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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. DE LA CRUZ).

——————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
January 15, 2025.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MONICA DE
LA CRUZ 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 3, 2025, 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.

———

REMEMBERING THE TRUTH ABOUT
JANUARY 6

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, last
week the House and Senate oversaw
the certification of the 2024 election. It
was a quick, smooth process. There
were no riots, no violence. We com-
pleted the peaceful transfer of power as
the Founding Fathers envisioned it.

Now compare last week’s election
certification with what we witnessed 4
years ago. Thousands attacked the

Capitol. They shattered windows,
smashed down doors, assaulted police
officers. It was a violent mob and peo-
ple died as a result. It was all in an at-
tempt to stop the certification of a le-
gitimate election.

The insurrectionists and rioters
threatened Vice President Pence and
referred to him as ‘‘dead man walking”’
if he didn’t illegally reject the election
results.

Directly following January 6, leaders
on both sides of the aisle spoke out
against the antidemocratic acts of the
day. Former Speaker KEVIN MCCARTHY
said the violence, destruction, and
chaos we saw earlier was unacceptable,
undemocratic, and un-American. It was
the saddest day I have ever had serving
as a Member of this institution.

Former Senate Minority Leader
MiTcH MCCONNELL was even more clear
in his condemnation and assignment of
blame. He said: ‘“There’s no question,
none, that President Trump is prac-
tically and morally responsible for pro-
voking the events of the day,” and, ‘It
was a violent insurrection for the pur-
pose of trying to prevent the peaceful
transfer of power.”

Now, 4 years later, there is a con-
certed effort to rewrite history. Our in-
coming President has called January 6
‘“a day of love,” and others have
claimed it was a legitimate form of
protest.

Well, T was here. I saw the violence
with my own eyes, and the scenes we
witnessed will haunt this institution
forever.

We need a clear accounting of what
happened and a clear accountability to
ensure this never happens again. Unfor-
tunately, under this incoming Presi-
dent, it appears we will get neither.

The President-elect has said he wants
to pardon the rioters. These are folks
who have been convicted in a court of
law. In a dark twist on accountability,
the President-elect is threatening ret-
ribution against Democrats and Repub-

licans who served on the committee
that investigated January 6. They
should go to jail, he said, of Members
of Congress who sought to uncover the
truth about January 6.

Let’s recap. The people who broke
into the Capitol, and injured 147 offi-
cers, and threatened to kill the Vice
President should be pardoned, and the
elected officials who performed their
constitutional duty to investigate the
largest mass assault of law enforce-
ment officers and the greatest assault
on our democracy should be jailed.

This is a perversion of the truth and
justice.

For those of us who were here on
Capitol Hill that day, who saw the vio-
lence, smelled the pepper spray, and
heard the screams, we have an oppor-
tunity to remember that day for what
it was: a dark stain on our Nation’s
history.

We have an opportunity to com-
memorate those in uniform who brave-
ly stood up to the rioters. They didn’t
just protect me; they protected our Re-
public.

In 2022, Congress commissioned a me-
morial to be installed on the front of
the Capitol listing the names of those
who defended the Capitol on that fate-
ful day. Three years later, it has yet to
be mounted.

We should expect more. If we can’t be
honest about what happened on that
day, if we can’t, at a minimum, come
together to put up a plague commemo-
rating those who protected us and
some who gave their last full measure
of devotion, then perhaps we should in-
stall a plaque like the one from
“Dante’s Inferno,” ‘“‘Abandon all hope,
ye who enter here.”

———————

HONORING JANUARY VETERAN OF
THE MONTH MICHAEL “MIKE”
TRACY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. ALFORD) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. ALFORD. Madam Speaker,
today, I rise to honor our January Vet-
eran of the Month, Michael ‘“Mike”
Tracy.

Mike entered the Air Force Delayed
Entry program in 1975 where he re-
ported to basic training, Air Force
leadership school, and Air Force Secu-
rity Police School at Lackland Air
Force Base in San Antonio, Texas.

After graduation, he was placed on
orders to the 20th Security Police
Squadron RAF Upper Heyford, Eng-
land, home to the F-111E, NATO, and
USAFE nuclear deterrent to the former
Soviet Union.

When he returned to the U.S., he
maintained his service after being dis-
charged in the inactive reserve. In 1982,
Mike rejoined the military as a private
in the USAR in Spokane, Washington.
He attended drill sergeant school and
U.S. Armor School. He served as a pre-
ventive medicine specialist in Germany
and participated in Operation Desert
Storm.

Throughout injuries, surgeries, and
reassignments, Mike served his coun-
try in many different roles. His final
assignment brought him to Missouri at
Whiteman Air Force Base in our dis-
trict.

Madam Speaker, I thank Mike for his
dedication and service. We appreciate
him, and we are so glad that his jour-
ney brought him to the great State of
Missouri. We salute him today.

HONORING JANINE’S FLOWERS, SMALL BUSINESS
OF THE MONTH

Mr. ALFORD. Madam Speaker,
today, I rise to honor our January
small business of the month, Janine’s
Flowers.

This fantastic business in Camdenton
has been serving the lake area with flo-
ral artistry through weddings, proms,
first dates, and so many other special
occasions.

Janine’s is a one-stop destination for
all floral arrangements, special gifts,
tuxedos, event supplies, and much
more.

Back in September, Janine’s cele-
brated their 45th anniversary where
Janine Bullock, the original owner,
shared captivating stories about the
humble beginnings of this business.

It is now owned by Cassidy
Dickerson, and Janine’s Flowers will
continue to make special occasions
even more special. Janine was thrilled
to pass the torch to Cassidy and knows
she will build upon the strong founda-
tion that was established.

Madam Speaker, I thank Janine’s
Flowers for ©providing Missouri’s
Fourth Congressional District with the
highest quality floral arrangements
and event services. I ask Missourians
to not forget about Janine’s as Valen-
tine’s Day is coming up.

Again, I congratulate Janine’s Flow-
ers as our January small business of
the month.
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HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF BRENDA LOVELADY SPAHN

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

Ms. SEWELL. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the extraordinary life
and legacy of Brenda Lovelady Spahn,
the founder of The Lovelady Center in
Birmingham, Alabama, who passed
away on December 18, 2024, at the age
of 75.

Miss Brenda founded The Lovelady
Center in 2004 to rehabilitate women
involved in the criminal justice sys-
tem. Beginning with just seven in-
mates, the program rapidly grew into
what is now the only State-supervised
reentry program in Alabama and the
largest faith-based recovery facility for
women and children in the Nation.

Through the work of The Lovelady
Center, Miss Brenda has touched the
lives of more than 20,000 women and
children, helping them to walk forward
with faith-driven hope for the future.
Guided by her abiding faith in God and
her steadfast belief in the value of
human life, Miss Brenda made it her
mission to spread empowerment, hope,
and redemption among the women she
served.

Throughout her extraordinary life,
she has received numerous awards and
honors, including an honorary degree
in humanitarian studies from Ten-
nessee Temple University in 2012.

On a personal note, I am forever
grateful for the opportunity I had to
partner with Miss Brenda on behalf of
the women and children of Jefferson
County, Alabama, including the $2 mil-
lion investment that we secured for
The Lovelady Center in the fiscal year
2023 from the Federal budget.

I will always remember the warm,
selfless, and kindhearted nature of
Miss Brenda, and above all, her devo-
tion to serving the most vulnerable
members of our community.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to join me in celebrating the extraor-
dinary life and legacy of Miss Brenda
Lovelady Spahn. May her legacy live
on in the many lives that she touched.
CELEBRATING THE RETIREMENT OF DR. CHARLES

STEELE, JR.

Ms. SEWELL. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the extraordinary ca-
reer and achievements of Dr. Charles
Steele, Jr., as he celebrates his retire-
ment after 17 years as the president
and CEO of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference.

A true trailblazer, Dr. Steele has an
accomplished career in both public
service and civil rights advocacy. A na-
tive of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, he was
elected to the Tuscaloosa City Council
in 1985, a position he held for 2 years
before being elected to the Alabama
State Senate in 1994.

After serving three terms, Dr. Steele
stepped down in 2004 to take over as
the head of the SCLC. As the organiza-
tion’s president and CEO, Dr. Steele
raised over $10 million and oversaw the
groundbreaking of SCLC’s new inter-
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national headquarters in Atlanta,
Georgia.
Dr. Steele’s reputation has always

been one of great purpose and great
passion. He is an honorable man, guid-
ed by an abiding faith in God and a
love of country.

While his retirement will allow him
some well-earned rest and time with
loved ones, I know that his commit-
ment to service will continue for years
to come.

Madam Speaker, on behalf of a grate-
ful Nation, I ask my colleagues to join
me in celebrating the retirement of Dr.
Charles Steele, Jr., after 17 years as
president and CEO of the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference.

—————

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF
GUADALUPE COUNTY COMMIS-
SIONER GREG SEIDENBERGER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ALFORD). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. DE LA CRUZ)
for 5 minutes.

Ms. DE LA CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Guadalupe County
Commissioner Greg Seidenberger on
his well-deserved retirement after a
lifetime of extraordinary service to our
country and community.

Greg began his career with 20 years
in the United States Air Force, serving
as a command pilot during the Viet-
nam war and leading the squadron op-
erating out of Seguin Auxiliary. He
then served as a pilot for American
Airlines for 18 years.

For the past 12 years, Greg has dedi-
cated himself to Guadalupe County as
commissioner for precinct 1, trans-
forming the county and ensuring the
foundation for a brighter future.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Commissioner
Seidenberger a joyful retirement.

———
CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

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

Ms. RIVAS. Mr. Speaker, just 5 days
into my tenure as a Member of the
House of Representatives, several large
wildfires broke out across Los Angeles
County: the Palisades fire, the Eaton
fire, and the Hurst fire, which broke
out in Sylmar on the northern end of
my district.

I was born and raised in the San Fer-
nando Valley, and I consider myself in-
credibly fortunate to represent it in
Congress. The valley is a special place
to so many people, including my own
family, which makes the heartbreak of
seeing images of it in danger sting
deeper.
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I flew home last week as soon as I
saw the images of footage coming out
of Lios Angeles County to be home with
my community and be helpful in any
way that I could.

I have immense gratitude for the Los
Angeles Fire Department, the first re-
sponders, and the firefighters who ar-
rived from across the country and from
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Mexico who have been working nonstop
to put out these fires. I met with com-
munity leaders, including the brave
men and women of Fire Station 87 in
Granada Hills. Due to their bravery,
courage, and action in responding to
the Hurst fire, they were able to mini-
mize danger and keep our neighbors
safe. Our community thanks them.

I also visited one of the evacuation
centers at the Ritchie Valens Recre-
ation Center to learn more about how
staff and volunteers have been working
around the clock to help those who
were forced to evacuate.

I visited the burn sites of the Hurst
and Eaton fires, where I was able to as-
sess the damage firsthand and tried to
get a better understanding of what
Federal resources would be needed to
help communities rebuild.

Throughout the week, I was in con-
tact with the Federal Government, in-
cluding the White House and FEMA,
where I was able to advocate for the
Federal support necessary to keep con-
stituents safe during the emergency.

My congressional colleagues and I
are focused on making sure our con-
stituents and our communities have
what they need to get through and re-
cover from this emergency without any
conditions.

This isn’t about party or politics, and
I am proud to have joined both of our
Senators and 46 other bipartisan Mem-
bers of California’s congressional dele-
gation in urging President Biden to
sign a major disaster declaration so
that the Federal Government can pro-
vide public assistance, individual as-
sistance, and direct Federal assistance
to our communities.

We are grateful that President Biden
quickly signed the declaration, and my
hope is that President-elect Trump will
continue to provide resources so our
constituents can immediately access
the funds and resources that they need
to rebuild their lives.

These fires are the costliest in Cali-
fornia’s history, and they are impact-
ing everyone, regardless of income or
party. Lives and livelihoods have been
lost, and many more continue to be in
danger. We want our constituents to
know that disaster assistance is avail-
able and will be available to them. This
assistance may include rental pay-
ments for temporary housing for those
who lost their homes, grants for home
repairs, unemployment payments for
workers who have lost their job be-
cause of the fires, and crisis counseling
for those who have been traumatized
by this disaster.

Additionally, FEMA disaster assist-
ance may be able to help those who
have lost a home regardless if they
were uninsured, had insurance, or
underinsured. Visit
disasterassistance.gov to get started.

My office is also ready to help those
who have been impacted by the fires. If
my constituents need assistance, I en-
courage them to reach out to my of-
fice, and we will be able to start advo-
cating on their behalf to get the Fed-
eral resources that they need.
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The San Fernando Valley is home,
and I am honored to represent my
home in Congress. That is why I am
committed to working with our local,
State, and Federal officials to make
sure our community has the resources
that it needs to rebuild stronger. Our
community is strong and resilient, and
we will help each other come back
from this disaster.

———

CONGRATULATING A. MICHAEL
HICKOX ON HIS RETIREMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. DE
LA CRUZ). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BEAN) for
5 minutes.

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the important
contributions of A. Michael Hickox and
his retirement as the property ap-
praiser for Nassau County, Florida.

For 12 years, Mike has been an amaz-
ing public servant, committed to fair-
ness and customer service. Let’s be
honest, Madam Speaker, being a prop-
erty appraiser is probably one of the
toughest jobs around, but Mike has
done it well, skillfully, and leaves the
office in a much better place.

While he was leading, Mike also
served as the president of the Florida
Association of Property Appraisers and
then served on the boards of the Nassau
Education Foundation and the Nassau
County Economic Development Board.

To put it simply, Madam Speaker,
Mike has spent his career serving oth-
ers. Mike may not be our property ap-
praiser anymore, but I know he is not
done. I can’t wait to see what he does
next.

Madam Speaker, I ask you and our
colleagues to join me in congratulating
Mike on a job well done. Go get ‘em,
Mike.

——————

HONORING ROMULUS COUNCIL-
WOMAN VIRGINIA WILLIAMS

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

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I honor
the incredible life and legacy of Rom-
ulus Councilwoman Virginia Williams,
who unexpectedly passed away. She has
left a void in our community and in
our hearts.

Councilwoman Williams was a relent-
less advocate for our families, ensuring
that no one in our community lacked
basic necessities. Her work with orga-
nizations like Forgotten Harvest and
her creating her own organization be-
cause of her passion for organizing food
drives, holiday giveaways, and joyful
community events embodied her un-
wavering love for the city of Romulus
and our families.

She was committed to always lifting
up her neighbors, often going above
and beyond to bring hope and resources
to those in need. Her dedication re-
minds us all that even the smallest
acts of Kkindness can build stronger,
more connected communities.
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Her legacy lives on in the countless
lives she has touched. We are forever
grateful for her service. I thank her
family for sharing her with all of us
and allowing us to honor her. My deep-
est condolences go out to them and all
her loved ones during this difficult
time.

Rest in peace,
liams.

HONORING DEARBORN MAYOR JACK O’REILLY,

JR.

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I honor
the life of former Dearborn Mayor Jack
O’Reilly, Jr. Our community lost an
extraordinary leader whose dedication
to public service shaped the city of
Dearborn and our communities in
Michigan forever.

Mayor O’Reilly served as the presi-
dent of Dearborn City Council for near-
ly two decades and served a 15-year
tenure as Dearborn’s sixth mayor.

I still remember my first meeting
with him when he was a council presi-
dent during the time I was a young law
student. Mayor O’Reilly was so patient
in teaching me about how some com-
munity programs were successful while
others struggled. He was a champion
for workforce development. His pa-
tience and his depth of knowledge and
willingness to teach me and so many
others left a lasting impression, I
know, on me.

I would have never thought that I
would have the honor to be able to rep-
resent him here in the United States
Congress. Mayor O’Reilly’s kindness
and thoughtful approach to leadership
embodied what it truly means to be a
public servant.

I thank Mayor O’Reilly, Jr.’s family
for sharing him with all of us. I know
it wasn’t easy. My thoughts are with
his family, his loved ones, and all who
were fortunate enough to know him.

His legacy will continue to inspire fu-
ture generations not only in Dearborn
but throughout southeastern Michigan
and beyond.

CONGRATULATING ABDUL ‘‘AL’’ HAIDOUS ON HIS
RETIREMENT

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I recog-
nize Wayne County Commissioner
Abdul ‘““Al1” Haidous for his more than
40 years of public service to the city of
Wayne and Wayne County and con-
gratulate him on his retirement.

We lovingly call him Al. He was born
in Lebanon and came to the city of
Wayne five decades ago. He made a
name for himself in the community,
running Al’s Friendly Market with the
help of his wife, Mary, who I love dear-
ly, for 35 years.

As the first Arab-American mayor in
Wayne County, his leadership paved
the way for future leaders and was an
inspiration to so many of us. In 2014, he
was elected to the Wayne County Com-
mission. For 14 years, he served our
residents with dedication and resil-
ience, always focusing on bringing peo-
ple together.

