawful and who would also be subject to
inherent contempt because, of course,
if this case where the audiotape is not
provided, then blowing off a subpoena
is definitely contempt.

You ought to be careful about the
precedent you are setting because it is
going to hurt you and your dear leader
far more than us.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers, again, are reminded to address
their remarks to the Chair.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I remind
my colleagues that audio recordings
were used against both Trump and
Nixon during impeachments. Also, I be-
lieve the precedent has already been
set as there are Republicans in jail for
ignoring subpoenas, and the Attorney
General is not above the law.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
FRY), my colleague.
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Mr. FRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of the resolution to hold Attor-
ney General Merrick Garland in inher-
ent contempt of Congress.

This is not a decision that I take
lightly but one that is rooted in the
fundamental principle and appreciation
of our separation of powers.

Merrick Garland claims that he will
“‘not back down from defending democ-
racy,” but he has gone to great lengths
to ignore and discredit our legislative
oversight.

Merrick Garland claims that there
have been ‘‘unprecedented’” and ‘‘un-
founded” attacks on the justice sys-
tem, but all the while his Department
of Justice has weaponized our govern-
ment in unprecedented and unfounded
ways. Merrick Garland claims, again,
that he will continue to do the right
thing.

The right thing here, Mr. Speaker,
would be to comply with a lawfully
issued subpoena. We have the tran-
scripts. You cannot now claim execu-
tive privilege over the tapes them-
selves.

The Supreme Court case of McGrain
v. Daugherty put it best: ‘A legislative
body cannot legislate wisely or effec-
tively in the absence of information

and where the legislative body
does not itself possess the requisite in-
formation . . . recourse must be had to
others who do possess it.”

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I will
note for the record that the gentle-
woman from Florida can say whatever
she wants about President Biden and
the DOJ, but I can’t say what I think
about this resolution. Maybe that is
the way it works in the Kremlin, but
we are in the United States Congress,
and we are supposed to be able to say
what we believe and be able to express
ourselves freely. That is the First
Amendment.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GRIFFITH), my colleague.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, at what
point will the United States House of
Representatives stand up and say we
aren’t going to take it from the execu-
tive branch anymore?

I say to my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle, this is not about
Democrats versus Republicans; this is
about Congress versus the executive
branch.

If the executive branch had a prob-
lem with the subpoena, they should not
have filed a motion to quash. They
should have taken it to the third
branch of government and made sure
that the subpoena was proper.

They didn’t do that. They decided to
be executive across the board to dic-
tate to this House, elected by the peo-
ple, what the terms were going to be. I
won’t stand for it anymore. It is time
we used our inherent contempt and
hold the Attorney General in contempt
of Congress.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. ALFORD).

Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for bringing this res-
olution.

Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy heart
that we are here today.

Look, no one wanted to take it to
this step. This has been forced upon us
by the Attorney General of the United
States of America. He has thumbed his
nose at this very institution.

Mr. Speaker, if you look in the draw-
er right below you there, because I was
up there 2 days ago, and you pull out
the drawer, there is a book this thick,
the ‘“‘Jefferson’s Manual.” On page 142
through 147, you will find delineated
and described caseloads of inherent
contempt, upheld by the Supreme
Court of the United States.

Now, I will grant you this: This tool
in the toolbox of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives has not been used in some
time, but that does not mean it is inef-
fective and should not be used.

This body is precious. We need to
protect this body, and when another
branch of this government thumbs its
nose at this body, we have to act to
protect the reputation and prestige of
this body, or we will lose it.

The Attorney General is not above
the law. Merrick Garland, as a Federal
judge, if someone had ignored his sub-
poena, he would have them in jail,
locked up that night. Our option under
“Jefferson’s Manual’’ is to do that very
thing: to have the Sergeant at Arms go
and arrest the Attorney General.

We are choosing not to do this but in-
stead issue a $10,000 fine until he turns
over those tapes. At this point, this is
not about what is on these tapes. This
is about the principle of the United
States House of Representatives pro-
tecting its reputation and bringing to
justice, bringing to light the informa-
tion on that tape and securing the lib-
erties of the United States of America.

If we do not do this, our Republic will
be lost. This is so important to our
body and the future of what we must do
here.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, there
were a lot of things that I have heard
on the floor today that I find offensive,
but I am not a snowflake, and I am not
going to try to silence anybody.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. HIGGINS).

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, to my colleagues across the
aisle, this is about the quality of the
evidence. Surely everyone recognizes
that the Oversight Committee is the
body of authority of Congress that has
responsibility to hold the executive
branch accountable.

In the process of our committee work
on the Oversight Committee, we seek
intelligence and data from the execu-
tive branch all the time. Sometimes it
is voluntary. Sometimes it requires a
subpoena.
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In this case, we had to use subpoena
authority, which we did. That is a
process that we went through. It pro-
vided us a description of the evidence.
A transcript is not an audio file; it is a
description of an audio file. If you have
a crime committed, in the evidence
you are not going to look at a picture
of a knife or a description of a bloody
shoe or a glove. You need the knife or
the shoe or the glove.

We could provide our own descrip-
tion. We don’t know if the transcript is
accurate or not because we don’t have
the audio file. There is zero value to a
transcript in a process like this with-
out the original quality evidence. My
attorney friends over there know this.

As an investigator I say it is quite
simple: Give us the original evidence.
What do you have to hide?

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida has 17 minutes
remaining.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. RoOY).

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Florida for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the reason we are here,
the reason that the Attorney General
of the United States has already been
held in contempt, is because Special
Counsel Hur interviewed the President
of the United States and the Attorney
General provided to Congress, at our
request, a transcript rather than an
audio recording.

We believe the audio recording is
necessary for us to understand the ex-
tent to which the President was able to
answer the questions before him and
why Special Counsel Hur chose not to
pursue charges directly as a result of
what he put forward as the likelihood
that the President would not be found
effectively competent to stand trial.
We believe that is central to the ques-
tion.

In terms of legislative purpose, what
we are talking about here, by the way,
is an impeachment inquiry and the
tools of the House through the Judici-
ary Committee includes our ability to
go forward and get the appropriate in-
formation, and we have a purpose
which is the impeachment inquiry. It is
nothing more. It is nothing less.

Now, in the Judiciary Committee,
the Attorney General of the United
States in a question that I asked him,
his response was that the evidence was
the same. The transcript and the audio
were the same.

If that is true, then the Attorney
General has no real basis, having al-
ready waived privilege on the tran-
script, not claimed privilege on the
transcript, has no real basis for not
giving the audio to the United States
Congress to carry out its duty for an
impeachment inquiry.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I find
it curious that my colleagues on the
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other side of the aisle have not said one
single word about JIM JORDAN defying
a congressional subpoena, but then,
again, this debate is not on the level.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. BURCHETT).

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congresswoman LUNA for yield-
ing to me.

Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago, Con-
gress held Attorney General Merrick
Garland in criminal contempt of Con-
gress. He refused to comply with two
congressional subpoenas and hand over
the tapes of the President’s interview
with Special Counsel Robert Hur.

After the interview, Robert Hur
called the President ‘‘a sympathetic,
well-meaning, elderly man with a poor
memory,”’” and that is a quote. It is
clear the Attorney General is trying to
cover up our President’s mental de-
cline, but it is not working.

Every single person can see that the
President is not well. The House al-
ready voted to hold Attorney General
Merrick Garland in criminal contempt
of Congress a few weeks ago for defying
the subpoenas, but there are three dif-
ferent kinds of contempt, Mr. Speaker:
criminal, civil, and inherent contempt
of Congress.

Holding someone in criminal con-
tempt puts the Justice Department,
which is controlled by Merrick Gar-
land, in charge of taking action against
the person.

By holding him in inherent con-
tempt, we put the responsibility back
in the hands of Congress where it be-
longs. This resolution fines the Attor-
ney General $10,000 every day he con-
tinues to defy the congressional sub-
poenas and hand over those tapes.

Some folks don’t want us doing this
right now, and I understand that. It is
an election year. I think this is exactly
what we need to do, though, right now.
These tapes will show the American
people that our President is not well
and not fit to be President of the
United States.

No one, not even our Attorney Gen-
eral, is above the law. He needs to be
held accountable and hand over those
recordings to Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President to include making reference
to other sources that would have been
out of order if spoken in the Member’s
own words.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Ms. Boebert).

Ms. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend, ANNA PAULINA LUNA, the
Representative from Florida, for lead-
ing this important resolution.

I just have one question: What is the
Biden administration trying to hide?

Attorney General Merrick Garland’s
refusal to produce evidence establishes
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a clear pattern of obstruction by the
Department of Justice, or rather injus-
tice during this administration, to
cover up Joe Biden’s wrongdoings.

Joe Biden has lied to the American
people about his mishandling of classi-
fied documents. Never mind the stories
about his uncle being eaten by can-
nibals. We are not touching that today,
but he has also repeatedly denied
knowing about or being involved in his
family’s influence peddling schemes,
which the Oversight Committee can
now show has raked in $18 million from
foreign individuals and entities for
Biden family members, including Joe
Biden himself.

After the debate, it has grown in-
creasingly apparent that Joe Biden has
repeatedly made false statements to
the American people about his ability
to even lead this country.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Colorado.

0 1845

Ms. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, enough
is enough. Biden’s Department of Jus-
tice has taken every step to insulate
him from any consequences, whether it
is hiding these audio recordings or at-
tempting to give Hunter Biden a sweet-
heart deal. This is absolutely unaccept-
able.

The House of Representatives cannot
serve as a necessary check on the Pres-
idency if the executive branch is free to
ignore the House’s subpoenas. It is
clear the Biden crime family believes
they are above the law.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of this important resolution and force
Biden’s crooked DOJ to hand over the
tapes and hold Attorney General
Merrick Garland in contempt of Con-
gress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to for-
mally ask that her words be taken
down, but the hypocrisy here is as-
tounding. I get silenced for character-
izing a bill in a negative way, and they
continue to insult the President of the
United States and his family and ev-
erybody else.

This is outrageous. It has to stop.
This is the House of Representatives.
This is not some rightwing radio talk
show. This is where we are supposed to
have serious debate. This is just wrong.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MILLS).

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I would
love to first start by thanking my col-
league from Florida for allowing me
this time.

I have heard the other side of the
aisle talk about constitutionality and
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what our roles and responsibilities are
here in Congress, but the one that they
fail to understand the most is over-
sight and accountability. That is some-
thing that is afforded to us under Arti-
cle I as the legislative body.

In doing so, we are requested to en-
sure that we have not just the written
but the audio and other testimony that
was actually provided, which, by the
way, is paid for by the U.S. taxpayers
and, therefore, has the right to be
heard.

Special Counsel Robert Hur made it
very clear when he was investigating
the improper maintenance and keeping
of classified documents that were not
protected by executive privilege by
President Joe Biden in his garage and
University of Pennsylvania—that is
what we are demanding, is to hear the
further testimony to this and not just
sit here and look at the written or the
“‘elderly man with a poor memory,” a
quote from Robert Hur.

Again, I ask the question, what is it
that they are trying to hide? Is it ei-
ther that he is not mentally and phys-
ically fit and capable to be the Com-
mander in Chief, and, therefore, the
25th Amendment should be invoked, or
is it the fact that he is mentally fit and
therefore should be indicted and treat-
ed in the same manner that Special
Counsel Jack Smith treated President
Trump? It has to be one or the other.

The Trump audio was actually de-
manded by Congress during their con-
tinuation of the Russia, Russia, Russia,
Ukraine, TUkraine, Ukraine witch
hunts.

We will also note that the House has
actually done this to hold people in
contempt. We have right now Peter
Navarro and Steve Bannon who have
been in prison for this very same thing.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
Mrs. LUNA’s resolution, ensuring that
we, as Article I congressional bodies,
uphold our constitutional oath and re-
sponsibility to guarantee that the rule
of law is maintained and kept at all
times.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers again are reminded to refrain from
engaging in personalities toward the
President.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PERRY).

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for bringing the reso-
lution.

To address the other side’s claims
about subpoenas to Members, they are
invalid when you get your buddies to-
gether, predetermine the outcome, and
then have an illegitimate committee,
so-called, that doesn’t follow and com-
port with the rules of the House.

By the way, some of the Members ac-
cused here were never even served
those subpoenas, so let’s be careful
about disparaging our colleagues.

On the issue at hand, Mr. Speaker,
this was a criminal investigation con-
ducted by Robert Hur, a criminal in-
vestigation on the President of the
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United States for classified documents
for which he was not authorized to
have because, at the time he had them,
he was not the President. He was the
Vice President or a Senator and, in ei-
ther case, not authorized to have those
documents outside the chain of custody
and outside a SCIF. He had no courier
orders. They were just stored in his ga-
rage or at the Penn Biden Center.

That is the crime. The crime was
committed. That is actually not in
question. Robert Hur essentially said
that there was a crime committed. The
question is of the evidence of the crime
committed. What the administration,
the Department of Justice, and
Merrick Garland have said is: You
can’t have the evidence. We are going
to tell you our version of the evidence.

That is not how it goes in criminal
trials. We don’t say to the defendant:
Give us your version of the evidence,
and we will see if that is good enough.
Prosecutors go get the evidence and
then determine where it leads.

This House of Representatives de-
mands the best evidence, not somebody
else’s version of the evidence, but the
actual evidence, and the best evidence
available, not because the House of
Representatives inherently needs it,
but because the American people need
to judge for themselves about the
crime that was committed and then
why Robert Hur decided not to pros-
ecute that crime.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers again are reminded to refrain from
engaging in personalities toward the
President.

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

Mr. Speaker, just for the record, the
Attorney General is not ignoring any-
thing, like they do on their side. In
fact, he made the entire underlying re-
port public. He has released the entire
transcript. He has done everything
that was expected of him.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I need to
point this out for the record: My Re-
publican colleagues don’t care when
Republicans ignore subpoenas. That is
okay, but they have a different stand-
ard for Democrats. Just like in debate,
Republicans can say whatever they
want: personal attacks against the
President, personal attacks against the
Attorney General, you know, awful
things. That is fine. That is okay. They
can say whatever they want. I charac-
terize a bill in a way that they don’t
like, and they threaten to silence me,
to take my words down.

This is not the Kremlin, my friends.
This is the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and we still live in a de-
mocracy where people can express
themselves. That has not changed, at
least not yet.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida has 8 minutes
remaining.
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Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. BIGGS).

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, what I find
intriguing is we have had references re-
peatedly tonight that this is not the
Kremlin and assertions that some of us
received subpoenas and didn’t respond.
This individual doesn’t know the facts.
When a subpoena was issued, does he
know whether service was ever made?
Does he know that? The answer is no,
and it wasn’t.

Let’s talk about why we are here
today. The other side says: Wait a sec-
ond, Mr. Garland was in compliance be-
cause he provided a written transcript
that was accurate—except for what
happened 3 weeks ago now, the DOJ
itself in pleadings to the court said: We
made changes to the transcript, but
don’t worry, don’t worry about those
changes. They were de minimis. We
took out repeat words. We took out
pauses. We took out all kinds of things
that were just small in nature.

How do we know? We don’t know.
However, there was an audio recording.
Isn’t that fortunate? There was an
audio recording.

Just like in the Nixon tapes—and
this is the controlling law here—the
Court said if you change the written
transcript, you have to provide the
audio recording. That is what the
Court said. My friends across the aisle
said we have to rely on what the Court
said. The Court said if you have doc-
tored or altered or changed or edited
the transcript, the written transcript,
you have to provide the audio record-
ing.

That is all we are asking for. Comply
with that. Comply with the law. Com-
ply with the subpoena you were given,
the subpoena that you didn’t contest,
that you admitted you were served
with, that you admitted controls.

Now, you claim executive privilege,
but you can’t claim executive privilege
because you waived it.

The courts have ruled on that, too. It
has to be timely. They didn’t make a
timely objection. It has to be related to
official duties. This wasn’t related to
official duties.

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, it wasn’t
related to official duties. They have
waived the privilege. Merrick Garland
waived the privilege. He now needs to
respond, and he continues to say no.

We have the authority. We have the
inherent contempt authority, and we
need to use that authority if we are
going to maintain our Article I au-
thorities and the separation of powers.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GOLDMAN).

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the ranking member
for yielding. I am sorry for this body
that you have had to endure such hypo-
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critical conduct in silencing you.
Luckily, I am not silenced, and I am
happy to respond to some of the bogus
and egregious allegations from my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle.

First, my friend from Georgia ex-
pounded upon the weaponization of the
Department of Justice by President
Biden. It was interesting to me that
she mentioned that the Department of
Justice is apparently, under Joe
Biden’s direction, persecuting Catho-
lics. Joe Biden is Catholic, so that is an
interesting weaponization of the De-
partment of Justice.

You would think that if someone
were going to weaponize the Depart-
ment of Justice for political purposes
that he would intervene or interfere in
a prosecution of his own son, but, no,
he didn’t do that. In fact, the only peo-
ple who intervened and interfered in
that investigation were my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle, who inap-
propriately and improperly intervened
in an ongoing Federal criminal case by
urging a judge to reject the plea agree-
ment in the Hunter Biden case.

Now, they say we are here because
congressional power must be protected.
Apparently, congressional power is
meaningless if it is used against their
buddies, Steve Bannon and Peter
Navarro, who completely blew off a
congressional subpoena and had no
basis, no rationale, no defense for not
showing up. They are in jail not be-
cause of inherent contempt. They are
in jail because they were convicted of a
crime, because they blew it off.

Now, you can say what you want
about the January 6th Committee. You
can say it was unlawful. Federal judges
determined it to be lawful.

If your excuse as to why you did not
comply is that you did not receive
service of the subpoena, it is laughable.

Finally, I would like just to point out
that the basis they have mentioned
about why they need this recording,
one of my colleagues said, was to deter-
mine whether President Biden was able
to answer questions before him and
why the special counsel did not pursue
charges. It is not a legitimate legisla-
tive purpose for Congress to second-
guess Federal prosecutorial discretion.
You may want it, but you have no le-
gitimate reason for it.

If your argument is that executive
privilege is waived, maybe it is, but
you don’t get to decide that. A court
decides it.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr.
Speaker, this is a political stunt solely
designed to placate and support Donald
Trump, their nominee for President.
They are making sure that they do ev-
erything possible to provide him with
fodder for his campaign because there
is no basis for any contempt, much less
inherent contempt, and it is shameful
that you have stood here trying to call

The



July 10, 2024

upon congressional power and separa-
tion of powers when you refuse to do so
for any Republican, including your own
colleagues who defy subpoenas right,
left, and center. Be careful because
what goes around comes around.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GRIFFITH).

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I have
heard this motion called a political
stunt. Let me assure my colleagues,
Mr. Speaker, this is no political stunt.
Congress must use its inherent author-
ity when it deems it proper. This is a
proper use of that.

I would say to the gentleman, my
feelings on this have nothing to do
with the current situation politically. I
advocated to then-Speaker John Boeh-
ner that we use this measure on Eric
Holder if he chose to come to the floor
of the House for a State of the Union
Address after having been found in con-
tempt.

It may very well be, Mr. Speaker,
that on the general contempt, the
criminal contempt, the Department of
Justice headed by Merrick Garland can
use prosecutorial discretion, which
they did, which is also why it is inher-
ent on Congress to use its inherent
contempt power because if we only can
rely on the Attorney General to hold
himself or charge himself with con-
tempt, Congress no longer has the
power to subpoena, Congress no longer
has the power to do its oversight, to do
its investigations into any part of the
Federal Government, and we will be
taking away all of the power. We will
be emasculating the United States
Congress.

It is not appropriate. We should have
used this power 10 years ago. We should
have used this power 8 years ago. Now,
we must restore the ability of the
United States Congress to get its sub-
poenas answered from the executive
branch of this country.

If there is a problem, Mr. Speaker, if
the executive branch thinks we have
overreached, if the executive branch
thinks we have done something wrong,
we have a third branch to make a deci-
sion on that, but the first step is for us
to recognize and defend our constitu-
tional prerogatives to do our job and to
defend the United States Congress with
inherent contempt against the execu-
tive branch.

O 1900

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

In closing, I feel very sad for our
country based on what is happening
right now on the House floor. I don’t
believe this is a serious effort. I believe
it is very political, quite frankly.

What this really is about is Repub-
licans are upset that they can’t get
their hands on an audio recording so
they can use it in an RNC attack ad.
That is really what this is all about.
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When Republicans get subpoenas,
they run and hide.

The Attorney General, in my view,
and I think in the view of most people,
has complied, has done what he is sup-
posed to do, what he is expected to do.

We are faced with so many challenges
in this country. I mentioned in my
opening statement that we need to
focus in on how do we help the Amer-
ican people, how do we continue to
move in the direction of lowering infla-
tion, creating more jobs, creating more
opportunities for young people, helping
our veterans, and protecting our envi-
ronment. All of those things are in-
credibly important, and this is what we
are doing. This is what we are doing
here today. It is really sad.

Quite frankly, it is chilling and it is
scary when you think about what could
happen if they get more power. Just
read Project 2025. It tells you all you
need to know about what the plan is.

I have got to say again, Mr. Speaker,
and then I will close, that I am as-
tounded at the latitude that has been
afforded the Republicans during this
debate to say whatever the hell they
want to say, to disparage the President
in any way they want.

When I disparaged their resolution,
they threatened to take my words
down and have me silenced if I didn’t
withdraw those words. I can’t believe
it. I have never seen anything quite
like this happen.

The freedom-loving Republicans, the
way they respond in debate is to try to
silence comments by people that they
disagree with. This is chilling. This is
not what this institution is about. This
is not what this country is about.

I would urge the Speaker to take
note of this. We have to find a way for-
ward here where it is not so one-sided,
where they can say whatever they want
to say, but I can’t say anything, basi-
cally. I have to watch every single
word I say on this floor. This is unprec-
edented.

I will say, Mr. Speaker, they have a
set of rules for themselves, and they
have a set of rules for us, people they
disagree with. If this is the coming at-
tractions, God help our country. We
need to do better.

Again, I would urge all my colleagues
to vote “‘no”’ on this. I would like to be
able to characterize it, but I am afraid
my colleague will take offense and
want to take my words down again.

This is not serious. This is beneath
this institution, and I would urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no.”

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida has 3% minutes
remaining.

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

This is not a decision that we have
reached lightly, but the actions of the
Attorney General cannot be ignored.
No one is above the law, yet the Attor-
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ney General has sought to put himself
above the law, and the DOJ failed to do
their job, which is why we are using in-
herent contempt.