I thank Commissioner Haidous for
his decades of public service. His leg-
acy will continue to inspire our com-
munity in years to come. Please join

Councilwoman Wil-
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me in recognizing Commissioner Al
Haidous as we wish him well in his re-
tirement.

——————

THANKING NICK BOSTIC FOR HIS
COURAGEOUS ACTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROGERS of Alabama). The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BAIRD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Nick Bostic, a former pizza
delivery man who saved five sisters
from a burning house.

Just after midnight, July 11, 2022,
Bostic was driving nearby when he saw
the house in flames. Bostic entered the
home, where he found an 18-year-old
woman, a toddler, and two 13-year-olds
outside the upstairs bedroom. He led
them out of the house before running
back inside to rescue the 6-year-old
girl.

For his actions, Nick Bostic received
the Carnegie Medal, given to American
and Canadian citizens who put them-
selves in extreme danger while saving
and attempting to save the lives of oth-
ers. It is North America’s highest
honor for civilian heroism.

The entire Lafayette community is
grateful for his courageous actions to
save the lives of these young girls.

CONGRATULATING BROWNSBURG BULLDOGS ON

THEIR THSAA 6A VICTORY

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the Brownsburg High School
football team for winning the THSAA
6A State championship this year.

The Brownsburg Bulldogs took on
Westfield High School in the State
finals in Lucas O0il Stadium and
emerged victorious, with a final score
of 22-17. This was Brownsburg’s first
State title in nearly 40 years, and I
know this win has meant so much to
the Brownsburg community cheering
them on to victory.

I congratulate these outstanding stu-
dent athletes on becoming State cham-
pions. They should be incredibly proud
of their hard work and dedication that
brought them this victory. I also con-
gratulate the parents, coaches, and fac-
ulty who gave their time and talent to
this team. They couldn’t have done it
without them.

Congratulations
Brownsburg Bulldogs.

HONORING DR. MARK RUSSELL ON HIS
RETIREMENT

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor Dr. Mark Russell, who re-
cently retired from his position as a
professor of agricultural sciences edu-
cation and communication at Purdue
University. Dr. Russell joined Purdue
in 1982. From August of 2015 to Sep-
tember of 2022, Dr. Russell served as
the head of the agricultural sciences
department.

Dr. Russell has truly been a leader in
the Purdue community. Thanks to his
expertise, he has judged over 1,100
horse shows for national breed associa-
tions in 14 countries. Dr. Russell has
also established and expanded multiple

again to the
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exchange programs around the world,
growing the university’s global pres-
ence and relationships.

He has been a stalwart professor at
Purdue University’s ag department,
and his loss will be felt by the Purdue
community and beyond. We wish him
the very best as he begins this next
chapter in his well-earned retirement.

———

HONORING CHIEF WARRANT OFFI-
CER DANIEL PETERSON’S LIFE

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

Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise to honor the life of retired
Chief Warrant Officer Daniel Peterson,
a champion for southern Nevada’s vet-
eran community.

Chief Peterson was a highly deco-
rated Army veteran and unrelenting
advocate for those around him. After
flying helicopters in the Army for more
than 20 years, he came home to serve
as the commander of the Henderson
chapter of the Military Order of the
Purple Heart, to be a member of the
Henderson Vietnam Veterans of Amer-
ica, and attend as many unaccom-
panied veteran burial ceremonies as he
could find. He also went to every Vet-
erans Treatment Court graduation and
never hesitated to offer his support to
fellow veterans in need.

To be clear, it is impossible to sum
up Chief Peterson’s decades of service
in just one speech on the House floor.
That is part of the reason why I had
the privilege of working with the Li-
brary of Congress for his story to be
part of the Veterans History Project.

While he has too many medals to
name here, I can say this: Chief Peter-
son was a mentor, a father, a spouse, a
leader, a friend, a protector, and a serv-
ant to both southern Nevada and our
entire country.

I extend my condolences and prayers
to Dan’s wife, Eileen, and his four chil-
dren and stepchildren. We all owe Dan
a debt of gratitude. We will all miss
him.

O 1030

UNCONDITIONAL AID FOR EATON FIRE VICTIMS
Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, this week, I
returned from my district in southern
California, which has been completely
devastated by the Eaton fire.

In Altadena and northern Pasadena,
the fire took our neighbors’ lives and
destroyed the structures that provided
stability to countless families’ hopes,
dreams, and memories. The fire has de-
stroyed over 7,000 structures; left 20,000
people homeless; forced numerous
health centers to close; and burned
schools, businesses, and community in-
stitutions to the ground.

This is just one of six serious fires
across Los Angeles, including the more
than 23,000-acre Palisades fire. Places
that served as safe havens for genera-
tions of Angelenos and where commu-
nity was built across the San Gabriel
Valley are now unrecognizable.
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The Altadena Community Church,
Altadena mosque, Pasadena Jewish
Temple, Armenian school, mom-and-
pop business centers, Eliot Arts Mag-
net School, and Altadena Country Club
were all burned to the ground.

When Black Americans fled racial
segregation in the Jim Crow South and
came to Los Angeles, many made Alta-
dena their home because there was no
redlining there preventing them from
owning homes. It has remained a hub
of Black culture and civic life in Los
Angeles. After being forced into incar-
ceration in camps during World War II,
many Japanese Americans came to
Pasadena and built their lives back up.

Last week, thousands had to flee
their homes at a moment’s notice,
frantically searching for pets and cry-
ing out to loved ones, many with noth-
ing more than the clothes on their
backs. Thousands of people have lost
their homes and a lifetime’s worth of
belongings and memories.

Tragically, first responders have
found 16 people who lost their lives,
and they expect that number to rise.

Anthony Mitchell, Sr., a dedicated
father, died alongside his son while
waiting for help. Just a week before
the fires began, Anthony told his son
that what he treasured most in life was
not money or possessions but his fam-
ily.

Victor Shaw died outside of his long-
time family home with a garden hose
in his hand. He did everything he could
to save it.

Erliene Louise Kelly bought her
home in Altadena with her late hus-
band, Howard, in the late 1960s. To-
gether, they raised two Kkids, watched
their grandchildren and great-grand-
children grow, and celebrated holidays,
birthdays, and anniversaries.

The Los Angeles wildfires are on
track to become one of the most costly
and devastating natural disasters in
our country’s history. Yet, scores of
Republicans, led by President-elect
Trump and Speaker JOHNSON, are
threatening to place conditions on the
State of California for disaster assist-
ance to flow to these victims.

This is truly unprecedented. Never in
our history has the Federal Govern-
ment placed conditions on emergency
disaster aid to our own citizens. I in-
vite any Republican in Congress who is
entertaining these demands to visit my
district, see the devastation for your-
self, and look the victims in the eye
when you tell them they don’t deserve
help from their country because you
disagree with certain policies passed by
their State.

This is the United States of America.
We help our citizens when they fall vic-
tim to a natural disaster, regardless of
their political party or opinions. We do
it without strings attached, like we did
just in December, 4 weeks ago, for vic-
tims of Hurricanes Milton and Helene.

I look forward to working with the
majority to secure critical disaster re-
lief funding that is necessary for this
vibrant, beautiful, unique region to re-
cover and rebuild.
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PROSPECT MEDICAL FILING FOR
BANKRUPTCY

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

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, this
week, Prospect Medical Holdings,
which owns Our Lady of Fatima Hos-
pital in North Providence and Roger
Williams Medical Center in Providence,
filed for bankruptcy, threatening to
undermine Rhode Island’s already-
stressed healthcare system.

Unfortunately, this is a day that
many of us feared would come because,
for years, Leonard Green & Partners,
the private equity firm that owned
Prospect Medical, and executives of the
company engaged in outrageous profit-
eering, buying up hospitals and ex-
tracting hundreds of millions of dollars
of management fees and dividends,
money that should have been spent on
patient care.

In the decade that private equity
firm Leonard Green owned Prospect
Medical, they extracted over half a bil-
lion dollars from the hospitals they
owned. Their partner, Prospect CEO
Sam Lee, personally made more than
$100 million, buying luxury properties
for himself at the same time that he
shut down emergency rooms. Shame-
ful.

When I was State treasurer in 2020, I
sent a letter to Leonard Green, ex-
pressing my frustration at their uneth-
ical practices and the impact they were
having on healthcare in Rhode Island.
In response, they put out a statement
insisting that all was well and that the
operations at Fatima and Roger Wil-
liams were doing just fine.

Now, 4 years later, wouldn’t you
know it, Prospect is declaring bank-
ruptcy, threatening the health and
safety of thousands of Rhode Islanders
who rely on Fatima and Roger Wil-
liams and the livelihoods of the hun-
dreds of healthcare workers who work
in those hospitals.

The executives at Leonard Green and
Prospect, who sucked all the money
out of those hospitals, are long gone,
counting their millions. It is greed,
plain and simple.

I commend Senator SHELDON WHITE-
HOUSE and Attorney General Peter
Neronha, who have been sounding the
alarm about Prospect for years. I am
committed to working with State offi-
cials and my colleagues in the Rhode
Island congressional delegation to
clean up the mess that Leonard Green
left behind and to do our best to save
Fatima and Roger Williams and sta-
bilize our State’s healthcare system.

Mark my words, we will not stop
there. The time has come for Congress
to take a hard look at the con-
sequences of private equity ownership
of hospitals. Rhode Islanders and the
American people are counting on us for
action, and they are going to get it.

HONORING OFFICERS FOR SERVING ON
JANUARY 6

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, 4

years ago last week, a violent mob at-
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tacked our Nation’s Capitol, assaulted
police officers, and threatened to kill
elected officials, all with the goal of
blocking the results of the Presidential
election and denying the will of the
American people. They did it because
the losing candidate in that election,
President Donald Trump, incited them
by falsely claiming he won.

On that dark day, hundreds of Cap-
itol and Metropolitan Police officers
bravely did their duty, putting their
lives in harm’s way to protect this
building, the people in it, and our very
democracy.

Over 140 police officers suffered inju-
ries, including broken bones, concus-
sions, and PTSD. They were attacked
with baseball bats, axes, and chemi-
cals, among other deadly weapons. In
the weeks that followed, five officers
died from their injuries.

The officers who served that day are
all heroes who fought for our country
and deserve our thanks and praise.
Congress passed, and President Biden
signed, a law to honor the Capitol Po-
lice officers who defended our country
during the January 6 riots with a
plaque here in the Capitol Building
that they fought to defend.

Shamefully, Republicans in Congress
continue to refuse to hang that plaque.
Every day that my Republican col-
leagues delay is an insult to the brave
officers who served on January 6 and
who continue to protect us day in and
day out.

Mr. Speaker, I say to my Republican
colleagues: No more delays, no more
disrespect. Hang the plaque now.

Every pivotal event in American his-
tory has heroes and cowards. January 6
is no different. History will always re-
member the heroic officers who risked
their lives to defend our country and
will also remember the cowards who re-
fused to honor them.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-

gaging in personalities toward the
President-elect.

——
HONORING MARINE CORPS

LEAGUE EL PERRO DIABLO DE-
TACHMENT 478

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. VASQUEZ) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. VASQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the exceptional service
of the Marine Corps League El Perro
Diablo Detachment 478, based in Las
Cruces, New Mexico.

New Mexicans have a long history of
stepping up to serve our Nation, and
these marines continue to honor that
commitment. For decades, the mem-
bers of this detachment have provided
military funeral honors for our vet-
erans, with several members partici-
pating in over 1,000 ceremonies and
winning multiple awards at honor
guard conferences.

During times when military families
are experiencing one of the most dif-

H155

ficult moments of their lives, marines
step forward with unwavering dedica-
tion to ensure our Nation’s heroes are
laid to rest with the dignity they de-
serve. Their service to our community
is a profound reminder of the values in-
stilled in these marines: honor, cour-
age, and commitment.

We must continue to support our vet-
erans and their families, ensuring that
they also receive the benefits and rec-
ognition that they have earned.

On behalf of all New Mexicans, I ex-
tend my deepest gratitude to the Ma-
rine Corps League El Perro Diablo De-
tachment 478.

——————

ENSURING EVERY STUDENT
FEELS SAFE, SEEN, SUPPORTED

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

Ms. TOKUDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to voice my deep concern and
disappointment with the passage of
H.R. 28.

As a mother of teenagers in public
schools, I am appalled that instead of
addressing urgent challenges, like the
youth mental health crisis, gun vio-
lence in our schools, and the growing
teacher shortage, this legislation di-
verts our attention to dangerous and
divisive policies.

H.R. 28, under the guise of protecting
fairness in sports and safety in schools,
risks undermining the rights and dig-
nity of girls and young women. Let me
be clear: This bill threatens the very
foundation of Title IX, the landmark
legislation that, for over 50 years, has
protected millions from gender-based
discrimination in education.

Patsy Mink, the trailblazing Con-
gresswoman who championed Title IX,
understood the deep injustices women
face in education and beyond. As a
woman and a Japanese American, she
fought so that her daughter and all fu-
ture generations could pursue their
dreams without fear of prejudice or ex-
clusion. They fought this hard fight,
and for us, this bill betrays her legacy
and all of her efforts by turning back
the clock on these hard-won rights.

Growing up, I experienced firsthand
the pain of being bullied for the way I
looked and being judged for not fitting
traditional expectations of what a girl
should look or act like.

I remember vividly being told by the
school administrator: “Tuck in your
shirt, boy.” I was just a middle
schooler, tall for my age, wearing my
hair short, and pants, not dresses. The
shock and humiliation of that moment
stayed with me, and it fuels my resolve
that no child should ever be made to
feel ashamed of being authentically
who they are.

Our students already face incredible
pressures and challenges. Instead of
making their lives harder by policing
their identities and questioning their
worth, we should be supporting them,
fostering environments where they can
grow, thrive, and succeed as their true,
authentic selves.
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Transgender girls are girls.
Transgender women are women. If we
truly want to protect girls and women,
we must stand for inclusion, dignity,
and respect, not division and exclusion.

This isn’t just about a policy. It is
about our values. It is about ensuring
that every student feels safe, seen, and
supported. That is how we protect our
children. That is how we honor the
spirit of Title IX.

Let’s move forward with solutions
that uplift and unite our schools, not
tear them apart.

IN SOLIDARITY WITH THOSE IMPACTED BY
CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

Ms. TOKUDA. Mr. Speaker, over the
past 10 days, our Nation has watched
with horror and sadness the harrowing
scenes coming out of southern Cali-

fornia, as these fires tore through
homes, neighborhoods, and commu-
nities.

On behalf of my constituents who
know the terror and trauma of wildfire
all too well, I rise today in solidarity
with our California and Los Angeles
‘““ohana,” ‘“‘family,” and I am outraged
over the callous and heartless remarks
that conditions should be applied to
their aid.

Within days of our Maui fires, teams
from CAL FIRE were by our side on the
ground to help deliver relief and orga-
nize the cleanup.

In our hour of greatest need, they
stood by us without expectation of any
reward. They simply stepped up for
their fellow Americans. They showed
us in Hawaii aloha.

That is what we need to do as a na-
tion, as one people. We help each other
out in our times of need, regardless of
where we come from, our beliefs, or
how we vote. We as Members of Con-
gress pledge to do this every single day
when we convene for business: one na-
tion, unconditionally, under God.

Now, in California’s time of greatest
need, the President-elect, the Speaker,
and other colleagues here in the House
want to impose policy conditions on
Federal disaster aid.
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Mr. Speaker, this will endanger inno-
cent lives and delay the ability of our
fellow Americans to rebuild and re-
cover from this disaster.

Never before in our history has the
Federal Government imposed condi-
tions on disaster aid for its own citi-
zens.

This is just more than unprece-
dented. To deny our fellow Americans
the help they need after losing loved
ones, their homes, and their businesses
in their darkest hour because of polit-
ical differences, it is not just cruel; it
is immoral. It is un-American. It is not
who we are as a country.

It is an affront to our most basic val-
ues, one that transcends any law or
policy and lives at the core of our
faith. We should do to others as we
would do to us. We must love our
neighbor.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me and our fellow Americans in
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solidarity in delivering the aid that
California desperately needs without
political conditions.

In doing so, I urge my colleagues to
do the right thing and stand up for our
values as a Nation. Let us send the
right message to the American people
that their government of the people, by
the people, and for the people will al-
ways stand by them unconditionally,
no matter what.

———————

ENDANGERED SPECIES IMPACT ON
CALIFORNIA’S WATER SUPPLY

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about the Endangered
Species Act. Indeed, it was designed
back in the early seventies and passed
with bipartisanship. It was signed by
Richard Nixon to protect endangered
species.

What we see with its implementation
in my home State of California and
many other areas around this country,
especially in the West, is significant
misinterpretation of it.