Despite what my colleagues may
think, this is not a stupid idea but ac-
tually our constitutional duty and is
well within the scope of our legislative
authority to assert the House’s power
in this manner.

The arguments against the House
standing up for itself are a last-ditch
effort made by people who are intent
on covering up for President Biden and
Attorney General Garland.

The issue at hand is the enforcement
of a congressional subpoena, a funda-
mental tool of oversight that is being
undermined.

If this body is to continue, we cannot
sit by any longer. The House of Rep-
resentatives must not be ignored, and
the time for action is now.

This resolution is more than Merrick
Garland. It is about whether or not the
House of Representatives will be able
to function properly. As the court said
in Anderson v. Dunn, without the
power of inherent contempt, the House
would be exposed to every indignity
and interruption, that rudeness, or
even conspiracy, may mediate against
it.

We cannot allow this to happen, Mr.
Speaker. If we do not assert our au-
thority, we risk setting a dangerous
precedent where the House’s power is
eroded and our ability to fulfill our
congressional duties is compromised.
The consequences of inaction are
grave.

In conclusion, we must remain vigi-
lant and assert our authority to ensure
the balance of power in our Republic.

I urge all of you to support this reso-
lution and defend the integrity of the
House of Representatives.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate having expired, without ob-
jection, the previous question is or-
dered on the resolution.

The question is on adoption of the
resolution.

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

on

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that when
the House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

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

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 10, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
July 10, 2024, at 3:39 p.m.

That the Senate passed S. 3448.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Acting Clerk.

——————

ILLEGAL ALIENS IN THE UNITED
STATES

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

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, as you
know, there are well over 10 million
illegals living in our country brought
in by this administration: gang mem-
bers, rapists, terrorists, Communist
Chinese spies.

We have allowed Americans to be
killed. More will be killed until, I am
afraid, this administration is changed.

The sad part is that we funded this.
Not me, but my friends across the aisle
and some of my Republican colleagues.

This President and Democrats don’t
care. They see these people as one
thing: blue votes, Mr. Speaker. They
don’t care what the heck happens to
Americans. They never have, and I
don’t think they ever will.

They are losing every single demo-
graphic of voters. It is very obvious to
me what is going on. They are hoping
these people will replace the ones they
have lost either through the Census or
at the polls themselves.

Most Republicans claim to be against
illegal immigration. They are not just
against funding it, Mr. Speaker.

Folks need to vote. We need to elect
folks that believe in the American way.
Let’s take our dadgum country back,
Mr. Speaker. Let’s take back our
schools, take back our healthcare sys-
tem, and take back our jobs.

———

FOSTERING A POSITIVE LEARNING
ENVIRONMENT

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

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Speaker, as a
former chemistry teacher, I understand
how challenging fostering a positive
learning environment can be. While
technology can be a resource, it can
also cause irreparable harm if not used
properly.
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Our community in Malvern, Pennsyl-
vania, experienced a gross abuse of
technology when teachers at the Great
Valley Middle School were targeted by
eighth grade students who set up fake
TikTok accounts impersonating them
and posting offensive and very hurtful
content.

This wasn’t a prank. It was a blatant
misuse of social media, violating basic
rules of human decency. It is inappro-
priate, regardless of a child’s age, or
whether the school is public, charter,
or private.

These teachers are questioning why
they continue in a profession where
they can be so casually targeted, and I
don’t blame them. This incident high-
lights the misuse of technology and
how it disturbs the classroom and
stunts the growth of empathy.

We must confront this crisis in
schools and our homes as well. Each of
us has a responsibility to foster civility
and decency. Our teachers deserve and
expect our support. Anything less is
unacceptable.

———
REMEMBERING BRYAN R. LEMONS

(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 mourn the loss of
Bryan Lemons. Bryan was chief coun-
sel for the Federal Law Enforcement
Training Center, FLETC, in Glynco,
Georgia.

Bryan oversaw the legal training pro-
vided for Federal, State, local, and
international law enforcement officers.

Before his selection as chief counsel,
he served as the assistant director for
the Mission and Readiness Support Di-
rectorate.

Across four separate training sites as
assistant director, he oversaw $225 mil-
lion in service contracts to help train
over 70,000 students.

In his many years with FLETC,
Bryan worked hard to ensure our Fed-
eral law enforcement agents received
the highest caliber training possible.

Bryan was also a proud Marine Corps
veteran where he served as defense at-
torney, prosecuting attorney, and sen-
ior legal adviser for executive level
managers until 1999 when he made the
move to FLETC.

In 2022, Bryan received the DHS Sec-
retary’s Exceptional Service Gold
Medal Award.

I send my deepest condolences and
prayers to Bryan’s wife and to his four
children.

————
TRUMP TAX SCAM

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

Ms. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 7 years
ago, the trump tax scam let the largest
corporations off the hook from paying
their fair share of taxes.
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The Trump administration bogusly
claimed that slashing the corporate tax
rate would raise the average house-
hold’s annual income by at least $4,000.

Unsurprisingly, economists from the
Joint Committee on Taxation and the
Federal Reserve found that never hap-
pened. Seven years later, the bottom 90
percent of workers still haven’t re-
ceived higher earnings from the tax
cut.

Where did the extra money from
Trump’s tax changes go? Straight to
the very tippy-top highest paid earn-
ers. They used them to line the pockets
of their already wealthy executives and
shareholders with $4.4 trillion in stock
buybacks and dividends. Congress must
end this rip-off.

—————

REPUBLICAN ACCOMPLISHMENTS
FOR THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Ohio). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 9, 2023, the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. MOORE) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have b5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the topic of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
am thrilled to be back on the House
floor with my colleagues to host a Spe-
cial Order on the many things House
Republicans are doing on behalf of the
American people.

This week, we are working hard to
protect consumer choice, our elections,
and our national security. We have
brought to the floor the Safeguard
American Voter Eligibility Act, the
SAVE Act, to defend our elections from
foreign involvement and ensuring only
American citizens have the right to
vote in our Nation’s elections.

This is commonsense legislation that
would require proof of citizenship to
register to vote, which is more and
more critical as our borders remain
wide open and our immigration crisis
continues.

0 1915

The argument on this particular bill
is that it is already law that you have
to be an American citizen to vote in
Federal elections. We all know that. It
is also illegal to continue to cross the
border. We have to take action to safe-
guard our elections, and we are doing
that this week.

We also passed the Refrigerator Free-
dom Act and the Stop Unaffordable
Dishwasher Standards Act which pro-
tects consumer choice in home appli-
ances.

As Democrats continue to push for
burdensome regulations and bans that
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are not feasible, affordable, or reliable,
House Republicans are advocating for
American families and their ability to
choose the home appliances that suit
their needs and budget. We don’t want
to be having to bring this legislation
up. This is nonsensical regulation that
shouldn’t exist, and we need to make
sure consumers have simple choices
and that manufacturers have the op-
portunity to make good products. They
will make the products that consumers
want and that consumers need. Con-
sumers are responsible. We have to
allow that to happen.

We will also consider the Fiscal Year
2025 Legislative Branch Appropriations
Act, which ensures Congress can better
serve the American people with tools
to pursue fiscal responsibility while
maintaining essential resources for
congressional oversight among other
provisions to support staff offices and
the Capitol Police.

The need for congressional oversight
of the Biden administration has never
been more important as inflation con-
tinues to burden Americans and the
crisis at our southern border threatens
the safety of communities across the
Nation.

I thank my colleagues for joining me
this evening to speak on these impor-
tant topics. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. ROSE).

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
vice chairman for yielding me time to-
night.

Mr. Speaker, election officials from
my home State of Tennessee are per-
plexed as to why they are not allowed
to certify U.S. citizenship when reg-
istering individuals to vote. Often-
times, they tell me it is against Fed-
eral law, and they have no idea why.

That is why today the House passed
the Safeguard American Voter Eligi-
bility Act or the SAVE Act, which will
update this archaic and idiotic impedi-
ment to securing our Nation’s elec-
tions. Not only will it allow State elec-
tion officials to ask prospective voters
to certify their citizenship status, but
it will require it by law.

My friends on the left and in the
mainstream media love to argue how
voting in American elections as a non-
citizen is already illegal. Well, Mr.
Speaker, so is entering our country il-
legally through the southern border.
That doesn’t seem to stop progressive
Democrats or the Biden administration
from welcoming them into our commu-
nities with open arms.

Additionally, in order to certify one’s
citizenship, the SAVE Act requires an
individual to actually provide proof of
citizenship in order to register to vote.
Again, my friends would argue that
this isn’t necessary because it is al-
ready illegal for noncitizens to vote in
Federal elections. Well, how do we cur-
rently confirm people’s citizenship sta-
tus? We require would-be voters to
swear but not prove that they are U.S.
citizens.

Democrats love to imagine a world
that exists where no one, I repeat no
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one, is lying when filling out these ap-
plications because according to them,
illegal immigrants don’t vote in our
elections. Give me a break.

The SAVE Act is as common sense as
it gets. It protects what is most sacred
to Americans—their right to vote. It
allows State officials to accept a wide
variety of documents to make it easy
to register, provide States with access
to Federal databases so that they can
remove noncitizens from their rolls,
and it requires the Department of
Homeland Security to notify a State
chief election official whenever an indi-
vidual has been naturalized to ensure
that our newest citizens who come to
America the right way can exercise
their right to vote.

I truly have no idea why anyone
would be opposed to this bill, Mr.
Speaker. Perhaps those opposed fear
that with 100 percent secure and safe
elections in the United States that
they would not remain competitive in
the next election. I truly can’t think of
any other reason to not vote for this
bill.

It is no secret, Mr. Speaker. The
Democrats have started saying the
quiet part out loud. Letting millions of
illegal immigrants into our country
and letting them vote—that is their
plan.

Republicans have a different plan for
America—one built on honesty, safety,
security, and accountability.

I stand in support of the millions of
Americans who feel like their prior-
ities, their votes, are being thrown
away by each illegal immigrant voting
in American elections. That is why I
rise in support of the Safeguard Amer-
ican Voter Eligibility or SAVE Act.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
the point that the gentleman makes
about he just doesn’t understand why
anyone would be against this, as I have
seen the arguments for this, it is so
simple, and it is so clear. There is no
reason to be against this.

The American people are concerned
about this. We clearly see now this
isn’t just a conservative talking point
that there is a problem at the southern
border. This is a widespread massive
issue with all Americans recognizing
that this is a problem. We have gotten
to the point now where Democrats are
willing to admit that this is a major
problem.

The point of this legislation is to re-
move noncitizens from voter rolls mak-
ing sure that American citizens—again,
it is already illegal to do what is going
on at the border. Americans are right
to be concerned about this seeping into
our elections and municipalities and
random States here or there allowing
for it to take place at the municipal
level, and then the voter rolls get built
up, and then they end up voting for the
next election because the voter rolls
are overlapped.

We have to do a better job safe-
guarding it. That is why Mr. ROSE’s
point is so clear—why would anyone be
against this? This is not an effort to
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just divide Congress like so many
times that happens here. We need to
make sure we are safeguarding this.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BABIN).

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Utah, Mr. MOORE, for hav-
ing this Special Order, which is so im-
portant.

Mr. Speaker, if it was not abundantly
clear already to the American people
before, it certainly is now. Democrats
want noncitizens to vote in our Federal
elections. They can’t deny it now.
There is no other way to spin this.
They want to allow noncitizens to
vote. They are certainly no longer even
hiding that fact anymore.