Indeed, it has been weaponized to
stop many things that would be good
for people, even for the environment.
We are talking about forestry, forestry
practices that would make our lands
safer and less fire prone. We are talk-
ing about the water supply that would
help valley farmers. It would help
urban areas, and it certainly would
help the situation in Los Angeles right
now.

What I have depicted here is a brush
clearing project that was just above
Pacific Palisades and other areas in
L.A. that they actually had underway
for a while until a national monument
was declared above an area called Alta-
dena. It stopped the ability to keep
clearing brush. With national monu-
ments, you are not allowed to go in
there and do anything because it has to
be left pristine and preserved. That ties
in with the endangered species as well.

We see the results. Instead of clear-
ing this brush, we get results like this.
This is happening right now in south-
ern California, tragically, needlessly.
We will continue to see this.

I have seen it in my district. I have
lost 3% of my small towns in my dis-
trict in the last 6 years, including the
Paradise fire which took 85 lives, 90
percent of the town, Greenville,
Canyondam, and a smaller town called
Doyle that was burned on the east side.
Again, the Endangered Species Act
being manipulated and weaponized
against doing the work we need to do is
partly at fault.

For example, when we talk about
water in California, let’s look at the
delta smelt for a moment. The water
supply we should be building in Cali-
fornia is impeded because the water
has to be shipped out to the Pacific
Ocean, supposedly to help the delta
smelt. The water increases have hap-
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pened since 1992. The legislation here
increased another 800,000 acre-feet per
year. Then it is built up from there to,
hopefully, or somehow help the delta
smelt.

This is Shasta Dam in northern Cali-
fornia which we are trying to get filled
right now but is going to be less useful
for people as more of this water is
dumped out to the delta.

What does that mean for southern
California? Well, for example, let’s
take a look at this. This is the Santa
Ynez Reservoir which currently is
empty, supposedly for rehab and some
maintenance. This is what it is sup-
posed to look like full. That is what it
looks like right now. It seems people in
southern California who are supposed
to be in charge didn’t even know it was
empty. This holds approximately 40
acre-feet when it is full, which is 117
million gallons.

When full, the Shasta Dam here holds
415 acre-feet. We have been discussing a
raise of Shasta Dam. It would be easy
to raise it 18 feet. That would cause
about 630,000 more acre-feet to be avail-
able to be stored in California.

With that, can you imagine what
600,000 acre-feet could do to help? It
could fill this in minutes with the
amount of water going out to the Pa-
cific Ocean. The Endangered Species
Act is being used as a weapon against
raising an existing dam that was built
in the thirties there that would do
that. They will find a species of the
week to do that. In this case I believe
it is a salamander.

Let’s g0 back in time a little bit. You
have probably heard of the Tennessee
Valley Authority and the Tellico Dam.
That project was an idea that came
about in the late sixties, and the con-
struction was going to happen pretty
soon after that. What they did is some
biologists, I think from the University
of Tennessee, were out on a hike and
discovered, he thought, she thought,
whoever it was, that there was some-
thing called a snail darter in the river
there.

Starting in about 1973, or soon after
the ESA was put in place, it was listed
in 1975 as endangered under the Endan-
gered Species Act, leading to a legal
battle that took a long time and was fi-
nally settled. It went to the Supreme
Court and was finally settled by legis-
lation passed in Congress in 1979, which
exempted the Tellico Dam from the
ESA protections and allowed the giant
project. It was going to make so much
hydroelectric power, store water, and
be available for agriculture and people.
They actually got it done.

Instead, the biologists took this so-
called snail darter and moved popu-
lations to other rivers in the area. The
species was then reclassified downward
from endangered to threatened in 1984.
Finally, in 2022, it was removed from
the list.

Interestingly, when we talk about
the weaponization of ESA, a study that
was just released revealed that the
snail darter isn’t an actual distinct
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species but is actually just another
population of one called the stargazing
darter. This raises concern about a spe-
cie’s identification when really what it
is being used for is a weapon.

This is what the snail darter actually
looks like because it doesn’t exist as
its own.

This is what they are doing in south-
ern California. I just showed you the
picture of the fires. There is a project
near Pacific Palisades that was going
to remove some vulnerable power pole
lines that were made of wood and some
lower hanging wires and other equip-
ment with some stronger, more fire-re-
sistant ones. They started on the
project, but they discovered a species
of vetch which is grown as a crop in
many other areas, as a cover crop or
what have you. They discovered one
called, I think, Braunton’s milkvetch.
We grow cow vetch all the time in
other areas. I have another picture in
another speech.

When placed side by side, they are
the same picture. These are weaponized
to stop a project that could have been
helpful in keeping Pacific Palisades
from burning due to downed power
lines. It probably wouldn’t have been
the key piece, but that has certainly
happened in plenty of other areas
around the State where downed power
lines, due to the wind or branches and
stuff blowing into them, have caused
several fires, including the Camp fire
in Paradise I mentioned that killed 85
people, and started a fire called the
Dixie fire which burned a million acres.

Frequently, we have in northern
California what we call public safety
power shutoffs where people just have
their power shut off because the wind
might blow hard enough to blow
branches into power lines somewhere.
We sit without power like a Third
World country.

This all traces back to the inability
to do the forestry management where 1
was talking about water storage and to
have a water supply for southern Cali-
fornia.

What it boils down to is we need the
leadership like President Trump is
going to provide and what Gavin
Newsom has been stopping as far as
helping us with water storage and help-
ing us get the water to the farmers and
urban areas as needed.

————
ADDRESSING 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 address the
concern that faces the United States
Congress, one that it has avoided and
neglected for more than 54 years.

Richard Nixon was the last President
to enhance Social Security. That was
in 1971. All of us are concerned on both
sides of the aisle, but concern is no
substitute for action. It is long overdue
that Congress takes a vote on behalf of
the American people.
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Social Security is more than a pen-
sion program. I think the American
public knows it and is getting aroused
because there are 70 million Americans
that are on Social Security and 10,000
baby boomers a day become eligible for
Social Security.

Mr. Speaker, for example, in your
district alone there are over 175,000 So-
cial Security recipients. It is broken
down into those who receive pensions,
those who get spousal benefits, those
who get widow benefits, children, and,
of course, disabilities. More veterans
rely on Social Security disability than
they do on the VA.

It is not emphasized enough, but the
other key thing is: Social Security is
the best economic development pro-
gram that there is in the country.
Every district, on average, gets over
$200 million coming into that district
on a monthly basis.

Where do they spend that money?
Nobody gets wealthy on Social Secu-
rity. That is for sure. That money goes
right back into the economy. It be-
comes something that Congress hasn’t
adjusted since 1971. I think there are a
few things everyone would acknowl-
edge that have happened to the econ-
omy since 1971.

Certainly, Congress is neglecting its
responsibility. We can point fingers
every way, but the bottom line is Con-
gress needs to act. Congress needs to
vote.

President Trump has called for tax
cuts for people on Social Security. I ap-
plaud him. We have had tax cuts in our
proposal for the last decade. There has
been no action on that.

The difference between what we are
proposing and what President Trump is
proposing is that we pay for ours be-
cause if it is not paid for, what ends up
happening is the Social Security fund
will be bankrupted. It is still the num-
ber one antipoverty program for the el-
derly and the number one antipoverty
program for children.

This economic development piece is
something, again, that all of us ought
to be able to embrace. I will provide
every Member of Congress with a card
that will demonstrate how many re-
cipients they have and how much
money comes into their district on a
monthly basis.

For us, meaning the United States
Congress, we are the only body that
can act. The President can’t do it
through executive order. The Supreme
Court isn’t going to take it up. Only
the United States Congress can. Inac-
tion means the fund will be cut. Unpaid
action means the fund will be cut dras-
tically.

Imagine there are more than 5 mil-
lion people that get a below-poverty-
level check from Social Security, hav-
ing paid in all their lives. That was not
the guarantee that they signed up for.

There are close to 35 million people
in total. This is the only benefit they
have, again, attesting to the great vi-
sion and leadership of Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, knowing this is actually the
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safety net of capitalism. This allows
people to take risks because even if
people were to fail, there is something
there to catch them and help them and
their families through this.

Congress has not acted since 1971.
Some will say: No, no, wait a minute.
Didn’t Tip O’Neill? Yes, they did. It
was primarily led by Senator Bob Dole,
but Tip O’Neill got together with Ron-
ald Reagan who was adamantly op-
posed to Social Security. Mr. Dole con-
vinced him, no, this is the right thing
to do.

What they did is they extended the
solvency of Social Security to its cur-
rent position. It is not as long as it
should have been, but, nonetheless, it
is an action that went in the right di-
rection.

I know the Speaker to be a man of
good will and integrity. I hope this is
something that we can bring up and
work on to get this done on behalf of
the American people.

————
O 1100

REPUBLICANS STAND WITH
WOMEN

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

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, this past
week, House Republicans passed the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act, which ensures that biologi-
cal men cannot compete in women’s
and girls’ sports. It makes sense to
about 99 percent of America.

The idea that we even need a bill like
this is disturbing in itself. Think about
it. We are debating whether boys or
men should compete against girls or
women in athletics, all athletics.

When Title IX was enacted back in
1972, Mr. Speaker, it opened the doors
for women and girls to have equal op-
portunities in sports. When Title IX
was enacted back 1972, it opened the
doors for women and girls to have
equal opportunities in sports. It is
worth repeating.

Before Title IX, women’s sports were
almost nonexistent, but since then, we
have seen great progress. Women’s
sports have flourished, and we have
seen amazing accomplishments in bas-
ketball, soccer, swimming, and so
much more.

Athletes like Caitlin Clark, Angel
Reese, Simone Biles, and Lindsey Vonn
are now household names, inspiring
young girls everywhere.

Yet we have been faced with a narrow
but loud group of activists and media
who think it is acceptable for a 6-foot-
4-inch biological male to compete
against an average-sized, yet athletic,
woman in sports.

Let’s be clear, it is not acceptable.
Also, it is not acceptable to force
women to share a locker room with a
biological man, forcing them to shower
and change together.

This is not an overstatement, Mr.
Speaker. It is happening, and it is trau-
matizing to women and girls to have a
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man walking around naked in their
locker room or spiking a volleyball full
force into their face.

This failed ideological social experi-
ment is disrupting the very fabric of
what Title IX was designed to protect.

One example, without mentioning
names, is a male swimmer, who was
ranked 554th among male athletes, but
became the top-ranked female swim-
mer in the women’s category in the Na-
tion.

We can go back to Caitlyn Jenner,
who as Bruce Jenner competed in the
Olympics and won the decathlon. As
Caitlyn Jenner, she stated that if she
would have transitioned earlier, she
would have won every gold medal.
Clearly, that is not fair.

This does not respect the hard work,
dedication, and sacrifices made by fe-
male athletes.

This was a commonsense bill, and
there was a right way and a wrong way
to vote on it.

In my view, as I stated earlier, 99 per-
cent of Americans agree that men and
boys should not be competing in wom-
en’s and girls’ sports, which is why my
Republican colleagues and I voted to
pass this bill yesterday with only two
Democrats voting along with us. That
is kind of disturbing in itself.

Our Republican Conference will con-
tinue to stand with women throughout
this Congress and advocate for the pro-
tection of their rights.

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. STRONG) at noon.

———

PRAYER

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

Lord, our God and our protector, who
with a word can calm the storms and
hold back the Sun, we pray that You
would move Your spirit over the chaos
that ravages our country and speak
Your word of peace.

Arrest the fire that still burns in Los
Angeles and its surrounding commu-
nities. Bring relief to those who found
themselves in the paths of the hurri-
cane that devastated Tennessee and
North Carolina, who feel its destruc-
tion all the more keenly in the depth of
winter.

Be merciful to those, O Lord, who re-
main fearful in the surround of danger.
Be merciful to those who feel helpless
and hopeless before the great power of
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fire and wind. Be merciful to those who
have lost hearth and home, who seek
refuge for their bodies and their souls.

In the shadow of Your wings, may
they take shelter until the storms of
ruin pass by. Behind the hedge of Your
protection, may they find safety from
the afflictions bearing down on them
from all fronts.

Encourage and equip with fortitude
and perseverance all those who remain
in the fight against the unrelenting
fires and who continue to strive to
build defenses against even more harm.

For You, O Lord, are our deliverer. In
You will all be restored. In the
strength of Your name we pray.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House the approval thereof.

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

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
ANSARI) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. ANSARI led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

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

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

—————

MILLIN FAMILY FARM RECEIVES
CENTURY FARM DESIGNATION

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

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the
Millin family, located in Bedford Coun-
ty, Pennsylvania. The Millin family
owns the Millin Family Farm. It has
received the designation of a Century
Farm from the Pennsylvania Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

A Century Farm is a farm that has
been owned by the same family for at
least 100 consecutive years, has a fam-
ily member who still lives on that
farm, and has at least 10 acres of the
original holding.

The Millin family has farmed in Bed-
ford County, Pennsylvania, since 1874,
when Sandra Millin’s great-grandfather
purchased the property. Today, the
Millins manage an over-200-acre grain
operation on that exact same land.
They even have the farm’s original log
structure dating to pre-1874.
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On behalf of everyone in Pennsylva-
nia’s 13th Congressional District, I
offer heartfelt congratulations to the
Millin family and express gratitude for
their enduring commitment to one of
Pennsylvania’s most vital industries:
agriculture.

——

HONORING SUZANNE EVANS
SHEPPARD

(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 honor and celebrate
the remarkable life of Dr. Suzanne
Evans Sheppard, an exceptional mem-
ber of our community who touched
many lives.

She was a devoted mother, educator,
and wife, an inspiring figure who cher-
ished her church, Victory & Dominion
World Outreach Center.

To serve as a reminder of her tremen-
dous contributions, her church has re-
named its family life center in her
honor. On her birthday, family and
community members gathered to cele-
brate. We released balloons into the
sky, and Pastor Dr. Zebedee Sheppard,
her beloved husband, made the heart-
felt announcement. The new name is
fitting, reflecting the center’s role in
serving the community to which she
dedicated so much of her life.

I am truly grateful for Dr. Suzanne
Sheppard, and the new name of this in-
credible facility in our community now
makes it complete.

—————

CONGRATULATING GREG
SEIDENBERGER ON HIS RETIRE-
MENT

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

Ms. DE LA CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to honor Guadalupe County Com-
missioner Greg Seidenberger on his
well-deserved retirement after a life-
time of extraordinary service to both
our country and our community.

Greg began his career with 20 years
in the United States Air Force, serving
as a command pilot during the Viet-
nam war and leading the squadron op-
erating out of the Seguin Auxiliary
Airfield. He then served as a pilot for
American Airlines for 18 years.

For the past 12 years, Greg has dedi-
cated himself to Guadalupe County as
the commissioner for Precinct 1, trans-
forming the county and ensuring the
foundation for a bright future.

I wish Commissioner Greg
Seidenberger a joyful retirement.
Again, I congratulate him.

————
ATTACK ON NORTH CAROLINA
ELECTIONS

(Ms. ROSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
with grave concern about the effort in
North Carolina to overturn the will of
the voters of our State.

In November, Justice Allison Riggs
won the election to retain her seat on
the North Carolina Supreme Court. Her
victory was confirmed by two separate
recounts, but her opponent refuses to
concede. Instead, he is seeking to over-
turn the results of the election with
the help of our Republican majority on
the court. He is arguing that 60,000
valid votes should be thrown out.

Four years after January 6, we are
once again reminded about how fragile
our democracy truly is. A judicial can-
didate does not accept the results of an
election, so he is trying to silence vot-
ers in the pursuit of power. This is an
attack on North Carolina voters, the
integrity of our elections, and our sys-
tem of justice.

—————

CONGRATULATING NORTH
CROWLEY PANTHERS

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

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate the
North Crowley Panthers for their deci-
sive 50-21 win over Austin Westlake to
become the UIL Class 6A Division 1
State champions.

The Panthers finished the season
with an impressive record of 15 wins
and no losses, earning their first State
championship victory since 2003.

Throughout many early mornings,
long hours on the field, and staying fo-
cused in school, these young men and
women showed dedication, strength,
and overwhelming commitment to vic-
tory. I am proud that their hard work
has paid off.

As some of these bright and talented
men and women prepare for their next
endeavors, I wish them the best of luck
and blessings for an even brighter and
more victorious future. Go, Panthers.

In God we trust.

——————

CONGRATULATING PASTOR WAR-
REN STEWART, SR., ON HIS RE-
TIREMENT

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

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the remarkable legacy
of Pastor Warren Stewart, Sr., of Phoe-
nix, Arizona.

At First Institutional Baptist
Church, Pastor Stewart has been a bea-
con of hope, faith, and justice in our
district for decades. His tireless work
has gone beyond his pastoral role. He
has always been a leader for social
change in our community.