Today, we voted on the SAVE Act, a
bill that requires individuals to provide
proof of citizenship when registering to
vote in Federal elections and provides
States with access to existing Federal
databases so that they can clean up
their voter registration rolls and re-
move noncitizens and even dead people
from the rolls.

It is a commonsense bill that nearly
80 percent of voters are in support of.
Yet, my colleagues across the aisle re-
fused to support it.

Why is this? Well, the truth is sim-
ple. It is un-American, and as ridicu-
lous and as outlandish as it is, the
Democrats want foreign nationals to
decide our Nation’s elections, and they
want them voting in their favor.

This is not a conspiracy. This is not
a theory. This is a fact. Hundreds of
noncitizens are already registered to
vote in local elections right here in
Washington, D.C., alone, but the left
doesn’t know when to stop.

It isn’t enough to dismantle our na-
tional security by implementing open-
border policies that give our adver-
saries easier access to the United
States.

It isn’t enough to blindly catch and
release millions of unvetted illegal
aliens and criminals and suspected ter-
rorists all on the taxpayer’s dime.

It isn’t even enough that Americans
are dying at the hands of those illegal
border crossers or by the deadly drugs
that they smuggle into the country by
the hundreds of thousands every single
day.

Every year, over 100,000 Americans
are dying of overdoses. Joe Biden could
end the illegal invasion taking place in
my home State of Texas and other bor-
der States overnight, but, instead, the
President and his party continue to
twist the knife taking the border crisis
one step further and eroding our most
precious right as Americans, and that
is the right to vote, the sacred right to
vote.

Republicans will not stand by, I can
tell you this, and allow this lawless
travesty to unfold and one-party rule
to take root in the United States of
America.

The SAVE Act is critical to safe-
guard election integrity, something to-
day’s progressive Democrats clearly
oppose. Is this even the same Demo-
cratic Party that I remember from just
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a few decades ago, much less 50 years
ago? It seems to have gone off the rails
into the far-left Marxist arena and
realm now.

I ask American citizens to please
take note, take note of these Demo-
crats that are voting against this bill
and our President’s foolish promise to
veto it. Yes, your eyes are not lying.
They did.

We are witnessing an attempt by the
Democratic Party to simply hijack
U.S. elections on a permanent basis.
We cannot ever allow this to happen. If
the grand experiment that is the
United States of America is to con-
tinue for another 248 years, we must
act now to ensure that only Americans
can vote in American elections.

The law is clear. Only U.S. citizens
can vote. Why do the Democrats not
want voters to prove that they are U.S.
citizens when they register and vote?

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
can’t emphasize that last point enough.
It is already law. This is extra safe-
guards because of the mayhem that we
have seen at the border. The only way
to control this is to make sure that we
have American citizens showing that
they are allowed to vote and then being
able to clean up voter rolls.

Mr. BABIN. Amen.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. It is simple.
This is not a partisan issue. There are
many partisan issues here, and we
know they are going to be partisan,
and this is not meant to be. I will share
more on that in a minute.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARRINGTON), one of my
closest colleagues and de facto men-
tors, someone I shared a significant
passion with on getting our debt and
deficit under control. He has a message
here that is even more important, I be-
lieve. He will share a message on what
I believe is one of the most important

things: supporting our community
members.

HONORING DAVE SMITH
Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman from Utah, my
dear friend, fellow warrior for fiscal re-
sponsibility, and one of my favorite
Members who is in the trenches fight-
ing for the future of this country and
to ensure that we don’t bankrupt it but
that we preserve the freedom and op-
portunities for our children. I know he
loves his family, and that love mani-
fests in the way he conducts himself
here in Washington and his leadership.
I thank him for that.

Mr. Speaker, I thank him for the op-
portunity to rise to honor the life and
legacy of a dear friend of mine, Officer
Dave Smith. He passed away a couple
weeks ago. This is a man that I met in
a very interesting and dubious way. I
was pulled over for speeding. I wasn’t
driving at the time. This was in my
first term, my first campaign for Con-
gress. Out of the car comes this almost
T-foot gigantic man who looked like he
was going to throw me in jail, and, in-
stead, I got a warning; but better than
that, I got a friend for life, a brother in
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Christ for eternity, and I just couldn’t
imagine the Kkind of relationship I
would have with this very special man.

Dave would call me from time to
time and leave the most encouraging
messages. He was, like I said, almost 7
feet tall. He was a giant of a man. His
stature was only eclipsed by the size of
his heart—for God, for family, and for
this country. I always looked forward
to hearing the voicemails he would
leave me and the encouraging words,
the affirming words. He would say:
“Keep your head up.” He would say:
“Keep your eyes on the Lord.” He
would say: ‘“‘Keep fighting the good
fight because we need you.”
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I have kept those, Mr. Speaker, on
my phone, and I listened to them the
other day before I went to his funeral.
I think about Barnabas, the son of en-
couragement in the Bible. I can tell
you, Dave Smith was my Barnabas. I
cherish the friendship. I will cherish
those words of encouragement.

His funeral was a celebration the way
I would want my funeral to be. It was
a testament to a life well lived, a life
well lived because of the people like me
whose lives he touched, for the service
that he gave day in and day out to pro-
tect and serve his community as an ed-
ucator, as a law enforcement officer, as
a mentor, as a coach. It was a testa-
ment to the family he loved so dearly.

All of his children, eight in total,
were there at the funeral. The Bible
says in Proverbs that a good man will
deposit an inheritance for his children
and his children’s children. Let me be
clear, watching his son Brennon stand
in that pulpit and love on his dad and
honor his dad, it was clear. You could
see the leadership, the love, and the
character in his oldest son. It was clear
to me that that proverb had been ful-
filled, that Dave Smith left his chil-
dren and his community a good inher-
itance.

It was also a homecoming celebration
because as believers, the Bible teaches
us that while we grieve the loss of our
friends and family members, it says
that we are not to grieve as the world
grieves because of those promises, the
promises that we hear often quoted,
the promises of God that whoever be-
lieves in his Son shall not perish but
live forever. I know that was a promise
that Officer Dave Smith believed with
all of his heart.

We lost one of west Texas’ finest in
Big Dave Smith. I know Taneka lost
her husband, his family lost their fa-
ther, the world lost a bright light, and
I lost a friend and brother in Christ,
but he is not lost. He is alive and well
today, maybe more so than ever. He is
home. He is with his Heavenly Father.
He has inherited that promise, eternal
life.

Because he was so dedicated to his
faith, I am going to end with a scrip-
ture verse that I hope encourages ev-
erybody who would listen to this com-
memorative set of remarks for Dave
Smith.
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In Romans 8:38-39, Paul is writing to
the church at Rome, and he says: ‘“For
I am convinced that neither death nor
life, neither angels nor demons, neither
the present nor the future, nor any
powers, neither height nor depth, nor
anything else in all creation, will be
able to separate us from the love of
God that is in Christ Jesus our Lord.”

He is home. He is present with his
Heavenly Father. I would just say to
Taneka and his family that we will be
with him again one day in paradise for
all eternity. That is the hope we have.

I thank brother Dave Smith. I know
he is resting on high. I know I will see
him again.

God bless the Smith family. God
bless our great country.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
share my condolences and offer them
to the Smith family, as well. It was a
beautiful tribute, and I appreciate the
gentleman for highlighting these amaz-
ing community members who sacrifice
so much.

I thank, as we wrap up, my Repub-
lican colleagues for being here and tak-
ing time to speak on some of the most
pressing issues facing our Nation week
in and week out that we are here as we
try to advance various initiatives.

Congress is a tough place. The House
of Representatives tends to be a more
partisan body where we have a lot
more partisan fights. The Senate tends
to be a more collaborative body where
you try to pass a filibuster.

All of that being said, the work that
we did this week should not be that.
We have a massive immigration prob-
lem in our Nation. Right now, we have
a border with inept policies that are al-
lowing illegal immigration to run
rampant in our country.

We have to get this under control,
but one of the negative externalities
from this that will be dangerous to the
future of our Nation is if our elections
are not safeguarded.

The SAVE Act this week was a very
simple measure. It was not intended to
be partisan in any way to simply say
American citizens are allowed to vote
in Federal elections and we can take
steps to prove that American citizen-
ship, as well as remove noncitizens
from voter rolls. That is the intent of
the legislation. It should be basic and
simple, but here we are.

This is, again, the reason why House
Republicans put the Safeguard Amer-
ican Voter Eligibility Act on the floor,
as I mentioned the things that it high-
lights.

Again, we are at this place where it
became partisan, and Democrats op-
posed the bill. Perhaps an attempt to
weaponize our elections benefits immi-
grants who illegally enter our country
and advance the far-left agenda.

We have evidence of noncitizens vot-
ing in U.S. elections in Massachusetts,
Ohio, Virginia, and more. Americans
are concerned about this. The out-
comes of our elections can carry sig-
nificant consequences for the direction
of our Nation. We cannot allow those
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who do not legally live here to influ-
ence our policy decisions through
elected government.

This legislation will ensure our elec-
tions stay fair, democratic, and reflec-
tive of the American people. I am hope-
ful that the Senate will see the value
and the intent of this.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
for sharing their message, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

INTRODUCING ARTICLES OF IM-
PEACHMENT AGAINST ASSO-
CIATE JUSTICES THOMAS AND
ALITO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the minority leader.

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to introduce Articles of Im-
peachment against Associate Justices
of the Supreme Court Clarence Thomas
and Samuel Anthony Alito, Jr.

Against Justice Thomas, the resolu-
tion includes three total articles: one
count of failure to disclose financial in-
come, gifts and reimbursements, prop-
erty interests, liabilities, and trans-
actions, among other information, and
two counts of refusal to recuse from
matters concerning his spouse’s legal
and financial interests before the
Court.

The second resolution includes the
following Articles of Impeachment
against Justice Alito: one count of re-
fusal to recuse from cases in which he
had a personal bias or prejudice con-
cerning a party before the Court, and
one count of failure to disclose finan-
cial income, gifts and reimbursements,
property interests, among other infor-
mation.

Mr. Speaker, nomination and ap-
pointment to the Supreme Court is one
of the highest privileges and most con-
sequential responsibilities of our Na-
tion. Such an appointment is uniquely
insulated in its power. Confirmation to
the Court is a lifetime appointment
whereby Justices are entrusted with
decisions that powerfully shape the Na-
tion as well as the lives of every Amer-
ican.

For this reason and others, the Con-
stitution rightfully and explicitly
holds Justices to even higher standards
than Members of Congress or even the
President. Section 1 of Article III of
the Constitution commands Federal
Justices to ‘‘hold their offices during
good behavior,” in addition to its
clauses barring treason, bribery, and
other high crimes and misdemeanors.

Congress has exercised its power to
reinforce this higher standard of the
judiciary before. This body has im-
peached and removed eight Federal
judges for transgressions ranging from
evading income tax and perjury to in-
toxication on the bench and aban-
doning the office to join the Confed-
eracy.
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Perhaps most critical to the legit-
imacy of the institution, these judicial
standards require Justices to recuse
themselves in any proceeding where
their impartiality might reasonably be
questioned.

In other words, if a person could rea-
sonably believe that the legitimacy of
a Justice’s judgment could be, or be
perceived to be, compromised due to
their personal involvement in the case
or its parties, the standard is clear:
The Justice must recuse. They are re-
quired to recuse.

That stringent and sacred standard
exists for the good of the ruling, the ju-
diciary, and the country.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that everyday
Americans, independent of party or
ideology, can reasonably conclude that
Justices Thomas and Alito’s yearslong
pattern of misconduct and failure to
recuse in cases bearing their clear per-
sonal and financial involvement rep-
resents an abuse of power and threat to
our democracy fundamentally incom-
patible with continued service on our
Nation’s highest court.

For the good of the institution and
the Nation, absent resignation, they
must be removed. The proof is undeni-
able, and here I will lay it out.

Justice Clarence Thomas for decades
now has carried on a close, financially
entangled personal relationship with
real estate billionaire Harlan Crow. It
is of material importance to the Amer-
ican people to note that Justice Thom-
as’ relationship to the billionaire only
began after Thomas’ powerful appoint-
ment to our Nation’s highest court.

The cash, goods, and services Justice
Thomas received over the years include
large loan balance cancellations, tui-
tion payments for family, and vaca-
tions in private jets and yachts worth
up to half a million dollars alone. In
total, Justice Thomas appears to have
received $1.5 million worth in goods,
cash equivalents, and services from Mr.
Crow.

That is just what we know of. Truth-
fully, we won’t ever really know the
total sum of contributions Justice
Thomas received from Mr. Crow.

Justice Thomas not only accepted
these contributions while Mr. Crow had
business in front of the Court, but he
accepted them in secret, failing for
years and years to report them. Yet,
Thomas did report smaller gifts during
this time, demonstrating a clear under-
standing of his legal obligation to re-
port.

Would a reasonable American ques-
tion that receiving lavish gifts from
Mr. Crow might lead Justice Thomas
to have a bias toward his ‘“‘friend”” with
business before the Court? Without a
doubt, yes. But did Justice Thomas
recuse? No.

Now, take Justice Samuel Alito, who
has no shortage of billionaire associ-
ates of his own. After billionaire Paul
Singer gave Justice Alito a luxury fish-
ing trip via private jet, a contribution
that was also hidden from the public
and the Court, Justice Alito not only
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refused to recuse but changed his mind
regarding his gracious host’s case. Just
a short time after accepting the lavish
undisclosed trip from Mr. Singer, Alito
joined the Court in reversing its pre-
vious position and took up Mr. Singer’s
case. He did not recuse.

Justice Alito also refused to recuse
in the case itself, ultimately leading to
a ruling that netted Mr. Singer $2.4 bil-
lion.

That ruling did not just enrich Mr.
Singer. It also structurally tilted the
playing field further away from work-
ing people and toward the vulture
funds siphoning money away from the
communities that need them most.

Could a reasonable American ques-
tion whether or not Justice Alito could
have acted impartially in this case
given his personal relationship with
Mr. Singer?

O 1945

Absolutely.

In January 2021, after the former
President of the United States incited
an insurrection on the Capitol in this
Chamber to interfere with the results
of the U.S. election, Justice Samuel
Alito and his wife flew an upside-down
American flag, a symbol of solidarity
with their attack, outside their home.

Two years later, they publicly dis-
played outside their home yet another
incendiary symbol: a flag associated
with extreme rightwing Christian na-
tionalism.

Justice Alito maintains that his wife
Martha-Ann Alito is the only one re-
sponsible for the flags, but common
sense maintains that such a close and
incendiary revelation requires recusal
by the Justice from January 6-related
cases.

Despite the overwhelming appear-
ance of a conflict of interest, Justice
Alito refused to recuse himself from
cases surrounding the 2020 election and
questions of the former President’s
legal immunity in the attack.

Would a reasonable person question
that Justice Alito’s conduct exhibits
and demonstrates reasonable concern
for bias in these cases?

Absolutely and without question.

Finally, Justice Thomas, who is mar-
ried to Virginia Thomas, a financially
and personally involved operative in
the stop the steal movement and Cap-
itol attack, also joined opinions in
these cases, even as clear evidence
mounted that not only was his wife
fully committed to overthrowing the
results of a fair election, but she was
actively lobbying members of the
Trump administration attempting to
do just that.

The questions before the Court had
unquestionable implications for Thom-
as’ wife and consequently Thomas him-
self making his refusal to recuse one of
the most shocking examples of conflict
of interest in the Court’s history. Cru-
cially, it was both Justices Thomas
and Alito who cast critical votes in the
ruling.

It now follows that because of Alito’s
and Thomas’ refusals to recuse, every-
day Americans cannot, should not, and
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will not believe that these Justices,
and consequently the Court they serve,
are working to uphold the Constitution
and put the country ahead of their own
individual self-interest. Americans will
not believe that the Court interpreted
the law independent of profit for them-
selves and their newly termed friends.

Without action against these blatant
violations, reasonable Americans have
and will continue to lose faith in the
Court itself. Reasonable Americans
will and do believe that Justices Thom-
as and Alito are prone and subject to
corruption, that the institution failing
to punish them is broken, and that
consequently their impeachment is a
constitutional imperative and our con-
gressional duty.

The abuses of power committed by
Justice Thomas and Justice Alito are
precisely the types of corruption that
the Framers understood was an exis-
tential threat to our democracy. In-
stances like these, and with conduct
like that of Alito and Thomas, are pre-
cisely why the Framers gave us the
tool of impeachment. Corruption with-
out consequence infects all it touches.
That is why this body, Congress, has a
constitutional and moral obligation to
hold these Justices accountable, to
maintain the integrity of our courts,
and to uphold the standards of our ju-
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diciary for the integrity our institu-
tions.

Lastly, we cannot ignore the most
important, material consequences of
this Court’s unchecked corruption and
its resulting influence, the suffering of
the American people.

We cannot ignore and pretend that
this corruption is wholly unrelated to
the millions of pregnant Americans
now suffering and bleeding out in emer-
gency rooms under the Court’s
unleashing of extreme abortion bans
across the United States, which was a
key political priority of the undis-
closed benefactors and shadow organi-
zations surrounding Alito’s and Thom-
as’ misconduct.

Nor can we ignore the millions of
Americans who now are suffering
hours-long wait times in the hot sun,
often without water, just to cast a bal-
lot, also a direct result of this corrupt
Court’s gutting of the Voting Rights
Act, allowing the closing of polling
sites across the country.

Mr. Speaker, neither of these Jus-
tices nor their shadowy benefactors
have to answer to the parents of devel-
opmentally delayed children about
their decision to gut the power of the
EPA and the entire administrative
state with it, but they do have to an-
swer to us, the Congress, whom these
people have elected and entrusted to
protect them and to serve them and to
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defend the well-being of our democ-
racy.

Mr. Speaker, I am here today bpre-
senting these Articles of Impeachment
not because I am a Democrat and not
because I am blind to its odds in a Re-
publican-led Chamber. I present them
because it is the right thing to do.
While our Framers perhaps may not
have envisioned someone like me in
this seat, they absolutely did envision
the necessity and value of the impeach-
ment action which I seek to advance
today.

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

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. MOSKOWITZ (at the request of Mr.
JEFFRIES) for today and the remainder
of the week.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 51 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, July 11, 2024, at 9 a.m.

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S., dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the section quar-
ter of 2024, pursuant to Public Law 95-384 are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, AARON BONNAURE, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 19 AND MAY 20, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Aaron B 5/19 5/20  Turks and Caicos 167.00 157.00

Committee total

157.00

157.00

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

AARON BONNAURE, June 25, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, WYNDEE PARKER, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 29 AND JUNE 2, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency 2
Wyndee Parker 5/31 6/2 Singapore 1,963.87 oo 6,170.20 8,134.07
Committee total ... e 1,963.87 oo 6,170.20 8,134.07

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

WYNDEE PARKER, July 2, 2024.

(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE PHILIPPINES, SINGAPORE, AND VIETNAM, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 25 AND JUNE 1,

2024
Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Brett Horton 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Bart Reising . 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Josh Grogis 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Mark Roman . 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Caroline Cash 5/25 5/28  Phi 8,063.60 8,968.98
Marcus Towns ... 5/25 5/28  Phi 8,063.60 8,968.98
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(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE PHILIPPINES, SINGAPORE, AND VIETNAM, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 25 AND JUNE 1,

2024—Continued

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arival  Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. or US. currency or US.

currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2

Max Huntley 5/25 5/28  Philippi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Brett Horton 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Bart REISING .vvvvvevevevveveveneneermrmmmsmsmssmssssssseseeees 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Josh Grogis 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Mark Roman ... 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Caroline Cash .. 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Marcus Towns . 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Max Huntley 5/28 5/30  Singap 1,714.00 874.50 2,588.50
Brett Horton 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 6,203.20 7,015.20
Bart Reising 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 6,203.20 7,015.20
Josh Grogis 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 6,203.20 7,015.20
Mark Roman .... 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 ,203.20 7,015.20
Caroline Cash .. 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 6,203.20 7,015.20
Marcus Towns .. 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 7,703.20 8,515.20
Max Huntley 5/30 6/1 Vietnam 812.00 8,248.20 9,060.20
Committee total ........ccccovciciiiiiiiiiiies covvvriecie 133,553.76

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. MIKE JOHNSON, June 28, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO FRANCE, EXPENDED BETWEEN JUNE 5 AND JUNE 9, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee . Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent equivalent Foreign equivalent
Arrival Departure
currency or US. currency or US. or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Steve Scalise ... 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Hakeem Jeffries 6/6 France 1,938.00 (3) 1,938.00
Hon. Tom Emmer ...... 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Michael McCaul 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Mike Bost 6/9  France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Nancy Pelosi ..... 6/9 France 4,036.00 () ,036.00
Hon. Gregory Meeks .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Mark Takano 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Brendan Boyle .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Barbara Lee 6/9  France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Betty McCollum 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Joe Wilson 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Steve Cohen 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Adrian Smith 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Robert Latta 6/9  France 4,036.00 @) 4,036.00
Hon. Robert Wittman 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Bill Huizenga ... 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Mike Kelly 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Terri Sewell . 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Mark Veasy .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Brad Wenstrup . 6/9 France 4,197.00 (3) 4,197.00
Hon. Donald Norcross 6/9  France 4,036.00 @) 4,036.00
Hon. Brian Babin . 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Seth Moulton 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Norma Torres ... 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Don Bacon 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Neal Dunn 6/9  France 4,036.00 @) 4,036.00
Hon. Brian Fitzpatrick .. 6/7 France 1,938.00 (3) 1,938.00
Hon. David Kustoff 6/9 France 4,036.00 (@] 4,036.00
Hon. Susan Wild 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Tom Suozzi 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Jason Crow .. 6/8 France 3,875.00 () 3,875.00
Hon. Madeleine Dean 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. John Joyce 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Greg Pence .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Dean Phillips 6/7 France 1,938.00 () 1,938.00
Hon. Guy Reschentt 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Lori Trahan .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Scott Fitzgera 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Scott Franklin 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Carlos Gimene: 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Jake LaTurner 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Kathy Manning . 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Hon. Marilyn Stricklan 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Morgan McGarvey . 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Jill Tokuda 6/9 France 4,036.00 @) 4,036.00
Hon. Gregorio Kilili Sablan 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Hon. Stacey Plaskett ....... 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Chaplain Margaret Grun Ki 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Courtney Butcher . 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Christopher Bien .. 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Taylor Haulsee 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Kerry Rom 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Claire Bienvenu 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Brian Cress 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
John Lanning 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Brett Horton 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Tasia Jackson 6/6  France 1,938.00 () 1,938.00
Emily Berret 6/9 France 4,036.00 (3) 4,036.00
Christiana Stepl 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Robert Boland 6/9 France 4,036.00 () 4,036.00
Kate Knudson 6/10  France 5,285.00 1,184.20 6,469.20
Meghan MECanN .........cooeeveevmreeremrceserrersssesseseis 6/10  France 12,591.00 1,184.20 13,775.20
Steven Bertolini 6/9 France 4,924.00 (3) 4,924.00
Patrick Hester 3,553.00 3,553.00
Hon. Kat Cammack 3,663.00 3,553.00
Hon. Pat Fallon 3,553.00 3,553.00
Hon. Jim Baird 3,553.00 3,553.00
Hon. Jim Costa 3,553.00 3,553.00
Hon. Elise Stefanik 3,553.00 3,553.00
Hon. Gary Palmer 3,553.00 3,553.00
Committee total ..o s 287,843.40