In fact, his efforts were key to secur-
ing Arizona’s recognition of Martin Lu-
ther King Jr. Day long after many
other States had added the holiday to
their calendars.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

As he steps into retirement, we are
deeply grateful for his leadership. I
thank Pastor Stewart for his decades
of service to our community. His leg-
acy is one of love, inclusivity, and
hope.

I wish Pastor Stewart the very best
in this next chapter.

UPLIFTING AND EMPOWERING
OUR SKILLED WORKFORCE

(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 to recognize the up-
lifting and empowering of our skilled
workforce.

Across the country, skills gaps are
plaguing employers and barring work-
ers from filling millions of open job op-
portunities. That is why today I was
proud to introduce the bipartisan
Skills Investment Act.

This commonsense legislation allows
workers at any point in their career to
contribute to Coverdell lifelong learn-
ing accounts, which are tax-advantaged
savings opportunities that will allow
Americans to pursue new job skills and
better career prospects.

Workers of all ages would be eligible
to use Coverdell lifelong learning ac-
counts to pay for skills training, ap-
prenticeships, and other workforce-fo-
cused programs.

As a senior member of the Education
and Workforce Committee and co-chair
of the bipartisan Career and Technical
Education Caucus, I am proud to spon-
sor the Skills Investment Act to pro-
vide additional resources for workers
to climb to the next rung on the ladder
of opportunity. I thank my colleagues,
Congresswoman BONAMICI, Congress-
man FITZPATRICK, and Congressman
SCHNEIDER, for joining me in this ef-
fort.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in uplifting our workforce
through this bipartisan legislation.

————

U.S.-MOROCCO PARTNERSHIP IS
ESSENTIAL

(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, the rule of gun axis of inva-
sion continues murderous conduct.
Sadly, war criminal Putin, the Iranian
regime, and the Cuban Communist dic-
tatorship are working to destabilize
West  Africa with the  terrorist
Polisario Front, a murderous threat to
the Kingdom of Morocco, an American
partner for 2560 years.

Records of the deposed Assad Syrian
dictatorship confirm Polisario sent mi-
litias for training. Last week, the
Polisario invited PKK terrorists to a
summit, threatening our valued NATO
ally Turkiye. President Donald Trump
stood with Morocco, recognizing West-
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ern Sahara as Moroccan. I appreciate
chairing the Morocco Friendship Cau-
cus.

In conclusion, God bless our troops as
the global war on terrorism continues.
Open borders for dictators put all
Americans at risk of more 9/11 attacks
imminent, as warned by the FBI.
Trump will reinstitute existing laws to
protect American families with peace
through strength.

Best wishes to Pete Hegseth. I was
grateful to attend the hearing where he
qualified for Secretary of Defense, ably
conducted by Chairman ROGER WICKER.

CELEBRATING NORTHEAST
COMMUNITY COLLEGE

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

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate one of northeast Ne-
braska’s most important institutions,
Northeast Community College.

This year, the NJCAA Men’s Soccer
National Champions hail from Nebras-
ka’s First Congressional District, our
very own Northeast Hawks.

Throughout the national tour-
nament, Northeast consistently defied
the odds. They fought through several
close matches, claiming victories
against teams that had bested them in
previous seasons. They even beat the
odds in the championship game. While
ranked fifth, our Hawks triumphed
with a 2-1 victory over the second-
ranked team to secure their historic
title.

From Head Coach Adam Potter to
every single player, the Hawks have
displayed remarkable team spirit on
their journey to this historic success.
Their work is a testament to the char-
acter and values of our national cham-
pions, as well as the entire Northeast
student community.

On behalf of Nebraska’s First Con-
gressional District, congratulations to
the Northeast Community College
men’s soccer team on becoming the

first in school history to win an
NJCAA national title.
———
O 1215
HONORING CONSTITUENTS or
TEXAS’ 26TH CONGRESSIONAL
DISTRICT

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

Mr. GILL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is
the honor of my life to serve the people
of Texas’ 26th Congressional District.
My district encompasses parts of Den-
ton, Cooke, Wise, and Tarrant Coun-
ties, all the way north to the Okla-
homa border.

Our district offers a tapestry of land-
scapes that reflect the best of Texas,
but what truly makes our district spe-
cial is its people. From the ranchers
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who raise horses, beef cattle, sheep,
and goats to the entrepreneurs driving
new innovation, the healthcare work-
ers caring for our loved ones, and the
educators shaping the minds of tomor-
row, we are guided by our patriotic
love of country.

Our district has a legacy of strong
leadership, and I thank and congratu-
late Dr. Burgess for his service to our
district.

Today, I honor the kind and hard-
working men and women from Texas’
great 26th Congressional District who
entrusted me to serve on their behalf. I
am honored to call it my home, and I
am honored to be their Representative
in Washington.

———

RECOGNIZING SOUTHEASTERN
LOUISIANA UNIVERSITY’S CEN-
TENNIAL

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

Ms. LETLOW. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to recognize Southeastern Lou-
isiana University in Hammond, Lou-
isiana, for 100 years of educating stu-
dents in our State.

My background is in higher edu-
cation, and I know a good school when
I see one. I can confidently say that
Southeastern is hitting the mark.

With more than 150 academic pro-
grams and over $1 billion in annual
economic impact, Southeastern is
truly changing lives. This year, the
school saw its highest ever graduation
rate and freshman retention rate.

Hitting the century mark is no small
achievement, and Southeastern’s mo-
mentum is only increasing. With their
recent record-breaking enrollment in-
crease, Southeastern will continue to
shape our Nation’s leaders for years to
come.

A quality education sets students up
for a lifetime of success. By that meas-
ure, Southeastern has had a tremen-
dous impact. I thank the wonderful fac-
ulty and staff who have made 100 years
possible. Under President William
Wainwright’s leadership, Southeastern
is moving in the right direction. I look
forward to seeing the great work they
do in the school’s second century and
beyond.

———

WOMEN’S SPORTS FOR WOMEN
ONLY

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

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, biologi-
cal men should not be competing in
women’s athletics. This is a common-
sense sentiment that most Americans
agree with, especially back in my home
State of Idaho.

However, under the Biden adminis-
tration, the integrity of women’s and
girls’ sports has come under threat. In
fact, just this last year, President
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Biden rolled out a regulation attempt-
ing to usurp States’ ability to protect
women and girls and make sure they
have a safe and fair playing field in
sports.

That is why, this week, my House
colleagues and I passed the Protection
of Women and Girls in Sports Act of
2025. This bill strengthens Title IX pro-
tections to ensure the definition of an
individual’s gender in an athletic com-
petition is based solely on their genet-
ics at birth.

Mr. Speaker, women’s and girls’
sports are for women and girls only. I
proudly voted ‘‘yes’ on this legislation
and encourage my Senate colleagues to
do the same.

REMEMBERING SONNY SMART

(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
Sonny Smart, who unfortunately
passed away this month at the age of
76.

Mr. Smart graduated from Samford
in 1970, where he played the position of
center on the football team. He joined
Holtville High School as an assistant
coach shortly after his graduation.
Soon, Mr. Smart began his 23-year head
coaching career.

At the beginning of his career as a
head coach, Mr. Smart was a high
school football coach at Bainbridge
High School in south Georgia from 1988
to 1994. He then moved on to become
the head coach at Rabun County High
School of north Georgia in 1995 where
he remained until his retirement.

The father of Georgia football Coach
Kirby Smart, Sonny Smart was a val-
ued member of the Georgia commu-
nity. During his time at Bainbridge, he
even had the opportunity to coach his
son Kirby.

Mr. Smart is survived by his wife,
Sharon, and his three children, Karl,
Kirby, and Kendall. He will always be
remembered as an incredible father,
husband, coach, and friend.

————

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 12 o’clock and 20
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
0 1300

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WEBER of Texas) at 1 p.m.

————
UNITED STATES-TAIWAN EXPE-
DITED DOUBLE-TAX RELIEF ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 5, I call
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up the bill (H.R. 33) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide
special rules for the taxation of certain
residents of Taiwan with income from
sources within the United States, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 33

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

TITLE I—UNITED STATES-TAIWAN

EXPEDITED DOUBLE-TAX RELIEF ACT
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘United
States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax Relief
Act”.

SEC. 102. SPECIAL RULES FOR TAXATION OF CER-
TAIN RESIDENTS OF TAIWAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part II of
subchapter N of chapter 1 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting
after section 894 the following new section:
“SEC. 894A. SPECIAL RULES FOR QUALIFIED

RESIDENTS OF TAIWAN.

‘‘(a) CERTAIN INCOME FROM UNITED STATES
SOURCES.—

‘(1) INTEREST, DIVIDENDS, AND ROYALTIES,
ETC.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of interest
(other than original issue discount), divi-
dends, royalties, amounts described in sec-
tion 871(a)(1)(C), and gains described in sec-
tion 871(a)(1)(D) received by or paid to a
qualified resident of Taiwan—

‘(1) sections 871(a), 881(a), 1441(a), 1441(c)(5),
and 1442(a) shall each be applied by sub-
stituting ‘the applicable percentage (as de-
fined in section 894A(a)(1)(C))’ for ‘30 percent’
each place it appears, and

‘“(ii) sections 871(a), 881(a), and 1441(c)(1)
shall each be applied by substituting ‘a
United States permanent establishment of a
qualified resident of Taiwan’ for ‘a trade or
business within the United States’ each
place it appears.

‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply to—

“(I) any dividend received from or paid by
a real estate investment trust which is not a
qualified REIT dividend,

“(IT) any amount subject to section 897,

‘(ITII) any amount received from or paid by
an expatriated entity (as defined in section
7874(a)(2)) to a foreign related person (as de-
fined in section 7874(d)(3)), and

“(IV) any amount which is included in in-
come under section 860C to the extent that
such amount does not exceed an excess inclu-
sion with respect to a REMIC.

“(ii) QUALIFIED REIT DIVIDEND.—For pur-
poses of clause (i)(I), the term ‘qualified
REIT dividend’ means any dividend received
from or paid by a real estate investment
trust if such dividend is paid with respect to
a class of shares that is publicly traded and
the recipient of the dividend is a person who
holds an interest in any class of shares of the
real estate investment trust of not more
than b percent.

“(C) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of applying subparagraph (A)(i)—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), the term ‘applicable percentage’
means 10 percent.

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULES FOR DIVIDENDS.— In the
case of any dividend in respect of stock re-
ceived by or paid to a qualified resident of
Taiwan, the applicable percentage shall be 15
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percent (10 percent in the case of a dividend
which meets the requirements of subpara-
graph (D) and is received by or paid to an en-
tity taxed as a corporation in Taiwan).

‘(D) REQUIREMENTS FOR LOWER DIVIDEND
RATE.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of this
subparagraph are met with respect to any
dividend in respect of stock in a corporation
if, at all times during the 12-month period
ending on the date such stock becomes ex-
dividend with respect to such dividend—

“(I) the dividend is derived by a qualified
resident of Taiwan, and

““(IT) such qualified resident of Taiwan has

held directly at least 10 percent (by vote and
value) of the total outstanding shares of
stock in such corporation.
For purposes of subclause (II), a person shall
be treated as directly holding a share of
stock during any period described in the pre-
ceding sentence if the share was held by a
corporation from which such person later ac-
quired that share and such corporation was,
at the time the share was acquired, both a
connected person to such person and a quali-
fied resident of Taiwan.

‘(ii) EXCEPTION FOR RICS AND REITS.—Not-
withstanding clause (i), the requirements of
this subparagraph shall not be treated as
met with respect to any dividend paid by a
regulated investment company or a real es-
tate investment trust.

““(2) QUALIFIED WAGES.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No tax shall be imposed
under this chapter (and no amount shall be
withheld under section 1441(a) or chapter 24)
with respect to qualified wages paid to a
qualified resident of Taiwan who—

‘(i) is not a resident of the United States
(determined without regard to subsection
(©)(3)(E)), or

‘“(ii) is employed as a member of the reg-
ular component of a ship or aircraft operated
in international traffic.

*(B) QUALIFIED WAGES.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified
wages’ means wages, salaries, or similar re-
munerations with respect to employment in-
volving the performance of personal services
within the United States which—

‘“(I) are paid by (or on behalf of) any em-
ployer other than a United States person,
and

‘“(IT) are not borne by a United States per-
manent establishment of any person other
than a United States person.

‘(ii) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude directors’ fees, income derived as an
entertainer or athlete, income derived as a
student or trainee, pensions, amounts paid
with respect to employment with the United
States, any State (or political subdivision
thereof), or any possession of the United
States (or any political subdivision thereof),
or other amounts specified in regulations or
guidance under subsection (f)(1)(F).

‘“(3) INCOME DERIVED FROM ENTERTAINMENT
OR ATHLETIC ACTIVITIES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—No tax shall be imposed
under this chapter (and no amount shall be
withheld under section 1441(a) or chapter 24)
with respect to income derived by an enter-
tainer or athlete who is a qualified resident
of Taiwan from personal activities as such
performed in the United States if the aggre-
gate amount of gross receipts from such ac-
tivities for the taxable year do not exceed
$30,000.

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply with respect to—

‘(i) income which is qualified wages (as de-
fined in paragraph (2)(B), determined with-
out regard to clause (ii) thereof), or

‘“(ii) income which is effectively connected
with a United States permanent establish-
ment.
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‘“(b) INCOME CONNECTED WITH A TUNITED
STATES PERMANENT ESTABLISHMENT OF A
QUALIFIED RESIDENT OF TAIWAN.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In lieu of applying sec-
tions 871(b) and 882, a qualified resident of
Taiwan that carries on a trade or business
within the United States through a United
States permanent establishment shall be
taxable as provided in section 1, 11, 55, or
b9A, on its taxable income which is effec-
tively connected with such permanent estab-
lishment.

“(B) DETERMINATION OF TAXABLE INCOME.—
In determining taxable income for purposes
of paragraph (1), gross income includes only
gross income which is effectively connected
with the permanent establishment.

¢(2) TREATMENT OF DISPOSITIONS OF UNITED
STATES REAL PROPERTY.—In the case of a
qualified resident of Taiwan, section 897(a)
shall be applied—

‘“(A) by substituting ‘carried on a trade or
business within the United States through a
United States permanent establishment’ for
‘were engaged in a trade or business within
the United States’, and

‘“(B) by substituting ‘such United States
permanent establishment’ for ‘such trade or
business’.

‘(3) TREATMENT OF BRANCH PROFITS
TAXES.—In the case of any corporation which
is a qualified resident of Taiwan, section 884
shall be applied—

‘“(A) by substituting ‘10 percent’ for ‘30 per-
cent’ in subsection (a) thereof, and

‘(B) by substituting ‘a United States per-
manent establishment of a qualified resident
of Taiwan’ for ‘the conduct of a trade or
business within the United States’ in sub-
section (d)(1) thereof.

‘‘(4) SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO INCOME
DERIVED FROM CERTAIN ENTERTAINMENT OR
ATHLETIC ACTIVITIES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply to the extent that the income is de-
rived—

‘(1) in respect of entertainment or athletic
activities performed in the United States,
and

‘“(i1) by a qualified resident of Taiwan who
is not the entertainer or athlete performing
such activities.

‘“(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply if the person described in subpara-
graph (A)(ii) is contractually authorized to
designate the individual who is to perform
such activities.

¢“(5) SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN
AMOUNTS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to
any income which is wages, salaries, or simi-
lar remuneration with respect to employ-
ment or with respect to any amount which is
described in subsection (a)(2)(B)(ii).

“(c) QUALIFIED RESIDENT OF TAIWAN.—For
purposes of this section—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified resi-
dent of Taiwan’ means any person who—

“(A) is liable to tax under the laws of Tai-
wan by reason of such person’s domicile, res-
idence, place of management, place of incor-
poration, or any similar criterion,

‘“(B) is not a United States person (deter-
mined without regard to paragraph (3)(E)),
and

‘“(C) in the case of an entity taxed as a cor-
poration in Taiwan, meets the requirements
of paragraph (2).

‘(2) LIMITATION ON BENEFITS FOR COR-
PORATE ENTITIES OF TAIWAN.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-
graphs (E) and (F), an entity meets the re-
quirements of this paragraph only if it—

‘(i) meets the ownership and income re-
quirements of subparagraph (B),

‘(i1) meets the publicly traded require-
ments of subparagraph (C), or
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‘(iii) meets the qualified subsidiary re-
quirements of subparagraph (D).