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
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2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Military air transportation.
HON. MIKE JOHNSON, July 8, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. JODEY C. ARRINGTON, July 1, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee . Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
Arrival Departure
currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Michael McCaul ..o 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 8,822.70 861.43 10,116.13
Hon. Young Kim 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 7,495.80 861.43 8,789.23
Hon. Andy Barr 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 11,728.90 861.43 13,022.33
Hon. Joe Wilson 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 14,710.20 861.43 16,003.63
Brendan SHields ............ceeeeemmmmmmmcsesssemsnssseseneneeneenees 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 7,530.70 861.43 8,824.13
Anubhav Gupta 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 16,062.70 861.43 17,356.13
Daniel Markus 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 13,862.70 861.43 15,156.13
Rachel Walker 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 7,571.50 861.43 8,870.93
Olivia Late 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 7,551.50 861.43 8,844.93
Jessica Steffens 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 432.00 7,495.80 861.42 8,789.22
Allison SCAWAMZ ... 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 540.00 6,137.50 861.42 7,538.92
Eric Lee 5/26 5/30  Taiwan 540.00 ... 14,740.50 .. . 861.42 16,141.92
Hon. Michael McCaul ... 5/30 6/2 Singap 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Hon. Gregory Meeks 5/30 6/2 Singap LT 1) 13,481.80 oo 983.82 14,927.62
Hon. Young Kim 5/30 6/2 Singap! 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Hon. Ami Bera 5/30 6/2 Singapore 462.00 ... 12,989.40 oo 983.82 14,435.22
Hon. Joe Wilson 5/30 6/2 Singap 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Brendan Shields ...........coveveceeveiensesnscscrcnecccieninnn 5/30 6/2 Singap! 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Anubhav Gupta 5/30 6/2 Singap 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Daniel Markus 5/30 6/2 Singap! 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Rachel Walker 5/30 6/2 Singap 462.00 983.82 1,445.82
Olivia Late 5/30 6/2 Singap! 462.00 983.81 1,445.81
Jessica Steffens 5/30 6/2 Singap 462.00 983.81 1,445.81

CommMittee total .....oeeeeeeeerererirsssrsssereicieens v 10,482.00 oo 150,187.70 o 21,159.13 e 181,828.83

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. MICHAEL T. McCAUL, July 2, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Stephanie Bice 6/19 6/22  Finland 810.00 810.00
Hon. Derek KIlMer ...........cccooovcceevevemmmmnscscncncncnicnnnnns 6/19 6/22  Finland 707.00 707.00
Sophie Kilmer 6/19 6/22  Finland 707.00 707.00
Hon. Beth Van DUYNE ........cccooeemmmveererrireesiieseri 6/19 6/22  Finland 707.00 707.00
Katie Wallach 6/19 6/22  Finland 707.00 707.00
Mike Platt 6/19 6/22  Finland 945.00 945.00
Jamie Fleet 6/19 6/22  Finland 945.00 945.00
Derek Harley 6/19 6/22  Finland 945.00 945.00
Jordan Wilson 6/19 6/22  Finland 945.00 945.00
Heather Painter 6/19 6/22  Finland 945.00 945.00
Hon. Stephanie Bice 6/22 6/22  Norway 699.00 699.00
Hon. Derek KIIMEr .......coovveomreererrceenrersnressssrinns 6/22 6/22  Norway 506.00 506.00
Sophie Kilmer 6/22 6/22  Norway 506.00 506.00
Hon. Beth Van DUYNE .......cooeveverreeerrirenreisenriinns 6/22 6/22  Norway 506.00 506.00
Katie Wallach 6/22 6/22  Norway 506.00 506.00
Mike Platt 6/22 6/22  Norway 827.00 827.00
Jamie Fleet 6/22 6/22  Norway 699.00 699.00
Derek Harley 6/22 6/22  Norway 699.00 699.00
Jordan Wilson 6/22 6/22  Norway 699.00 699.00
Heather Painter 6/22 6/22  Norway 699.00 699.00
CODEL Expenses .. 6/22 6/22  Norway 2,006.00 2,006.00
CODEL Expenses .. 6/23 6/23  Norway 1,764.00 1,764.00
CODEL Expenses .. 6/24 6/24  Norway 2,006.00 2,006.00
Committee total ........ccooeveericrciecciiicieeie v 19,540.00

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. BRYAN STEIL, June 12, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

Lper diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS, July 5, 2024.
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND

JUNE 30, 2024

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Transportation

Other purposes Total

Per diem !
U.S. dollar
Country Foreign equivalent Foreign
currency or US. currency
currency 2

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. FRANK D. LUCAS, July 2, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2024

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Transportation

Other purposes Total

Per diem !
U.S. dollar
Country Foreign equivalent Foreign
currency or U.S. currency
currency ?

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-4786. A letter from the Program Ana-
lyst, Policy Office, Regulations Branch, For-
est Service, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Assessing Fees for Excess and Unauthorized
Grazing (RIN: 0596-AD45) received May 31,
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

EC-4787. A letter from the Under Sec-
retary, Comptroller, Department of Defense,
transmitting a report of a violation of the
Antideficiency Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
1351; Public Law 97-258, Sept. 13, 1982; (96
Stat. 927); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

EC-4788. A letter from the Executive Sec-
retary, Board of Actuaries, Department of
Defense, transmitting the 2024 Report to the
President and Congress Regarding the Status
of the Military Retirement Fund, pursuant
to 10 U.S.C. 183(c)(1); Public Law 110-181, Sec.
906(a)(1); (122 Stat. 275); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-4789. A letter from the Chair, Appraisal
Subcommittee, Federal Financial Institu-
tions Examination Council, transmitting the
Council’s 2023 Annual Report, pursuant to 12
U.S.C. 3332(a)(5); Public Law 101-73, Sec. 1103
(as amended by Public Law 111-203, Sec.
1473(b)); (124 Stat. 2190); to the Committee on
Financial Services.

EC-4790. A letter from the Associate Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation and Regulations,
Office of Housing, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Removal of Obso-
lete Regulations for Section 236 of the Na-
tional Housing Act [FR-6439-F-01] received
June 12, 2024, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

EC-4791. A letter from the President and
Chair, Board of Directors, Export-Import
Bank of the United States, transmitting a
statement with respect to a transaction in-
volving exports to Angola, pursuant to 12
U.S.C. 635(b)(3); July 31, 1945, ch. 341, Sec. 2
(as added by Public Law 102-266, Sec. 102);
(106 Stat. 95); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

EC-4792. A letter from the Acting Sec-
retary, Department of Labor, transmitting

e

HON. ROGER WILLIAMS, July 8, 2024.

the Department’s Report to Congress on Em-
ployee Benefits Security Administration’s
Interpretive Bulletin 95-1, pursuant to Public
Law 117-328, div. T, title III, Sec. 321(2); 136
Stat. 5356); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

EC-4793. A letter from the Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary for Policy, Mine Safety and
Health Administration, Department of
Labor, transmitting the Department’s fund-
ing opportunity announcement — Funding
Opportunity Announcement for Mine Health
and Safety State Grants received June 21,
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

EC-4794. A letter from the Chair, Medicaid
and CHIP Payment and Access Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s June 2024 Re-
port to Congress on Medicaid and CHIP, pur-
suant to 42 U.S.C. 1396(b)(1)(C); Aug. 14, 1935,
ch. 531, title XIX, Sec. 1900 (as amended by
Public Law 111-148, Sec. 2801(a)(1)(A)(iv)); (124
Stat. 329); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-4795. A letter from the Regulatory Pol-
icy Analyst, Regulations Policy and Manage-
ment Staff, FDA, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Medicated Feed Mill Li-
cense; Veterinary Feed Directive Drugs;
Change of Address [Docket No.: FDA-2024-N-
2731] received July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

EC-4796. A letter from the Associate Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s ‘‘Na-
tional Occurrence and Causes of Boil Water
Advisories in the United States Report to
Congress’, pursuant to 42 TU.S.C. 300j-
18a(b)(1); Public Law 117-58, Sec. 50115(b)(1);
(135 Stat. 1157); to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

EC-4797. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Trade Regulation
Rule Relating to Power Output Claims for
Amplifiers Utilized in Home Entertainment
Products (RIN: 3084-AB62) received July 2,
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-4798. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to global illicit drug
trafficking that was declared in Executive

Order 14059 of December 15, 2021, pursuant to
50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec.
401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c);
Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-4799. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to Mali that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13882 of July 26,
2019, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

EC-4800. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to serious human
rights abuse and corruption that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13818 of December
20, 2017, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

EC-4801. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to hostage-taking
and the wrongful detention of United States
nationals abroad that was declared in Execu-
tive Order 14078 of July 19, 2022, pursuant to
50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec.
401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c);
Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-4802. A letter from the Chief of Con-
gressional and Intergovernmental Affairs,
Census Bureau, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Foreign Trade Regulations (FTR): State De-
partment Directorate of Defense Trade Con-
trols Filing Requirement and Clarifications
to Current Requirements [Docket No.: 230802-
0181] (RIN: 0607-AA61) received June 12, 2024,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-4803. A letter from the Congressional
and Public Affairs Specialist, Bureau of In-
dustry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Export Control Measures Under the
Export Administration Regulations (EAR)
To Address Iranian Unmanned Aerial Vehi-
cles (UAVs) and Their Use by the Russian
Federation Against Ukraine [Docket No.:
230221-0049] (RIN: 0694-AJ12) received July 2,
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2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-4804. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to significant
transnational criminal organizations that
was declared in Executive Order 13581 of July
24, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-4805. A letter from the Chief Financial
Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank of Des
Moines, transmitting the 2023 management
report of the Federal Home Loan Bank of
Des Moines including financial statements,
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106(a)(1); Public Law
97-2568 (as amended by Public Law 101-576,
Sec. 306(a)); (104 Stat. 2854); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4806. A letter from the Chief of Con-
gressional and Intergovernmental Affairs,
Census Bureau, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Population Estimates Challenge Program
[Docket Number: 230313-0072] (RIN: 0607-
AA60) received June 12, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4807. A letter from the Deputy Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting
the Department’s Inspector General Semi-
annual Report to Congress for the period Oc-
tober 1, 2023 through March 31, 2024; to the
Committee on Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4808. A letter from the Legal Counsel,
Office of Legal Counsel, Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Procedures for
Previously Exempt State and Local Govern-
ment Employee Complaints of Employment
Discrimination under Section 304 of the Gov-
ernment Employee Rights Act of 1991 (RIN:
3046-AB09) received June 5, 2024, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4809. A letter from the Chair, Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s Office of the
Inspector General Semiannual Report to
Congress for the period October 1, 2023
through March 31, 2024; to the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4810. A letter from the National Cyber
Director, Office of the National Cyber Direc-
tor, Executive Office of the President, trans-
mitting the 2024 Report on the Cybersecurity
Posture of the United States, pursuant to 6
U.S.C. 1500(c)(1)(C)(vi); Public Law 116-283,
div. A, title XVII, Sec. 1752; (134 Stat. 4145)
and 6 U.S.C. 1500(c)(1)(G); Public Law 116-283,
div. A, title XVII, Sec. 1752; (134 Stat. 4146);
to the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability.