‘“(B) OWNERSHIP AND INCOME REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The requirements of this subpara-
graph are met for an entity if—

‘(i) at least 50 percent (by vote and value)
of the total outstanding shares of stock in
such entity are owned directly or indirectly
by qualified residents of Taiwan, and

‘“(ii) less than 50 percent of such entity’s
gross income (and in the case of an entity
that is a member of a tested group, less than
50 percent of the tested group’s gross in-
come) is paid or accrued, directly or indi-
rectly, in the form of payments that are de-
ductible for purposes of the income taxes im-
posed by Taiwan, to persons who are not—

“(I) qualified residents of Taiwan, or

‘(IT) United States persons who meet such
requirements with respect to the United
States as determined by the Secretary to be
equivalent to the requirements of this sub-
section (determined without regard to para-
graph (1)(B)) with respect to residents of Tai-
wan.

¢(C) PUBLICLY TRADED REQUIREMENTS.—An
entity meets the requirements of this sub-
paragraph if—

‘(i) the principal class of its shares (and
any disproportionate class of shares) of such
entity are primarily and regularly traded on
an established securities market in Taiwan,
or

‘“(ii) the primary place of management and
control of the entity is in Taiwan and all
classes of its outstanding shares described in
clause (i) are regularly traded on an estab-
lished securities market in Taiwan.

‘(D) QUALIFIED SUBSIDIARY REQUIRE-
MENTS.—An entity meets the requirement of
this subparagraph if—

‘(i) at least 50 percent (by vote and value)
of the total outstanding shares of the stock
of such entity are owned directly or indi-
rectly by b or fewer entities—

‘(I) which meet the requirements of sub-
paragraph (C), or

“(IT) which are United States persons the
principal class of the shares (and any dis-
proportionate class of shares) of which are
primarily and regularly traded on an estab-
lished securities market in the United
States, and

‘“(ii) the entity meets the requirements of
clause (ii) of subparagraph (B).

‘“(E) ONLY INDIRECT OWNERSHIP THROUGH
QUALIFYING INTERMEDIARIES COUNTED.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Stock in an entity owned
by a person indirectly through 1 or more
other persons shall not be treated as owned
by such person in determining whether the
person meets the requirements of subpara-
graph (B)(i) or (D)(i) unless all such other
persons are qualifying intermediate owners.

‘(i) QUALIFYING INTERMEDIATE OWNERS.—
The term ‘qualifying intermediate owner’
means a person that is—

““(I) a qualified resident of Taiwan, or

““(IT) a resident of any other foreign coun-
try (other than a foreign country that is a
foreign country of concern) that has in effect
a comprehensive convention with the United
States for the avoidance of double taxation.

¢‘(iii) SPECIAL RULE FOR QUALIFIED SUBSIDI-
ARIES.—For purposes of applying subpara-
graph (D)(i), the term ‘qualifying inter-
mediate owner’ shall include any person who
is a United States person who meets such re-
quirements with respect to the United States
as determined by the Secretary to be equiva-
lent to the requirements of this subsection
(determined without regard to paragraph
(1)(B)) with respect to residents of Taiwan.

“(F) CERTAIN PAYMENTS NOT INCLUDED.—In
determining whether the requirements of
subparagraph (B)(ii) or (D)(ii) are met with
respect to an entity, the following payments
shall not be taken into account:
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‘(i) Arm’s-length payments by the entity
in the ordinary course of business for serv-
ices or tangible property.

‘‘(ii) In the case of a tested group, intra-
group transactions.

¢“(3) DUAL RESIDENTS.—

“(A) RULES FOR DETERMINATION OF STA-
TUS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An individual who is an
applicable dual resident and who is described
in subparagraph (B), (C), or (D) shall be
treated as a qualified resident of Taiwan.

“‘(ii) APPLICABLE DUAL RESIDENT.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘applicable
dual resident’ means an individual who—

‘(D is not a United States citizen,

““(IT) is a resident of the United States (de-
termined without regard to subparagraph
(E)), and

“(I1I) would be a qualified resident of Tai-
wan but for paragraph (1)(B).

‘(B) PERMANENT HOME.—An individual is
described in this subparagraph if such indi-
vidual—

‘(i) has a permanent home available to
such individual in Taiwan, and

‘(i) does not have a permanent home
available to such individual in the United
States.

¢(C) CENTER OF VITAL INTERESTS.—An indi-
vidual is described in this subparagraph if—

‘(i) such individual has a permanent home
available to such individual in both Taiwan
and the United States, and

‘(ii) such individual’s personal and eco-
nomic relations (center of vital interests)
are closer to Taiwan than to the United
States.

‘(D) HABITUAL ABODE.—An individual is de-
scribed in this subparagraph if—

‘(i) such individual—

‘(I) does not have a permanent home avail-
able to such individual in either Taiwan or
the United States, or

‘““(IT) has a permanent home available to
such individual in both Taiwan and the
United States but such individual’s center of
vital interests under subparagraph (C)(ii)
cannot be determined, and

¢“(ii) such individual has a habitual abode
in Taiwan and not the United States.

‘“(E) UNITED STATES TAX TREATMENT OF
QUALIFIED RESIDENT OF TAIWAN.—Notwith-
standing section 7701, an individual who is
treated as a qualified resident of Taiwan by
reason of this paragraph for all or any por-
tion of a taxable year shall not be treated as
a resident of the United States for purposes
of computing such individual’s United States
income tax liability for such taxable year or
portion thereof.

‘“(4) RULES OF SPECIAL APPLICATION.—

‘‘(A) DIVIDENDS.—For purposes of applying
this section to any dividend, paragraph (2)(D)
shall be applied without regard to clause (ii)
thereof.

‘“(B) ITEMS OF INCOME EMANATING FROM AN
ACTIVE TRADE OR BUSINESS IN TAIWAN.—For
purposes of this section—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the pre-
ceding paragraphs of this subsection, if an
entity taxed as a corporation in Taiwan is
not a qualified resident of Taiwan but meets
the requirements of subparagraphs (A) and
(B) of paragraph (1), any qualified item of in-
come such entity derived from the United
States shall be treated as income of a quali-
fied resident of Taiwan.

“‘(ii) QUALIFIED ITEMS OF INCOME.—

‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified item
of income’ means any item of income which
emanates from, or is incidental to, the con-
duct of an active trade or business in Taiwan
(other than operating as a holding company,
providing overall supervision or administra-
tion of a group of companies, providing
group financing, or making or managing in-
vestments (unless such making or managing
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investments is carried on by a bank, insur-
ance company, or registered securities dealer
in the ordinary course of its business as
such)).

¢‘(IT) SUBSTANTIAL ACTIVITY REQUIREMENT.—
An item of income which is derived from a
trade or business conducted in the United
States or from a connected person shall be a
qualified item of income only if the trade or
business activity conducted in Taiwan to
which the item is related is substantial in re-
lation to the same or a complementary trade
or business activity carried on in the United
States. For purposes of applying this sub-
clause, activities conducted by persons that
are connected to the entity described in
clause (i) shall be deemed to be conducted by
such entity.

‘(iii) EXCEPTION.—This subparagraph shall
not apply to any item of income derived by
an entity if at least 50 percent (by vote or
value) of such entity is owned (directly or in-
directly) or controlled by residents of a for-
eign country of concern.

‘“(d) OTHER DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL
RULES.—For purposes of this section—

(1) UNITED STATES PERMANENT ESTABLISH-
MENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘United States
permanent establishment’ means, with re-
spect to a qualified resident of Taiwan, a per-
manent establishment of such resident which
is within the United States.

‘“(B) SPECIAL RULE.—The determination of
whether there is a permanent establishment
of a qualified resident of Taiwan within the
United States shall be made without regard
to whether an entity which is taxed as a cor-
poration in Taiwan and which is a qualified
resident of Taiwan controls or is controlled
by—

‘(i) a domestic corporation, or

‘“(ii) any other person that carries on busi-
ness in the United States (whether through a
permanent establishment or otherwise).

‘‘(2) PERMANENT ESTABLISHMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘permanent es-
tablishment’ means a fixed place of business
through which a trade or business is wholly
or partly carried on. Such term shall in-
clude—

‘(i) a place of management,

‘“(ii) a branch,

‘“(iii) an office,

‘“(iv) a factory,

‘“(v) a workshop, and

‘(vi) a mine, an oil or gas well, a quarry,
or any other place of extraction of natural
resources.

‘“(B) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN TEM-
PORARY PROJECTS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A building site or con-
struction or installation project, or an in-
stallation or drilling rig or ship used for the
exploration or exploitation of the sea bed
and its subsoil and their natural resources,
constitutes a permanent establishment only
if it lasts, or the activities of the rig or ship
lasts, for more than 12 months.

‘‘(ii) DETERMINATION OF 12-MONTH PERIOD.—
For purposes of clause (i), the period over
which a building site or construction or in-
stallation project of a person lasts shall in-
clude any period of more than 30 days during
which such person does not carry on activi-
ties at such building site or construction or
installation project but connected activities
are carried on at such building site or con-
struction or installation project by one or
more connected persons.

“(C) HABITUAL EXERCISE OF CONTRACT AU-
THORITY TREATED AS PERMANENT ESTABLISH-
MENT.—Notwithstanding subparagraphs (A)
and (B), where a person (other than an agent
of an independent status to whom subpara-
graph (D)(ii) applies) is acting on behalf of a
trade or business of a qualified resident of
Taiwan and has and habitually exercises an
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authority to conclude contracts that are
binding on the trade or business, that trade
or business shall be deemed to have a perma-
nent establishment in the country in which
such authority is exercised in respect of any
activities that the person undertakes for the
trade or business, unless the activities of
such person are limited to those described in
subparagraph (D)(i) that, if exercised
through a fixed place of business, would not
make this fixed place of business a perma-
nent establishment under the provisions of
that subparagraph.

(D) EXCLUSIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B), the term ‘permanent
establishment’ shall not include—

““(I) the use of facilities solely for the pur-
pose of storage, display, or delivery of goods
or merchandise belonging to the trade or
business,

““(IT) the maintenance of a stock of goods
or merchandise belonging to the trade or
business solely for the purpose of storage,
display, or delivery,

“(III) the maintenance of a stock of goods
or merchandise belonging to the trade or
business solely for the purpose of processing
by another trade or business,

‘(IV) the maintenance of a fixed place of
business solely for the purpose of purchasing
goods or merchandise, or of collecting infor-
mation, for the trade or business,

(V) the maintenance of a fixed place of
business solely for the purpose of carrying
on, for the trade or business, any other activ-
ity of a preparatory or auxiliary character,
or

“(VI) the maintenance of a fixed place of
business solely for any combination of the
activities mentioned in subclauses (1)
through (V), provided that the overall activ-
ity of the fixed place of business resulting
from this combination is of a preparatory or
auxiliary character.

‘(i) BROKERS AND OTHER INDEPENDENT
AGENTS.—A trade or business shall not be
considered to have a permanent establish-
ment in a country merely because it carries
on business in such country through a
broker, general commission agent, or any
other agent of an independent status, pro-
vided that such persons are acting in the or-
dinary course of their business as inde-
pendent agents.

‘“(3) TESTED GROUP.—The term ‘tested
group’ includes, with respect to any entity
taxed as a corporation in Taiwan, such enti-
ty and any other entity taxed as a corpora-
tion in Taiwan that—

““(A) participates as a member with such
entity in a tax consolidation, fiscal unity, or
similar regime that requires members of the
group to share profits or losses, or

‘“(B) shares losses with such entity pursu-
ant to a group relief or other loss sharing re-
gime.

‘“(4) CONNECTED PERSON.—T'wo persons shall
be ‘connected persons’ if one owns, directly
or indirectly, at least 50 percent of the inter-
ests in the other (or, in the case of a corpora-
tion, at least 50 percent of the aggregate
vote and value of the corporation’s shares) or
another person owns, directly or indirectly,
at least 50 percent of the interests (or, in the
case of a corporation, at least 50 percent of
the aggregate vote and value of the corpora-
tion’s shares) in each person. In any case, a
person shall be connected to another if,
based on all the relevant facts and cir-
cumstances, one has control of the other or
both are under the control of the same per-
son or persons.

() FOREIGN COUNTRY OF CONCERN.—The
term ‘foreign country of concern’ has the
meaning given such term under paragraph (7)
of section 9901 of the William M. (Mac)
Thornberry National Defense Authorization
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Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (15 U.S.C. 4651(7)), as
added by section 103(a)(4) of the CHIPS Act
of 2022).

‘(6) PARTNERSHIPS; BENEFICIARIES OF ES-
TATES AND TRUSTS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion—

““(A) a qualified resident of Taiwan which
is a partner of a partnership which carries on
a trade or business within the United States
through a United States permanent estab-
lishment shall be treated as carrying on such
trade or business through such permanent
establishment, and

“(B) a qualified resident of Taiwan which
is a beneficiary of an estate or trust which
carries on a trade or business within the
United States through a United States per-
manent establishment shall be treated as
carrying on such trade or business through
such permanent establishment.

“(7) DENIAL OF BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN PAY-
MENTS THROUGH HYBRID ENTITIES.—For pur-
poses of this section, rules similar to the
rules of section 894(c) shall apply.

‘‘(e) APPLICATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—This section shall not
apply to any period unless the Secretary has
determined that Taiwan has provided bene-
fits to United States persons for such period
that are reciprocal to the benefits provided
to qualified residents of Taiwan under this
section.

*“(2) PROVISION OF RECIPROCITY.—The Presi-
dent or his designee is authorized to ex-
change letters, enter into an agreement, or
take other necessary and appropriate steps
relative to Taiwan for the reciprocal provi-
sion of the benefits described in this section.

“(f) REGULATIONS OR OTHER GUIDANCE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue
such regulations or other guidance as may be
necessary or appropriate to carry out the
provisions of this section, including such
regulations or guidance for—

““(A) determining—

‘(i) what constitutes a United States per-
manent establishment of a qualified resident
of Taiwan, and

‘‘(ii) income that is effectively connected
with such a permanent establishment,

‘‘(B) preventing the abuse of the provisions
of this section by persons who are not (or
who should not be treated as) qualified resi-
dents of Taiwan,

“(C) requirements for record keeping and
reporting,

‘(D) rules to assist withholding agents or
employers in determining whether a foreign
person is a qualified resident of Taiwan for
purposes of determining whether with-
holding or reporting is required for a pay-
ment (and, if withholding is required, wheth-
er it should be applied at a reduced rate),

‘“(E) the application of subsection
(a)(1)(D)(i) to stock held by predecessor own-
ers,

“(F) determining what amounts are to be
treated as qualified wages for purposes of
subsection (a)(2),

‘“(G) determining the amounts to which
subsection (a)(3) applies,

‘‘(H) defining established securities market
for purposes of subsection (c¢),

‘“(I) the application of the rules of sub-
section (¢)(4)(B),

“(J) the application of subsection (d)(6) and
section 1446,

“(K) determining ownership interests held
by residents of a foreign country of concern,
and

‘(L) determining the starting and ending
dates for periods with respect to the applica-
tion of this section under subsection (e),
which may be separate dates for taxes with-
held at the source and other taxes.

‘(2) REGULATIONS TO BE CONSISTENT WITH
MODEL TREATY.—Any regulations or other
guidance issued under this section shall, to
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the extent practical, be consistent with the
provisions of the United States model in-
come tax convention dated February 7,
2016.”".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO WITH-
HOLDING TAX.—Subchapter A of chapter 3 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended
by adding at the end the following new sec-
tion:

“SEC. 1447. WITHHOLDING FOR QUALIFIED RESI-
DENTS OF TAIWAN.

“For reduced rates of withholding for cer-
tain residents of Taiwan, see section 894A.”.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) The table of sections for subpart D of
part II of subchapter N of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
894 the following new item:

‘“‘Sec. 894A. Special rules for qualified resi-
dents of Taiwan.”.

(2) The table of sections for subchapter A
of chapter 3 of such Code is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new item:

‘‘Sec. 1447. Withholding for qualified resi-
dents of Taiwan.”.

TITLE II—UNITED STATES-TAIWAN TAX

AGREEMENT AUTHORIZATION ACT
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘United
States-Taiwan Tax Agreement Authorization
Act”.

SEC. 202. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Agreement’’
means the tax agreement authorized by sec-
tion 203(a).

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate; and

(B) the Committee on Ways and Means of
the House of Representatives.

(3) APPROVAL LEGISLATION.—The term ‘‘ap-
proval legislation’” means legislation that
approves the Agreement.

(4) IMPLEMENTING LEGISLATION.—The term
“implementing legislation’ means legisla-
tion that makes any changes to the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 necessary to implement
the Agreement.

SEC. 203. AUTHORIZATION TO NEGOTIATE AND
ENTER INTO AGREEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsequent to a deter-
mination under section 894A(e)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (as added by the
United States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax
Relief Act), the President is authorized to
negotiate and enter into a tax agreement rel-
ative to Taiwan.