EC-4811. A letter from the Chairman, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s Office of the Inspector General
Semiannual Report to Congress for the pe-
riod October 1, 2023 through March 31, 2024;
to the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability.

EC-4812. A letter from the Acting Director,
Office of Government Ethics, transmitting
the Office’s final rule — Legal Expense Fund
Regulation (RIN: 3209-AA50) received June 5,
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Oversight and Accountability.

EC-4813. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health
and Human Services, transmitting the Fiscal
Year 2016 and 2017 Report to Congress on the
Administration of the Indian Health Service
Tribal Self-Governance Program; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.
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EC-4814. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Delisting and Foreign Species, Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Threatened Status for the Suwannee
Alligator Snapping Turtle with a Section
4(d) Rule [Docket No.: FWS-R4-ES-2021-0007;
FXES1111090FEDR-245-FF(09E21000] (RIN:
1018-BE80) received July 2, 2024, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-4815. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel, Division of Regulatory Serv-
ices, Office of Civil Rights, Department of
Education, transmitting the Department’s
guidance — Title VI and Shared Ancestry or
Ethnic Characteristics Discrimination re-
ceived May 29, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-

ary.

EC-4816. A letter from the Acting Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Immigration Policy,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s interim final rule —
Securing the Border (USCIS Docket No.:
USCIS-2024-0006] (RIN: 1615-AC92) received
June 12, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-

ary.

EC-4817. A letter from the Deputy Asso-
ciate General Counsel for Regulatory Affairs,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Civil Monetary Penalty Adjust-
ments for Inflation (RIN: 1601-AB11) received
July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-4818. A letter from the Executive Direc-
tor, Build America Bureau, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s 2024 report titled ‘‘Transportation In-
frastructure Finance and Innovation Act 1998
Report to Congress’, pursuant to 23 U.S.C.
609(a); Public Law 105-178, Sec. 1503(a)
(amended by Public Law 114-94, Sec. 2001(h));
(129 Stat. 1444); to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

EC-4819. A letter from the Director of Civil
Works, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Reissuance and
Modification of Nationwide Permits [Docket
Number: COE-2020-0002] (RIN: 0710-AB29) re-
ceived July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-4820. A letter from the Director of Civil
Works, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Reissuance and
Modification of Nationwide Permits [Docket
Number: COE-2020-0002] (RIN: 0710-AA84) re-
ceived July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-4821. A letter from the Chief, Regu-
latory Development Division, Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Administration, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Commercial Driver’s Li-
cense (CDL) Standards; Incorporation by
Reference of a New State Procedures Manual
(SPM) [Docket No.: FMCSA-2023-0269] (RIN:
2126-AC68) received July 2, 2024, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-4822. A letter from the Associate Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Puget Sound Fed-
eral Leadership Task Force Biennial Report

July 10, 2024

for May 2024, pursuant to 33 U.S.C.
1276b(e)(1); June 30, 1948, ch. 758, title I, Sec.
126 (as amended by Public Law 117-263, Sec.
8501(b)); (136 Stat. 3855); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-4823. A letter from the Director Office
of Acquisition Policy, Office of Government-
wide Policy, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s in-
terim rule — General Services Administra-
tion Acquisition Regulation; Immediate and
Highest Level Owner for High-Security
Leased Space [GSAR Case 2021-G527; Docket
No.: GSA-GSAR-2021-0014; Sequence No.: 1]
(RIN: 3090-AK44) received June 12, 2024, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-4824. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Fixed and Moving
Safety Zone; Vicinity of the M/V HAPPY DI-
AMOND; Houston Ship Channel and
Seabrook, TX [Docket Number: USCG-2024-
0425] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 2, 2024,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-4825. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Cuyahoga River, Cleveland, OH [Docket
No.: USCG-2023-0188] (RIN: 1625-AA09) re-
ceived July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-4826. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Key
West July 4th Fireworks, Key West, FL
[Docket Number: USCG-2024-0472] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-4827. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Trenton
DTE Boiler Demolition, Trenton, MI [Docket
Number: USCG-2024-0519] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-4828. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Safety Zone; Annual Fireworks
Displays within the Sector Columbia River
Captain of the Port Zone [Docket Number:
USCG-2024-0253] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
July 2, 2204, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

EC-4829. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Upper
Mississippi River, Prairie du Chien, WI
[Docket Number: USCG-2024-0366] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received July 2, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-4830. A letter from the Legal Yeoman,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Special Local Regu-
lation; Elizabeth River, Norfolk Harbor, Nor-
folk, VA [Docket Number: USCG-2024-0506]
(RIN: 1625-AA08) received July 2, 2024, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
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121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

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 Ms. BALINT (for herself,
TONKO, and Ms. JAYAPAL):

H.R. 8975. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require author-
ized committees of candidates for election
for Federal office to include in the reports
the committees are required to file under
such Act information on contributions re-
ceived from small dollar donors, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mr. BOST (for himself, Ms. MAN-
NING, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms.
KEeELLY of Illinois, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
CASTEN, Mr. DAvIis of Illinois, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. FOSTER, Ms.
BUDZINSKI, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Mrs.
MILLER of Illinois, Mr. LAHOOD, and
Mr. SORENSEN):

H.R. 8976. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
20 West White Street in Millstadt, Illinois, as
the ‘‘Corporal Matthew A. Wyatt Post Of-
fice’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Accountability.

By Mr. CAREY (for himself, Mr. DoOG-
GETT, Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia,
Mrs. DINGELL, and Mr. RYAN):

H.R. 8977. A bill to amend title XI of the
Social Security Act to require the Center for
Medicare and Medicaid Innovation to test an
emergency medical services treatment-in-
place model under the Medicare program; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself and Ms.
SALAZAR):

H.R. 8978. A Dbill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to establish a voluntary sustainable
apparel labeling program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself and Mr.
NORMAN):

H.R. 8979. A bill to clarify that the baseline
is based on current laws and the assumption
of continuation of current levels of discre-
tionary appropriations, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Budget.

By Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California
(for himself, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mrs.
TORRES of California, Ms. BARRAGAN,
Mr. THANEDAR, Ms. TLAIB, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. GOLDMAN of New
York, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. LEE of Penn-
sylvania, Ms. SALINAS, Mr. CARSON,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
OMAR, Ms. OcCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr.
FROST, and Mr. CASAR):

H.R. 8980. A bill to authorize the Attorney
General to provide grants to States, units of
local government, and organizations to sup-
port the recruitment, training, and develop-
ment of staff and infrastructure needed to
support the due process rights of individuals
facing deportation; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mrs. HAYES (for herself, Ms.
BROWN, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. DINGELL,

Mr.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. MOULTON, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. SALINAS, Mr.
THANEDAR, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
WILLIAMS of Georgia, and Mrs. RAMI-
REZ):

H.R. 8981. A bill to amend the SUPPORT
for Patients and Communities Act to im-
prove trauma support services and mental
health care for children and youth in edu-
cational settings, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia:

H.R. 8982. A bill to authorize NASA to re-
imburse Chincoteague for drinking water
well replacement costs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 8983. A bill to repeal portions of a reg-
ulation issued by the State Superintendent
of Education of the District of Columbia that
require child care workers to have a degree,
a certificate, or a minimum number of credit
hours from an institution of higher edu-
cation; to the Committee on Oversight and
Accountability.

By Mr. NICKEL (for himself and Ms.
ADAMS):

H.R. 8984. A bill to amend the Infrastruc-
ture Investment and Jobs Act to expand
MBDA Business Centers near minority-serv-
ing institutions, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services, and in
addition to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness, 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. OGLES (for himself, Mr. GOSAR,
Mr. PENCE, Mr. SELF, Mr. BIGGS, Mrs.
MILLER of Illinois, Mr. PALMER, Mr.
DUNCAN, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. STEUBE,
Mr. MOORE of Alabama, Mr. MOONEY,
and Ms. BOEBERT):

H.R. 8985. A bill to provide for certain con-
ditions on the enforcement of surrogacy con-
tracts; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PFLUGER:

H.R. 8986. A bill to amend the Clean Air
Act with respect to designating and redesig-
nating nonattainment areas, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Ms. PORTER (for herself, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. COHEN,
and Ms. OMAR):

H.R. 8987. A bill to amend title XXVII of
the Public Health Service Act, the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, and
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ensure
cost sharing for a drug does not exceed the
nationwide average of consumer purchase
prices for such drug; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committees on Ways and Means, and
Education and the Workforce, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. RASKIN (for himself, Mr.
ALLRED, Mr. CARSON, Mr. CROW, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Ms. PEREZ, Mr. GOLDEN
of Maine, Mr. GOLDMAN of New York,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. LEVIN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OCASIO-
CORTEZ, Mr. POCAN, Ms. SCANLON, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SLOTKIN, Ms. TLAIB,
Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. TRONE, and Ms.
WILD):

H.R. 8988. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to apply the ban
on contributions and expenditures by foreign
nationals under such Act to foreign-con-
trolled, foreign-influenced, and foreign-
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owned domestic business entities, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Ms. SALAZAR (for herself, Ms.
DEAN of Pennsylvania, Mr. PFLUGER,
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. BUCHANAN, and
Mrs. DINGELL):

H.R. 8989. A bill to require covered plat-
forms to remove nonconsensual intimate vis-
ual depictions, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. BoNAMICI, Mr. FROST, Mr.
GRIJALVA, and Mr. GOLDMAN of New
York):

H.R. 8990. A bill to require the publication
of data sets regarding firearm trace data; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. GOLD-
MAN of New York, Mr. AMO, and Mr.
FROST):

H.R. 8991. A bill to amend chapter 44 of
title 18, United States Code, to prohibit a
person from engaging in the business of de-
stroying firearms unless such person has re-
ceived a license to do so from the Attorney
General, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VASQUEZ (for himself, Mrs.
CHAVEZ-DEREMER, and Mr.
SORENSEN):

H.R. 8992. A bill making appropriations to
improve border security, imposing new re-
porting requirements relating to border se-
curity, and enhancing criminal penalties for
destroying or evading border controls; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. WESTERMAN (for himself, Mr.
TRONE, Mr. LATURNER, and Mr.
CROW):

H.R. 8993. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Education to conduct a study regarding the
use of mobile devices in elementary and sec-
ondary schools, and to establish a pilot pro-
gram of awarding grants to enable certain
schools to create a school environment free
of mobile devices; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. BANKS (for himself, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. PALMER, Mr. DUNCAN,
Mr. TIMMONS, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
ELLZEY, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana,
Mr. GROTHMAN, and Mrs. MILLER of
Illinois):