(b) ELEMENTS OF AGREEMENT.—

(1) CONFORMITY WITH BILATERAL INCOME TAX
CONVENTIONS.—The President shall ensure
that—

(A) any provisions included in the Agree-
ment conform with provisions customarily
contained in United States bilateral income
tax conventions, as exemplified by the 2016
United States Model Income Tax Conven-
tion; and

(B) the Agreement does not include ele-
ments outside the scope of the 2016 United
States Model Income Tax Convention.

(2) INCORPORATION OF TAX AGREEMENTS AND
LAWS.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), the
Agreement may incorporate and restate pro-
visions of any agreement, or existing United
States law, addressing double taxation for
residents of the United States and Taiwan.

(3) AUTHORITY.—The Agreement shall in-
clude the following statement: ‘“The Agree-
ment is entered into pursuant to the United
States-Taiwan Tax Agreement Authorization
Act.”
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(4) ENTRY INTO FORCE.—The Agreement
shall include a provision conditioning entry
into force upon—

(A) enactment of approval legislation and
implementing legislation pursuant to sec-
tion 207; and

(B) confirmation by the Secretary of the
Treasury that the relevant authority in Tai-
wan has approved and taken appropriate
steps required to implement the Agreement.

SEC. 204. CONSULTATIONS WITH CONGRESS.

(a) NOTIFICATION UPON COMMENCEMENT OF
NEGOTIATIONS.—The President shall provide
written notification to the appropriate con-
gressional committees of the commencement
of negotiations between the United States
and Taiwan on the Agreement at least 15 cal-
endar days before commencing such negotia-
tions.

(b) CONSULTATIONS DURING NEGOTIATIONS.—

(1) BRIEFINGS.—Not later than 90 days after
commencement of negotiations with respect
to the Agreement, and every 180 days there-
after until the President enters into the
Agreement, the President shall provide a
briefing to the appropriate congressional
committees on the status of the negotia-
tions, including a description of elements
under negotiation.

(2) MEETINGS AND OTHER CONSULTATIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the course of negotia-
tions with respect to the Agreement, the
Secretary of the Treasury, in coordination
with the Secretary of State, shall—

(i) meet, upon request, with the chairman
or ranking member of any of the appropriate
congressional committees regarding negoti-
ating objectives and the status of negotia-
tions in progress; and

(ii) consult closely and on a timely basis
with, and keep fully apprised of the negotia-
tions, the appropriate congressional commit-
tees.

(B) ELEMENTS OF CONSULTATIONS.—The con-
sultations described in subparagraph (A)
shall include consultations with respect to—

(i) the nature of the contemplated Agree-
ment;

(ii) how and to what extent the con-
templated Agreement is consistent with the
elements set forth in section 203(b); and

(iii) the implementation of the
templated Agreement, including—

(I) the general effect of the contemplated
Agreement on existing laws;

(IT) proposed changes to any existing laws
to implement the contemplated Agreement;
and

(IIT) proposed administrative actions to
implement the contemplated Agreement.

con-

SEC. 205. APPROVAL AND IMPLEMENTATION OF
AGREEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Agreement may not
enter into force unless—

(1) the President, at least 60 days before
the day on which the President enters into
the Agreement, publishes the text of the con-
templated Agreement on a publicly available
website of the Department of the Treasury;
and

(2) there is enacted into law, with respect
to the Agreement, approval legislation and
implementing legislation pursuant to sec-
tion 207.

(b) ENTRY INTO FORCE.—The President may
provide for the Agreement to enter into force
upon—

(1) enactment of approval legislation and
implementing legislation pursuant to sec-
tion 207; and

(2) confirmation by the Secretary of the
Treasury that the relevant authority in Tai-
wan has approved and taken appropriate
steps required to implement the Agreement.
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SEC. 206. SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS OF AGREE-
MENT AND IMPLEMENTATION POL-
ICY.

(a) SUBMISSION OF AGREEMENT.—Not later
than 270 days after the President enters into
the Agreement, the President or the Presi-
dent’s designee shall submit to Congress—

(1) the final text of the Agreement; and

(2) a technical explanation of the Agree-
ment.

(b) SUBMISSION OF IMPLEMENTATION POL-
IcY.—Not later than 270 days after the Presi-
dent enters into the Agreement, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall submit to Con-
gress—

(1) a description of those changes to exist-
ing laws that the President considers would
be required in order to ensure that the
United States acts in a manner consistent
with the Agreement; and

(2) a statement of anticipated administra-
tive action proposed to implement the
Agreement.

SEC. 207. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL LEGIS-
LATION AND IMPLEMENTING LEGIS-
LATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The approval legislation
with respect to the Agreement shall include
the following: ‘‘Congress approves the Agree-
ment submitted to Congress pursuant to sec-
tion 206 of the United States-Taiwan Tax
Agreement Authorization Act on
with the blank space being filled with the ap-
propriate date.

(b) APPROVAL LEGISLATION COMMITTEE RE-
FERRAL.—The approval legislation shall—

(1) in the Senate, be referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations; and

(2) in the House of Representaives, be re-
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means.

(c) IMPLEMENTING LEGISLATION COMMITTEE
REFERRAL.—The implementing legislation
shall—

(1) in the Senate, be referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance; and

(2) in the House of Representatives, be re-
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means.
SEC. 208. RELATIONSHIP OF AGREEMENT TO IN-

TERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986.

(a) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986 TO CON-
TROL.—No provision of the Agreement or ap-
proval legislation, nor the application of any
such provision to any person or cir-
cumstance, which is inconsistent with any
provision of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, shall have effect.

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this title
shall be construed—

(1) to amend or modify any law of the
United States; or

(2) to limit any authority conferred under
any law of the United States,
unless specifically provided for in this title.
SEC. 209. AUTHORIZATION OF SUBSEQUENT TAX

AGREEMENTS RELATIVE TO TAIWAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsequent to the enact-
ment of approval legislation and imple-
menting legislation pursuant to section 207—

(1) the term ‘‘tax agreement’ in section
203(a) shall be treated as including any tax
agreement relative to Taiwan which supple-
ments or supersedes the Agreement to which
such approval legislation and implementing
legislation relates, and

(2) the term ‘‘Agreement’ shall be treated
as including such tax agreement.

(b) REQUIREMENTS, ETC., TO APPLY SEPA-
RATELY.—The provisions of this title (includ-
ing section 204) shall be applied separately
with respect to each tax agreement referred
to in subsection (a).

SEC. 210. UNITED STATES TREATMENT OF DOU-
BLE TAXATION MATTERS WITH RE-
SPECT TO TAIWAN.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) The United States addresses issues with
respect to double taxation with foreign coun-
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tries by entering into bilateral income tax
conventions (known as tax treaties) with
such countries, subject to the advice and
consent of the Senate to ratification pursu-
ant to article II of the Constitution.

(2) The United States has entered into
more than sixty such tax treaties, which fa-
cilitate economic activity, strengthen bilat-
eral cooperation, and benefit United States
workers, businesses, and other United States
taxpayers.

(3) Due to Taiwan’s unique status, the
United States is unable to enter into an arti-
cle II tax treaty with Taiwan, necessitating
an agreement to address issues with respect
to double taxation.

(b) STATEMENT OF PoLICY.—It is the policy
of the United States to—

(1) provide for additional bilateral tax re-
lief with respect to Taiwan, beyond that pro-
vided for in section 894A of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 (as added by the United
States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax Relief
Act), only after entry into force of an Agree-
ment, as provided for in section 205, and only
in a manner consistent with such Agree-
ment; and

(2) continue to provide for bilateral tax re-
lief with sovereign states to address double
taxation and other related matters through
entering into bilateral income tax conven-
tions, subject to the Senate’s advice and con-
sent to ratification pursuant to article II of
the Constitution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour, equally
divided and controlled by the majority
leader and the minority leader, or their
respective designees.

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) and the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. CHU) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and submit
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the United States-Taiwan Expedited
Double-Tax Relief Act, bipartisan leg-
islation that will unleash more Amer-
ican manufacturing investment and
jobs and help combat China’s harmful
influence.

For too long, America has been too
dependent on China. It comes at a high
price, as communities across this coun-
try lose jobs and live with little hope
for the future. It also puts America’s
national security at risk.

This bill before us establishes fair tax
treatment for both American workers
and businesses operating in Taiwan and
puts Americans on equal footing with
our competitors around the world.

Enacting this legislation will help
create jobs right here at home. U.S. ex-
ports to Taiwan support 188,000 Amer-
ican jobs, and Taiwanese investment in
the United States supports another
21,000. Reducing burdens on Taiwanese
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investment in America will help aid in
building new cutting-edge manufac-
turing plants staffed by American
workers. It will help support our do-
mestic semiconductor and chip manu-
facturing capabilities, securing stra-
tegic supply chains and helping us fur-
ther move away from China.

Citizens and companies from coun-
tries like Great Britain, Japan, Aus-
tralia, and New Zealand and the Euro-
pean Union all enjoy better tax treat-
ment than Americans in Taiwan cur-
rently do. That is not right. In fact, the
United States is Taiwan’s largest trad-
ing partner without a tax treaty.

Enhancing our relationship with Tai-
wan will strengthen the U.S. economy
and our national security. Instead of
leaving critical supply chains in the
hands of the Chinese Communist
Party, we need to be making more
goods in America, or in partnership
with allies like Taiwan that share our
interests, to reduce our dependence on
China.

This legislation has strong bipartisan
support. Last Congress, we took action
in authorizing and establishing the
first steps in a free trade agreement be-
tween the U.S. and Taiwan. As we con-
tinue to grow our economic relation-
ship together, a tax treaty represents
the logical next move. Advancing this
legislation to President Trump’s desk
is the right thing to do for American
workers and our economy as a whole.

I thank Ranking Member NEAL for
helping lead this effort and introducing
this legislation with me. Today, we are
showing the world that American lead-
ers are united in standing up for our
workers and businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this bill to help crit-
ical American manufacturing sectors
and to protect our national and eco-
nomic security, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 33, the United States-Taiwan
Expedited Double-Tax Relief Act. I
thank Ranking Member NEAL and
Chairman SMITH for working on this
significant legislation, which was re-
ported out of the Ways and Means
Committee unanimously last Congress.

I also thank Representative SUZAN
DELBENE as well as Representatives
ADRIAN SMITH and NICOLE MALLIOTAKIS
for their partnership. Together, we in-
troduced a resolution last Congress
calling to advance legislation to ad-
dress that barrier, the issue of double
taxation on income earned in the
United States and Taiwan.

Today, Americans who do business in
Taiwan, and those from Taiwan who do
business from America, must pay in-
come tax in both places on the same
earnings. That hurts businesses of all
sizes, as well as individuals who spend
time in each market.

For example, without a double-tax
treaty, workers from the United States
who are sent to Taiwan to train for
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their jobs in a domestic chip facility
can be taxed twice on the income they
earn on that trip.

The U.S. has eliminated this problem
through bilateral income tax treaties
with more than 60 countries, but not
with Taiwan. That is because of its
unique political status which prevents
us from negotiating a traditional tax
treaty. As a result, among our top 10
trading partners, only Taiwan lacks a
double-tax agreement.

We should forge an agreement both
because Taiwan is a leading democracy
in Asia and because their investment
in the United States supports at least
188,000 American jobs, including many
in my southern California district,
which is home to one of the largest
communities of people from Taiwan in
the U.S.

In 2023, I met with some of them here
in Washington, D.C., to discuss the bar-
rier posed by this double taxation.
They told me stories of facing huge tax
bills after doing business in both mar-
kets and having to curtail their cross-
border investment as a result.

The American Institute in Taiwan
conducted a survey of Taiwanese com-
panies with a presence here in the
United States, and 79 percent of them
reported that double taxation of in-
come is a considerable factor that pre-
vents them from investing more in the
U.S.

There is a solution, which is the leg-
islation before us today. Specifically,
this bill reduces the withholding of
taxes and lays the groundwork for the
Treasury Department to finalize the
details of a permanent arrangement,
based on the model income tax treaty
that we have with scores of other coun-
tries, to mitigate double taxation, pre-
vent abuse, allow for dispute resolu-
tion, and exchange key tax information
that will help revenue authorities in
both jurisdictions.

This bill would ensure that our Na-
tion can take full advantage of the his-
toric investments that we have made
under the Biden-Harris administration,
like the bipartisan CHIPS and Science
Act. Because of that law, new chip fabs
are under construction in places like
Ohio and operational and producing
chips in Arizona, but these factories
are enormously complicated and expen-
sive. Even with the billions of dollars
in investments from the Department of
Commerce, the math simply might not
pencil out for a project if the company
will be subject to double taxation as
soon as they turn a profit.

From major chip companies to small
businesses in southern California and
across the country, it is clear that
mitigating double taxation between
the U.S. and Taiwan is crucial. It will
only become more important as Con-
gress continues to work in a bipartisan
manner to strengthen our economic re-
lations with Taiwan.

Last Congress, we approved the first
phase of the U.S.-Taiwan Initiative on
21st Century Trade negotiated by
USTR and TECRO, and I have ex-
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pressed my support for going even fur-
ther and negotiating a comprehensive
bilateral trade agreement with Taiwan.

To unlock the benefits made possible
by our strengthening partnership, we
must ensure that businesses are not at
a competitive disadvantage.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
KELLY), who is the chairman of the Tax
Subcommittee.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R.
33, the United States-Taiwan Expedited
Double-Tax Relief Act.

This bill would be the first step in es-
tablishing an informal tax treaty with
our ally Taiwan. Currently, Taiwan is
our largest trading partner without a
tax treaty. Through fair and reciprocal
tax treatment, H.R. 33 would deepen
our economic relationship with Tai-
wan, specifically our semiconductor
and chip manufacturing industries, and
secure strategic supply chains.

America should not have to rely on
foreign adversaries like China for our
supply chains when we can partner
with better allies like Taiwan. If we
have learned anything from the pan-
demic, it is that we cannot rely on peo-
ple who do not feel the same as we do
to supply us with needed products.

As conflicts continue to rise across
the globe, we must build our relation-
ships with strong democracies like Tai-
wan. In recent years, we have watched
China strengthen trade ties with na-
tions across the globe, including Amer-
ican adversaries Iran and North Korea.
China is also expanding its influence
throughout the Western Hemisphere.

The Monroe Doctrine and the Roo-
sevelt Corollary stated very clearly
back at the turn of the century what
could happen from the 1800s going to
the 2000s. When you look at what is
happening now, Mr. Speaker, China is
now at both ends of our Panama Canal.
As you follow that 51 miles of the Pan-
ama Canal, China is on both sides of
the canal. They are saying that, no, we
don’t understand and that this is just
for trade. Mr. Speaker, this can quick-
1y be converted into something else.

As President Trump and I recently
noted, the Panama Canal is a vital
trade global route that includes 40 per-
cent of all U.S. container shipping. At
some point, America must wake up to
what is happening. We cannot rely on
an adversary to supply us with needed
goods, and then they make the decision
of what they will send us and what
they will not send us.

Our ally is Taiwan, and we need to
have a stronger tie with them.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
SMITH for sponsoring this critical piece
of legislation. All of my colleagues
from Ways and Means are here to talk
on the same subject, and we will con-
tinue this work. I think, as we go into
the 21st day of January, we will see
this incredible movement toward mak-
ing America great again.
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I thank, again, Chairman SMITH for
sponsoring this, my Ways and Means
colleagues for their continuous work,
and Speaker JOHNSON for bringing this
bill to the floor. I look forward to
working with the Senate and Presi-
dent-elect Trump to get the bill signed
into law.
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Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
33, the United States-Taiwan Expedited
Double-Tax Relief Act. This bill rep-
resents a bilateral tax agreement that
prevents doubling taxation on U.S. and
Taiwanese businesses and workers.

This bill helps promote Taiwanese in-
vestment in the United States and job
creation. The bill provides benefits to
Taiwanese residents similar to those
provided in the 2016 U.S. model tax
treaty.

Importantly, these new provisions do
not take effect until Taiwan offers
American residents the same benefits.
The bill, H.R. 33, would strengthen
trade relations, increase manufac-
turing production, boost innovation,
create economic growth for the U.S.
and Taiwan, and allow our country to
compete more effectively with China
by increasing trade and business com-
merce in both goods and services.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to vote ‘“‘yes” for H.R. 33. It
is good for Americans, as well as Tai-
wanese, and good for both countries.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
LAHooD), the chair of the Work and
Welfare Subcommittee.

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for his leadership on this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the United States-Taiwan
Expedited Double-Tax Relief Act.

In today’s global economy, it is cus-
tomary for the United States to enter
into tax treaties with like-minded al-
lies to lessen potential double-tax bur-
dens and encourage cross-border in-
vestment.

The United States currently has tax
agreements with over 60 foreign tax ju-
risdictions. Yet, due to its unique po-
litical status, even as our seventh larg-
est trading partner, we do not have a
formal tax arrangement in place with
Taiwan.

This bipartisan legislation before us
today would finally change that. This
bill makes necessary changes to our
tax code to provide much-needed cer-
tainty to businesses and workers be-
tween our two countries.

As a member of both the Ways and
Means Trade Subcommittee and our
Select Committee on the Strategic
Competition Between the United
States and the Chinese Communist
Party, I know how important our rela-
tionship with Taiwan is, both in terms
of trade and national security.
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This bill will open the door for us to
continue to develop a strong economic
partnership, especially in the tech-
nology and semiconductor sectors, and
help the United States reduce our reli-
ance on China.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman,
Speaker JOHNSON, and all the members
of the Ways and Means Committee for
bringing this legislation to the floor
today.

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from California
(Mr. PANETTA).

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding, and I
thank the chairman for bringing this
bill to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
the United States-Taiwan Expedited
Double-Tax Relief Act.

This is a bipartisan bill that would
address the issue of double taxation be-
tween Taiwan and the United States.
That is an issue that has long impaired
our mutual investment opportunities,
including the ability of the United
States to shore up the semiconductor
supply chain and fully capitalize on the
potential of our partnership with Tai-
wan.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t need to remind
my colleagues of the security chal-
lenges that we faced during the pan-
demic, when we dealt with the over-
whelming supply chain issues, espe-
cially for semiconductor chips.

That shortage led to sky-high prices
for everyday items, and it impacted
critical industries in healthcare, de-
fense, and the technology sector.

What we quickly realized is that one
of the ways that we can prevent such
shortages is to partner with trusted
producers like Taiwan and increase
mutual investment that can lead to
supply chain security.

However, that type of investment
that is needed for this type of partner-
ship is hard to do when there is double
taxation. It simply won’t happen when
income is taxed in the country where it
is earned and then taxed again when it
is repatriated back to its home coun-
try.

That is just not a recipe for invest-
ment, for partnership, for success, and
for our security. That is why we need
to pass this legislation that allows us
to enter into a treaty with Taiwan that
limits that type of double taxation.

Mr. Speaker, as was just heard from
my colleague from Illinois (Mr.
LAHOOD), Taiwan is the seventh largest
trading partner of the United States,
yet it is also the largest trading part-
ner without this type of tax agreement.

During both of my two visits to Tai-
wan last year, this issue came up with
President Lai in that he said to our
delegation: This is a way to improve
our economies and our security.

He knows and we know that the Tai-
wanese companies that are investing in
semiconductor facilities right here in
America and are helping fulfill the ob-
jectives of the CHIPS and Science Act
need the tax relief and regulation clar-
ity now more than ever.
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The bipartisan legislation that we
are considering today would address
this issue by setting a framework for
such a treaty, reducing tax with-
holding rates, and providing clear
guidelines for what is taxed, who is
taxed, and when it is taxed.

Putting it simply, Mr. Speaker, it
would establish clarity and certainty
by ending double taxation, encouraging
investment, and strengthening our eco-
nomic partnership.

Mr. Speaker, despite the policy of
strategic ambiguity when it comes to
the defense of Taiwan, what is clear is
that the United States supports the
people of Taiwan and a strong eco-
nomic partnership with Taiwan with
this bipartisan legislation that ulti-
mately bolsters our stability, our pros-
perity, and the security of both of our
great nations.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as she may consume
to the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman SMITH for
yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 33. Taiwan and the United
States have a long and productive rela-
tionship. Last fall, I had the oppor-
tunity to visit Taipei and learn about
the robust investments Taiwan is mak-
ing right there in semiconductor manu-
facturing. Taiwanese companies are
also making large investments right
here in the United States.

Ending double taxation between our
two countries will be beneficial to both
the American businesses in Taiwan and
the Taiwanese businesses investing in
the United States. I deeply value our
continued partnership with our ally
Taiwan, and I know that this bill will
g0 a long way to secure our economic
relationship for years to come.

As a member of the Trade Sub-
committee, ensuring mutually bene-
ficial relationships with our allies is
very important to me. Of course, being
a West Virginian, I always welcome our
friends from Taiwan to come visit our
beautiful State.

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from the Vir-
gin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT).

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 33.

This legislation, supported by the
Biden-Harris administration, is an op-
portunity for the United States to
strengthen its economic ties with Tai-
wan. H.R. 33 creates a new section
within the tax code to facilitate mu-
tual investment from the TUnited
States into Taiwan and vice versa by
reducing double taxation traps for Tai-
wanese residents with income from
sources within the United States.

By removing these traps, H.R. 33 fa-
cilitates the creation of a strong do-
mestic semiconductor ecosystem, cre-
ates jobs, and incentivizes investments
in semiconductor technology and our
American economy.

Securing our Nation’s position at the
forefront of the chip manufacturing
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race is possible only if we constantly
work to remove the barriers to devel-
oping American manufacturing, both
in our tax code and regulatory environ-
ment.

The United States and Taiwan have
long shared a strong economic partner-
ship powered by extensive two-way
trade, and we must ensure that this
partnership remains robust. It is crit-
ical that we work to improve our exist-
ing trade agreement with Taiwan and
ensure that future trade agreements
continue to facilitate the development
of domestic American manufacturing.

As elected officials, it is our responsi-
bility to ensure the tax code works for
the benefit of all. Supporting H.R. 33
makes certain that our tax code re-
flects the values of fairness and trust.

As a member of the Intelligence
Committee in the 118th Congress, I can
tell my colleagues that this increased
trade, both in the Pacific and viewed
throughout the world, is helpful to
America’s strength.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
HERN).

Mr. HERN of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding
me time.

Mr. Speaker, combating the CCP’s
malign influence across the globe de-
mands strong partnerships and a
steady backbone. Our partnership with
Taiwan is critical to that goal.

In 2023, I led a delegation to Taiwan,
where we met with former President
Tsai and current President Lai. We saw
firsthand the importance of the eco-
nomic partnership between our great
nations, a partnership meaningful not
only in economic terms, but in the true
friendship and goodwill we share, as
well as our common values. Taiwan is
fighting for the very thing that our
Founding Fathers did: freedom and op-
portunity.

Taiwan does not ask for our support
without bringing their own strengths
to the table. They have increased in-
vestment in domestic research and de-
velopment to improve their own deter-
rence capabilities and are invested
heavily in the semiconductor industry
here in the United States of America.

Unfortunately, without a formal tax
treaty with Taiwan, double taxation is
deterring further Taiwanese invest-
ments in the United States. This
unique issue requires a unique solu-
tion. H.R. 33 will alleviate the double
taxation burden and, in turn, bolster
the U.S. supply chain.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support
H.R. 33 today, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. AUCHINCLOSS).

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of H.R. 33, the
United States-Taiwan Expedited Dou-
ble-Tax Relief Act.

This bill codifies the strong partner-
ship between the United States and
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Taiwan by granting benefits to Tai-
wan’s residents that invest in the
United States without the undue bur-
den of additional taxation.

Taiwan’s vibrant democracy and
strong economy represent opportunity
in the Indo-Pacific. In 2024, the United
States was Taiwan’s largest destina-
tion for its direct foreign investment,
totaling more than $14 billion.

To date, the United States has signed
double taxation agreements with over
60 countries, including the People’s Re-
public of China. It does not have one
with Taiwan. The scope and severity of
the threat from the Chinese Com-
munist Party is crystallized in the Tai-
wan Strait, which is under constant
harassment.

The United States and Taiwan should
help support each other’s democracies
through collaboration on countering
disinformation and propaganda. We
should go further to strengthen one an-
other’s economies through increased
flows of trade and investment by nego-
tiating expanded market access, com-
mon rules, and the end of this double
taxation on Taiwanese investment in
the United States. This is especially
critical as we look to revive U.S. semi-
conductor manufacturing.

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

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield an ad-
ditional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Speaker, as
the United States seeks to strengthen
our position in the Indo-Pacific, let us
commit to Taiwan as a long-term ally.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
MORAN), one of our newest members of
the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the United States-
Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax Relief
Act.

Taiwanese companies in America, in-
cluding those in critical semiconductor
sectors, face double tax burdens due to
the lack of a U.S.-Taiwan tax agree-
ment.

Taiwan is one of our largest trading
partners without such a treaty, yet it
supports more than 22,000 U.S. jobs and
contributed $185 million to U.S. re-
search in 2021.

This bill addresses these issues by
eliminating double taxation, reducing
withholding tax rates, and clarifying
residency rules. It strengthens our eco-
nomic alliance with Taiwan, ensuring a
reliable supply chain for semiconduc-
tors and reducing dependence on China
and our adversaries.

In my home State of Texas, Tai-
wanese tech companies are investing
billions in advanced manufacturing,
but double taxation threatens their
ability to operate effectively. Today’s
bipartisan bill equips us to expand
cross-border investment, safeguard
critical supply chains, and push back
against China’s growing influence.

Without this legislation, we will risk
alienating Taiwan, one of our strongest

The
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partners in the Indo-Pacific region. We
also risk ceding more power to China
in the Taiwan Strait and isolating our-
selves further on the global economic
stage. That is simply unacceptable.

This bill is critical to reaffirming our
commitment to economic growth, na-
tional security, and the U.S.-Taiwan
partnership.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in
Congress to support this vital legisla-
tion to do just that.

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from California
(Mr. MIN).

Mr. MIN. Mr. Speaker, I was just
elected to represent California’s 47th
Congressional District in the heart of
Orange County, and we have quite a
sizeable Chinese-American population.

I have spoken with many constitu-
ents who are deeply concerned about
the future of Taiwan, particularly in
the face of increased aggression and a
lot of rhetoric.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important
that we signal here that we are
strengthening the relationship between
our two countries.

For the past 75 years, the United
States and Taiwan have enjoyed a spe-
cial relationship, one rooted in our
shared values of freedom and democ-
racy.
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That has also been bolstered by a
strong national security relationship
founded on Ronald Reagan’s Six Assur-
ances to Taiwan. Of course, we have
had a strong economic relationship
based on a lot of mutual trade and in-
vestment, including around semicon-
ductor chips and other critical goods.

Now, this is the seventh largest trad-
ing partner of the United States. It is a
large trading partner of my State of
California. I think it is important we
end this regime of double taxation,
continue strengthening our ties, en-
couraging more economic investments,
and ensuring that we are bolstering our
national security.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote “‘aye.”

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BEAN), one of the newest members to
the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Chairman SMITH for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, standing up to the Chi-
nese Communist Party is a no-brainer,
and standing up to Communist China
means standing with Taiwan.

Mr. Speaker, Taiwan’s security and
economic prosperity are important to
the United States and the rest of the
world. Why? That is because if any-
thing were to happen to Taiwan, the ef-
fect on the global economy would be
devastating.

Here are the numbers: Taiwan is the
United States’ 7th largest trading part-
ner, 10th largest export market, and
8th largest source of imports. Taiwan
is the biggest trading partner without
a deal with the United States.
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Today, Taiwan is and will remain one
of our most strategic partners and al-
lies in the region. This is not only be-
cause of our shared values of democ-
racy, peace, and freedom, but also our
economic ties.

As Communist China continues to
threaten America’s interests, we must
do all we can to strengthen our part-
nership with Taiwan. That is why, Mr.
Speaker, we need H.R. 33, the United
States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax
Relief Act.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
stand with me and support my friend
from Missouri, Chairman JASON SMITH,
and his timely bill to strengthen our
economic ties with Taiwan and em-
power Americans doing business in the
country.

The correct answer on H.R. 33 is a
‘“‘yes’ vote.

Mr. Speaker, this bill makes it clear
that the United States stands with our
economic ally and supports a strong
and prosperous Taiwan.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
YAKYM), another new member of the
Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the United States-
Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax Relief
Act.

The EU, U.K., Japan, Australia, and
New Zealand are among the countries
that have a tax treaty with Taiwan.
The U.S. is not one of them. In fact,
Taiwan is our largest trading partner
and ally that isn’t covered by a tax
treaty.

This puts American companies and
citizens at a competitive disadvantage.
The bill before us would level the play-
ing field. It would incentivize Taiwan
to provide tax benefits to Americans
that are similar to those of a tax trea-
ty. Once Taiwan has done so, the
United States would provide those
same benefits to Taiwan.

Taiwan is a key partner in derisking
our supply chains away from China.
Taiwanese investment already supports
21,000 American jobs, and over $1.5 bil-
lion in American exports. Reducing
double taxation will strengthen our
partnership, increase bilateral invest-
ment, and create jobs.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
SMITH and Ranking Member NEAL for
their leadership on this issue. I urge
my colleagues to support this bill.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
SMITH), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Trade.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of the United
States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax
Relief Act.

The bill, as we have been hearing,
would align the tax treatment of in-
come earned in the U.S. by Taiwanese
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residents and businesses with that of
any other foreign national from a
country with whom the United States
has a tax treaty, preventing the double
taxation of Taiwanese residents and
businesses engaging in business with
Americans.

As we know, Taiwan is an important
and strategic ally in the Indo-Pacific
region, and a democratic success story,
I might add a lowercase democratic
success story, but we know that it is
the eighth largest trading partner to
our country.

U.S. exports to Taiwan support hun-
dreds of thousands of American jobs,
and cumulative Taiwanese investment
in the U.S. totals more than $137 bil-
lion.

Taiwan also plays a critical role in
our technology supply chains as we
have been hearing and is certainly a
key national security partner.

Despite this, on the list of the 66
countries the U.S. currently has in-
come tax treaties with, including
China, Taiwan is conspicuously absent.

Eliminating the undue double tax-
ation of Taiwanese residents and busi-
nesses promotes economic efficiency
and integration, strengthens our stra-
tegic partnership with Taiwan, and re-
inforces the long-term economic sta-
bility American businesses and our
trusted allies need to invest for the fu-
ture and combat the influence of bad
actors.

In the face of regular threats to its
security and economic stability by a
predatory adversary, Taiwan and its
people have called on us to live up to
our commitment as a strategic partner
and friend to freedom-loving nations.

This is a good bill which delivers an
overdue solution to an issue which has
strong bipartisan support. I appreciate
the discussions that we have been hav-
ing here today. This strengthens ties
that we have with a trusted ally, as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly encourage all
my colleagues to support the bill.

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

In closing, Taiwan is the only one of
our top 10 trading partners with whom
we do not have an income tax agree-
ment, and we need to solve this prob-
lem by taking advantage of our robust
and growing economic partnership.
That is why the Ways and Means Com-
mittee favorably reported this bill in a
unanimous bipartisan vote last Con-
gress. I enthusiastically support this
legislation, and I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes.”

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

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

Mr. Speaker, to continue to rely on
China for critical items like semi-
conductors and chips is very dan-
gerous. There is no reason America
can’t make those same items. This bi-
partisan bill will remove unfair tax
barriers for American workers and
businesses, strengthen our Nation’s
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manufacturing base,
right here at home.

The United States is Taiwan’s largest
trading partner without a tax treaty,
and that means American workers are
at a disadvantage. If the relationship
between the United States and Taiwan
is to serve as a defense against China,
our workers must be on equal footing
with one another. I hope my colleagues
will join me in supporting this critical
bill that will shift control over our
economy away from China and back to-
ward American workers and businesses.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NUNN of Iowa). All time for debate has
expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 5, the
previous question is ordered on the bill.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on passage of the bill.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 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.

and grow jobs

The

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Avery M.
Stringer, one of his secretaries.