H.J. Res. 182. A joint resolution dis-
approving the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services relating
to ‘“‘Designated Placement Requirements for
LGBTQI plus Children’; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CLEAVER (for himself, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. TRONE, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Ms. WILLIAMS of Geor-

gia, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Ms. NORTON, and Mr.
MCGOVERN):

H. Con. Res. 119. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that wrong-
fully or unjustly deported people who have
established significant ties through years of
life in the United States deserve a chance to
come home to reunite with loved ones
through a fair and central process within the
Department of Homeland Security; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CRAWFORD (for himself, Mr.
HiLL, Mr. WOMACK, and Mr.
WESTERMAN):

H. Con. Res. 120. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony as
part of the unveiling of the statue of Johnny
Cash, provided by the State of Arkansas; to
the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. McCORMICK (for himself and
Mr. HILL):
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H. Res. 1348. A resolution urging the Gov-
ernment of Nigeria to immediately release
Tigran Gambaryan from imprisonment; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. COSTA (for himself, Mr. JOHN-
SON of South Dakota, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. JACKSON
of Illinois, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mrs. CHAVEZ-
DEREMER, Ms. ADAMS, Ms. PINGREE,
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. McCAUL,
Ms. JACOBS, Ms. BUDZINSKI, Ms.
BROWN, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms.
CROCKETT, Mr. SORENSEN, Mr. BERA,
Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. MOLINARO, Mr.
VALADAO, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. DAVIS of
North Carolina, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr.
LATURNER, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. TITUS, Mrs.
HAYES, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. AMO, Ms.
DELAURO, and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H. Res. 1349. A resolution recognizing the
continued success of the Food for Peace Act;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in
addition to the Committee on Agriculture,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CROW (for himself and Mr.
JAMES):

H. Res. 1350. A resolution expressing con-
cern about the elevated levels of lead in one-
third of the world’s children and the global
causes of lead exposure, and calling for the
inclusion of lead exposure prevention in
global health, education, and environment
programs abroad; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. DIAZ-BALART (for himself,
Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. GIMENEZ, Ms. SALA-
ZAR, Mr. MOONEY, Mr. WALTZ, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Mrs. CAMMACK, and
Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON):

H. Res. 1351. A resolution commending the
courage, bravery, and resolve of the fathers,
mothers, sons, and daughters of Cuba, who,
three years ago, stood in the face of brutal
harassment, beatings, and torture to protest
against the Communist Cuban regime, de-
manding access to their fundamental rights
to life, dignity, and freedom; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DOGGETT:

H. Res. 1352. A resolution expressing sup-
port for the designation of July 2024 as
“Plastic Pollution Action Month”’; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself,
Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
FROST, Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. CASAR,
Mr. BOWMAN, Ms. LEE of California,
Ms. OMAR, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
TAKANO, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. McGov-
ERN, Ms. BUSH, and Ms. WILSON of
Florida):

H. Res. 1353. A resolution impeaching Clar-
ence Thomas, Associate Justice of the Su-
preme Court of the United States, for high
crimes and misdemeanors; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself,
Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr.
FROST, Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. CASAR,
Mr. BOWMAN, Ms. LEE of California,
Ms. OMAR, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
TAKANO, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. McCoLLUuM, Mr. McGov-
ERN, Ms. BUSH, and Ms. WILSON of
Florida):
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H. Res. 1354. A resolution impeaching Sam-
uel Alito, Jr., Associate Justice of the Su-
preme Court of the United States, for high
crimes and misdemeanors; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Ms. SANCHEZ (for herself, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. ALLRED,
Mr. ARMSTRONG, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr.
BERGMAN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.

BosT, Mr. BOWMAN, Mr. BOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms.
BUDZINSKI, Ms. CARAVEO, Mr.

CARBAJAL, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CAR-
SON, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Mr.
CARTWRIGHT, Mrs. CHAVEZ-DEREMER,
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. CoSTA, Mr. DAVIS of North
Carolina, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania,
Ms. DELBENE, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
DELUZIO, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. EZELL,
Mr. FROST, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
GARBARINO, Mr. GARcCIA of Illinois,

Mr. GOMEZ, Mrs. GONZALEZ-COLON,
Mr. GUEST, Ms. STEVENS, Mr.
HORSFORD, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr.
HOYER, Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, Mr.

HUDSON, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. IVEY, Mr.
JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Mr. JACKSON
of Illinois, Mr. JACKSON of North
Carolina, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KEAN of
New Jersey, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KILDEE,
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. KUSTER,
Mr. LALOTA, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr.
LANDSMAN, Mr. LAWLER, Ms. LEE of
California, Ms. LEE of Nevada, Ms.
LEE of Pennsylvania, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. LOFGREN,
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama,
Mr. MAGAZINER, Ms. MANNING, Mrs.
MCBATH, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr.
MCGARVEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
MENG, Mr. MEUSER, Mrs. MILLER of
West Virginia, Mr. MOLINARO, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MORELLE,
Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
MULLIN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEAL,
Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OCASIO-
CORTEZ, Mr. PETERS, Mr. POCAN, Ms.
PORTER, Mr. RASKIN, Mr.
RESCHENTHALER, Mr. RYAN, Ms. SALI-
NAS, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCANLON, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. NICKEL,
Ms. SCHOLTEN, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms.
SLOTKIN, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,

Mr. SoTo, Ms. SPANBERGER, Ms.
STANSBURY, Mr. STANTON, Ms.
STRICKLAND, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr.

THANEDAR, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. TITUS, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr.
TORRES of New York, Mr. TRONE, Mr.
VALADAO, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. VAN
ORDEN, Mr. VASQUEZ, Mr. THOMPSON
of Pennsylvania, Mr. VEASEY, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. WEXTON, Ms. WILD,
Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Ms. WILSON
of Florida, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mrs.
BEATTY, Mr. BUCSHON, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Mr. EVANS, Ms. PEREZ,
Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS, Mr. OBERNOLTE, Ms. SEWELL,

Mr. SMmITH of Washington, Mr.
SORENSEN, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. TONKO,
Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. VARGAS, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. AMO, Mr.
BERA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. EDWARDS, Mrs.
FLETCHER, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mrs.

HINSON, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KIM of New

Jersey, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Ms. PETTERSEN, and Ms.
ROSS8):

H. Res. 1355. A resolution expressing sup-
port for the designation of July 10th as Jour-
neyman Lineworkers Recognition Day; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

July 10, 2024

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 Ms. BALINT:

H.R. 8975.

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:

Campaign Finance

By Mr. BOST:

H.R. 8976.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 7

The single subject of this legislation is:

To rename a post office.

By Mr. CAREY:

H.R. 8977.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend title XI of the Social Security
Act to require the Center for Medicare and
Medicaid Innovation to test an emergency
medical services treatment-in-place model
under the Medicare program.

By Mr. CASTEN:

H.R. 8978.

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:

To direct the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to establish a
voluntary sustainable apparel labeling pro-
gram.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 8979.

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:

This bill clarifies that the baseline is based
on current laws and assumption of continu-
ation of current levels of discretionary ap-
propriations.

By Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California:

H.R. 8980.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Legal representation in immigration pro-
ceedings

By Mrs. HAYES:

H.R. 8981.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, ‘“To make
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into Execution the foregoing
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.”

The single subject of this legislation is:

The bill authorizes grants designed to help
schools improve how they address the com-
plex needs of students coping with the dev-
astating impact of adverse childhood experi-
ences (ACEs) such as parental addiction,
abuse, and witnessing violence.

By Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia:

H.R. 8982.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

Authorizes NASA to reimburse Chin-
coteague for drinking water well replace-
ment costs,

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 8983.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 of the Con-
stitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

To repeal portions of a regulation issued
by the State Superintendent of Education of
the District of Columbia that require child
care workers to have a degree, a certificate,
or a minimum number of credit hours from
an institution of higher education.

By Mr. NICKEL:

H.R. 8984.

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, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Commerce

By Mr. OGLES:

H.R. 8985.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the United States
Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

To prohibit federal courts from enforcing
abortion clauses in surrogacy contracts.

By Mr. PFLUGER:

H.R. 8986.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend the Clean Air Act with respect
to designating and redesignating nonattain-
ment areas.

By Ms. PORTER:

H.R. 8987.

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 amend title XXVII of the Public Health
Service Act, the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974, and the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to ensure cost sharing
for a drug does not exceed the nationwide av-
erage of consumer purchase prices for such
drug.

By Mr. RASKIN:

H.R. 8988.

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 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

The single subject of this legislation is:

To amend the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 to apply the ban on contributions
and expenditures by foreign nationals under
such Act to foreign-controlled, foreign-influ-
enced, and foreign-owned domestic business
entities, and for other purposes.

By Ms. SALAZAR:

H.R. 8989.

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:

Technology

By Mr. SCHIFF:

H.R. 8990.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the US Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Firearms
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By Mr. SCHIFF:

H.R. 8991.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the US Constitution

The single subject of this legislation is:

Firearms

By Mr. VASQUEZ:

H.R. 8992.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution, to provide for
the general welfare and make all laws nec-
essary and proper to carry out the powers of
the Congress.

The single subject of this legislation is:

Border Security

By Mr. WESTERMAN:

H.R. 8993.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

The single subject of this legislation is:

A Dbill to direct the Secretary of Education
to conduct a study regarding the use of mo-
bile devices in elementary and secondary
schools, and to establish a pilot program of
awarding grants to enable certain schools to
create a school environment free of mobile
devices.

By Mr. BANKS:

H.J. Res. 182.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress).

The single subject of this legislation is:

Designated Placements rule

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 12: Mr. SUOZZI.
H.R. 16: Mr. LANDSMAN.
H.R. 45: Mr. CLYBURN.
H.R. 148: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi and Ms.
BARRAGAN.
. 309: Mrs. DINGELL and Mrs. MCBATH.
. 345: . ALLRED.
. 396: . CosTA and Mr. LEVIN.
. 595: . LALOTA.
. 640: . GARAMENDI.
L T2T: . STRICKLAND.
. 856: . BROWNLEY.
. 884: . BROWNLEY.
. 974: . GARCIA of Texas.
. 1002: Mr. HUFFMAN.
. 1015: Ms. TLAIB and Ms. GARCIA of

. 1088: Mr. VALADAO.

H.R. 1199: Ms. TENNEY.

H.R. 1235: Mr. BACON and Mr. ROBERT GAR-
CIA of California.

H.R. 1321: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 1369: Ms. BROWNLEY.

H.R. 1507: Ms. BONAMICI and Mr. LLYNCH.

H.R. 1572: Ms. TLAIB, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms.
BARRAGAN, and Mr. CARDENAS.

H.R. 1611: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 1666: Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 1719: Ms. PEREZ, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and
Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 1787: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. DUNN of Flor-
ida, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, and Mr. TONY
GONZALES of Texas.

H.R. 1831: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. BENTZ, Mr.
IssA, Ms. BUDZINSKI, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn-
sylvania, and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.
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. 1839:
. 2567:
. 2584:
. 2738:
. 2743:
. 2802:
. 2870:
. 2908:
. 2921:
. 2971:
. 3008:
. 3036:
. 3074:
. 3080:
. 3108:
. 3148:
. 3159:
. 3161:
. 3184:

. FoNG.

. MULLIN and Ms. LOFGREN.
. SALINAS.

. PEREZ.

. LUETKEMEYER.

. KENNEDY.
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