————

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 1 o’clock and 39 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
0J 1600
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. VAN DREW) at 4 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:

Motions to suspend the rules and
pass:

H.R. 164, and

H.R. 144; and

Passage of H.R. 33.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
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tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

PROMOTING OPPORTUNITIES TO
WIDEN ELECTRICAL RESILIENCE
ACT OF 2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 164) to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act to authorize Fed-
eral agencies to provide certain essen-
tial assistance for hazard mitigation
for electric utilities, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 2,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 13]

YEAS—419

Adams Ciscomani Finstad
Aderholt Cisneros Fischbach
Aguilar Clark (MA) Fitzgerald
Alford Clarke (NY) Fitzpatrick
Allen Cleaver Fleischmann
Amo Cline Fletcher
Amodei (NV) Cloud Flood
Ansari Clyburn Fong
Arrington Clyde Foster
Auchincloss Cohen Foushee
Babin Cole Foxx
Bacon Collins Frankel, Lois
Baird Comer Franklin, Scott
Balderson Conaway Friedman
Balint Connolly Frost
Barr Correa Fry
Barragan Costa Fulcher
Barrett Courtney Garamendi
Baumgartner Craig Garbarino
Bean (FL) Crane Garcia (CA)
Beatty Crank Garcia (IL)
Begich Crawford Garcia (TX)
Bell Crenshaw Gill (TX)
Bentz Crockett Gillen
Bera Crow Gimenez
Bergman Cuellar Golden (ME)
Beyer Davids (KS) Goldman (NY)
Bice Davidson Goldman (TX)
Biggs (AZ) Davis (IL) Gomez
Biggs (SC) Davis (NC) Gonzales, Tony
Bilirakis De La Cruz Gonzalez, V.
Bishop Dean (PA) Gooden
Boebert DeGette Goodlander
Bonamici DeLauro Gosar
Bost DelBene Graves
Boyle (PA) Deluzio Gray
Bresnahan DeSaulnier Green (TN)
Brown DesJarlais Green, Al (TX)
Brownley Dexter Greene (GA)
Buchanan Diaz-Balart Griffith
Budzinski Dingell Grothman
Burchett Doggett Guest
Burlison Donalds Guthrie
Bynum Downing Hageman
Calvert Dunn (FL) Hamadeh (AZ)
Cammack Edwards Harder (CA)
Carbajal Elfreth Haridopolos
Carey Ellzey Harrigan
Carson Emmer Harris (MD)
Carter (GA) Escobar Harris (NC)
Carter (LA) Espaillat Harshbarger
Carter (TX) Estes Hayes
Casar Evans (CO) Hern (OK)
Case Evans (PA) Higgins (LA)
Casten Ezell Hill (AR)
Castor (FL) Fallon Himes
Castro (TX) Fedorchak Hinson
Cherfilus- Feenstra Horsford

McCormick Fields Houchin
Chu Figures Houlahan
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Hoyer McGovern Scott (VA)
Hoyle (OR) McGuire Scott, Austin
Hudson Meclver Scott, David
Huffman Meeks Self
Huizenga Menendez Sessions
Hunt Meng Sewell
Hurd (CO) Messmer Sherrill
Issa Meuser Shreve
Ivey Mfume Simon
Jack Miller (IL) Simpson
Jackson (IL) Miller (OH) Smith (MO)
Jackson (TX) M%ller (WV) Smith (NE)
Jacobs M}ller—Meeks Smith (NJ)
James M}lls Smith (WA)
Jayapal Min Smucker
Jeffries Moolenaar Sorensen
Johnson (GA) Moore (AL) Soto
Johnson (SD) Moore (NC) Spartz
Johnson (TX) Moore (UT) Stansbury
Jordan Moore (WI)
Joyce (OH) Moore (WV) Stanton
Joyce (PA) Moran Staubgr
Kamlager-Dove Morelle Ste'famk
Kaptur Morrison Steil
Kean Moskowitz Steube
Keating Moulton Stevens
Kelly (IL) Mrvan Strickland
Kelly (MS) Mullin Strong
Kelly (PA) Murphy Stutzman
Kennedy (NY) Nadler Subramanyam
Kennedy (UT) Neal Suozzi
Khanna Neguse Swalwell
Kiggans (VA) Nehls Sykes
Kiley (CA) Newhouse Takano
Kim Norcross Taylor
Knott Nunn (IA) Tenney
Krishnamoorthi  Obernolte Thanedar
Kustoff Ocasio-Cortez Thompson (CA)
LaHood Ogles Thompson (MS)
LaLota Olszewski Thompson (PA)
Landsman Omar Tiffany
Langworthy Onder Timmons
Larsen (WA) Owens Titus
Larson (CT) Pallone Tlaib
Latimer Palmer Tokuda
Latta Panetta Tonko
Lawler Pappas Torres (CA)
Lee (FL) Perez Torres (NY)
Lee (NV) Perry Trahan
Lee (PA) Peters Tran
Leger Fernandez Pﬂuger Turner (TX)
Letl‘ow Pingree Underwood
Levin Pocan Valadao
Liccardo Pou Van Drew
Lieu Pressley Van Duyne
Lofgren Quigley
Loudermilk Ramirez Van Orden
Lucas Randall Vargas
Luna Raskin Vasquez
Luttrell Reschenthaler Vea§ey
Lynch Riley (NY) Velazquez
Mace Rivas Vindman
Mackenzie Rogers (KY) Wagner
Magaziner Rose Walberg
Malliotakis Ross Wasserman
Maloy Rouzer Schultz
Mann Roy Waters
Mannion Ruiz Watson Coleman
Mast Rulli Weber (TX)
Matsui Rutherford Webster (FL)
McBath Ryan Westerman
McBride Salazar Whitesides
McCaul Salinas Wied
McClain Delaney Sanchez Williams (GA)
McClellan Scanlon Williams (TX)
MecClintock Schakowsky Wilson (FL)
McCollum Schmidt Wilson (SC)
McCormick Schneider Wittman
McDonald Rivet ~ Scholten Womack
McDowell Schrier Yakym
McGarvey Schweikert Zinke
NAYS—2
Brecheen Massie
NOT VOTING—12
Gottheimer Norman Scalise
Grijalva Pelosi Sherman
LaMalfa Pettersen Turner (OH)
McClain Rogers (AL) Waltz
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
SALARY TRANSPARENCY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 144) to provide that the Fed-
eral Reports Elimination and Sunset
Act of 1995 does not apply to certain re-
ports required to be submitted by the
Tennessee Valley Authority, and for
other purposes on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 14]
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Hudson McGuire Schweikert
Huffman Mclver Scott (VA)
Huizenga Meeks Scott, Austin
Hunt Menendez Scott, David
Hurd (CO) Meng Self
Issa Messmer Sessions
Ivey Meuser Sewell
Jack Mfume Sherrill
Jackson (IL) Miller (IL) Shreve
Jackson (TX) Miller (OH) Simon
Jacobs Miller (WV) Simpson
James Miller-Meeks Smith (MO)
Jayapal Mills Smith (NE)
Jeffries Min Smith (NJ)
Johnson (GA) Moolenaar Smith (WA)
Johnson (SD) Moore (AL) Smucker
Johnson (TX) Moore (NC) Sorensen
Jordan Moore (UT) Soto
Joyce (OH) Moore (WI) Spartz
Joyce (PA) Moore (WV) Stansbury
Kamlager-Dove Moran Stanton
Kaptur Morelle Stauber
Keag Morrison Stefanik
Keating Moskowitz Steil
Kelly (IL) Moulton Steube
Kelly ) i Stevens
elly ullin :
Kennedy (NY) Murphy z‘ggcnkgland
Kennedy (UT) Nadler Stutzman
Khanna Neal Subramanyam
Kiggans (VA) Neguse Suozzi
Kiley (CA) Nehls Swalwell
Kim Newhouse S
ykes

Knott Norcross Takano
Krishnamoorthi Norman Taylor
Kustoff Nunn (IA) Tenney
LaHood Obernolte Thanedar
LaLota Ocasio-Cortez

Thompson (CA)
LaMalfa Ogles Thompson (MS)
Landsman Olszewski Th b PA
Langworthy Omar . ompson (PA)
Larsen (WA) Onder T}ffany
Larson (CT) Owens T}mmons
Latimer Pallone Titus
Latta Palmer Tlaib
Lawler Panetta Tokuda
Lee (FL) Pappas Tonko
Lee (NV) Perez Torres (CA)
Lee (PA) Perry Torres (NY)
Leger Fernandez Peters Trahan
Letlow Pfluger Tran
Levin Pingree Turner (TX)
Lieu Pocan Underwood
Lofgren Pou Valadao
Loudermilk Pressley Van Drew
Lucas Quigley Van Duyne
Luna Ramirez Van Orden
Luttrell Randall Vargas
Lynch Raskin Vasquez
Mace Reschenthaler Veasey
Mackenzie Riley (NY) Velazquez
Magaziner Rivas Vindman
Malliotakis Rogers (AL) Wagner
Maloy Rogers (KY) Walberg
Mann Rose Wasserman
Mannion Ross Schultz
Massie Rouzer Waters
Mast Roy Watson Coleman
Matsui Ruiz Weber (TX)
McBath Rulli Webster (FL)
McBride Rutherford Westerman
McCaul Ryan Whitesides
McClain Delaney Salazar Wied
MecClellan Salinas Williams (GA)
McClintock Sanchez Williams (TX)
McCollum Scanlon Wilson (FL)
McCormick Schakowsky Wilson (SC)
McDonald Rivet ~ Schmidt Wittman
McDowell Schneider Womack
McGarvey Scholten Yakym
McGovern Schrier Zinke

NOT VOTING—10

Gottheimer Pelosi Turner (OH)
Grijalva Pettersen Waltz
Liccardo Scalise
McClain Sherman

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

YEAS—423

Adams Ciscomani Fischbach
Aderholt Cisneros Fitzgerald
Aguilar Clark (MA) Fitzpatrick
Alford Clarke (NY) Fleischmann
Allen Cleaver Fletcher
Amo Cline Flood
Amodei (NV) Cloud Fong
Ansari Clyburn Foster
Arrington Clyde Foushee
Auchincloss Cohen Foxx
Babin Cole Frankel, Lois
Bacon Collins Franklin, Scott
Baird Comer Friedman
Balderson Conaway Frost
Balint Connolly Fry
Barr Correa Fulcher
Barragan Costa Garamendi
Barrett Courtney Garbarino
Baumgartner Craig Garcia (CA)
Bean (FL) Crane Garcla (IL)
Beatty Crank Garcia (TX)
Begich Crawford Gill (TX)
Bell Crenshaw Gillen
Bentz Crockett Gimenez
Bera Crow Golden (ME)
Bergman Cuellar Goldman (NY)
Beyer Davids (KS) Goldman (TX)
Bice Davidson Gomez
Biggs (AZ) Davis (IL) Gonzales, Tony
Biggs (SC) Davis (NC) Gonzalez, V.
Bilirakis De La Cruz Gooden
Bishop Dean (PA) Goodlander
Boebert DeGette Gosar
Bonamici DeLauro Graves
Bost DelBene Gray
Boyle (PA) Deluzio Green (TN)
Brecheen DeSaulnier Green, Al (TX)
Bresnahan DesJarlais Greene (GA)
Brown Dexter Griffith
Brownley Diaz-Balart Grothman
Buchanan Dingell Guest
Budzinski Doggett Guthrie
Burchett Donalds Hageman
Burlison Downing Hamadeh (AZ)
Bynum Dunn (FL) Harder (CA)
Calvert Edwards Haridopolos
Cammack Elfreth Harrigan
Carbajal Ellzey Harris (MD)
Carey Emmer Harris (NC)
Carson Escobar Harshbarger
Carter (GA) Espaillat Hayes
Carter (LA) Estes Hern (OK)
Carter (TX) Evans (CO) Higgins (LA)
Casar Evans (PA) Hill (AR)
Case Ezell Himes
Casten Fallon Hinson
Castor (FL) Fedorchak Horsford
Castro (TX) Feenstra Houchin
Cherfilus- Fields Houlahan

McCormick Figures Hoyer
Chu Finstad Hoyle (OR)
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. LICCARDO. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 14, H.R. 144.

———————

UNITED STATES-TAIWAN EXPE-
DITED DOUBLE-TAX RELIEF ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of
the bill (H.R. 33) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide special
rules for the taxation of certain resi-
dents of Taiwan with income from
sources within the United States, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 1,
not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 15]

YEAS—423

Adams Chu Figures
Aderholt Ciscomani Finstad
Aguilar Cisneros Fischbach
Alford Clark (MA) Fitzgerald
Allen Clarke (NY) Fitzpatrick
Amo Cleaver Fleischmann
Amodei (NV) Cline Fletcher
Ansari Cloud Flood
Arrington Clyburn Fong
Auchincloss Clyde Foster
Babin Cohen Foushee
Bacon Cole Foxx
Baird Collins Frankel, Lois
Balderson Comer Franklin, Scott
Balint Conaway Friedman
Barr Connolly Frost
Barragan Correa Fry
Barrett Costa Fulcher
Baumgartner Courtney Garamendi
Bean (FL) Craig Garbarino
Beatty Crane Garcia (CA)
Begich Crank Garcia (IL)
Bell Crawford Garcia (TX)
Bentz Crenshaw Gill (TX)
Bera Crockett Gillen
Bergman Crow Gimenez
Beyer Cuellar Golden (ME)
Bice Davids (KS) Goldman (NY)
Biggs (AZ) Davidson Goldman (TX)
Biggs (SC) Dayvis (IL) Gomez
Bilirakis Davis (NC) Gonzales, Tony
Bishop De La Cruz Gonzalez, V.
Boebert Dean (PA) Gooden
Bonamici DeGette Goodlander
Bost DeLauro Gosar
Boyle (PA) DelBene Graves
Brecheen Deluzio Gray
Bresnahan DeSaulnier Green (TN)
Brown DesJarlais Green, Al (TX)
Brownley Dexter Greene (GA)
Buchanan Diaz-Balart Griffith
Budzinski Dingell Grothman
Burchett Doggett Guest
Burlison Donalds Guthrie
Bynum Downing Hageman
Calvert Dunn (FL) Hamadeh (AZ)
Cammack Edwards Harder (CA)
Carbajal Elfreth Haridopolos
Carey Ellzey Harrigan
Carson Emmer Harris (MD)
Carter (GA) Escobar Harris (NC)
Carter (LA) Espaillat Harshbarger
Carter (TX) Estes Hayes
Casar Evans (CO) Hern (OK)
Case Evans (PA) Higgins (LA)
Casten Ezell Hill (AR)
Castor (FL) Fallon Himes
Castro (TX) Fedorchak Hinson
Cherfilus- Feenstra Horsford

McCormick Fields Houchin

Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hunt

Hurd (CO)
Issa

Ivey

Jack
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (TX)
Jacobs
James
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kean
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy (NY)
Kennedy (UT)
Khanna
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley (CA)
Kim

Knott
Krishnamoorthi
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Landsman
Langworthy
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer
Latta

Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Letlow

Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Lynch

Mace
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Mannion
Mast

Matsui
McBath
McBride
McCaul
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McClintock
McCollum
McCormick
McDonald Rivet
McDowell

Gottheimer
Grijalva
McClain

McGarvey
McGovern
McGuire
Mclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Messmer
Meuser
Mfume
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills

Min
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Norcross
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Ogles
Olszewski
Omar
Onder
Owens
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Perez
Perry
Peters
Pfluger
Pingree
Pocan

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Reschenthaler
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose

Ross
Rouzer
Roy

Ruiz

Rulli
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schmidt
Schneider
Scholten

NAYS—1
Massie

NOT VOTING—9

Pelosi
Pettersen
Scalise
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Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Self
Sessions
Sewell
Sherrill
Shreve
Simon
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spartz
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strickland
Strong
Stutzman
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Turner (TX)
Underwood
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Whitesides
Wied
Williams (GA)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Sherman
Turner (OH)
Waltz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

So the bill was passed.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, due to the
devastating wildfire affecting my district and
Southern California, | was not present for to-
day’s vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 13, H.R. 164; YEA
on Roll Call No. 14, H.R. 144; and YEA on
Roll Call No. 15, H.R. 33.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, | missed
the following votes, but had | been present, |
would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 13,
YEA on Roll Call No. 14, and YEA on Roll
Call No. 15.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mrs. MCCLAIN. Mr. Speaker, due to a death
in the family, | needed to attend to the funeral
proceedings and was unable to vote on the
House floor. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 13, Passage of
H.R. 164, YEA on Roll Call No. 14, Passage
of H.R. 144, and YEA on Roll Call No. 15,
Passage of H.R. 33.

———
O 1645

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. HERN of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged
resolution and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 42

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Mr. Lucas,
Mr. Austin Scott of Georgia, Mr. Crawford,
Mr. DesJarlais, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr. Rouzer,
Mr. Kelly of Mississippi, Mr. Bacon, Mr.
Bost, Mr. Johnson of South Dakota, Mr.
Baird, Mr. Mann, Mr. Feenstra, Mrs. Miller
of Illinois, Mr. Moore of Alabama, Mrs.
Cammack, Mr. Finstad, Mr. Rose, Mr. Jack-
son of Texas, Ms. De La Cruz, Mr. Nunn of
Iowa, Mr. Van Orden, Mr. Newhouse, Mr.
Wied, Mr. Bresnahan, Mr. Messmer, Mr. Har-
ris of North Carolina, Mr. Taylor.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. Smith
of New Jersey, Mr. Wilson of South Carolina,
Mr. McCaul, Mr. Perry, Mr. Issa, Mrs. Wag-
ner, Mr. Burchett, Mr. Green of Tennessee,
Mr. Barr, Mr. Jackson of Texas, Mrs. Kim,
Ms. Salazar, Mr. Huizenga, Mrs. Radewagen,
Mr. Davidson, Mr. Baird, Mr. Kean, Mr.
Lawler, Mr. Mills, Mr. Self, Mr. Zinke, Mr.
Moylan, Mrs. Luna, Mr. Shreve, Mrs. Biggs
of South Carolina, Mr. Baumgartner, Mr.
Mackenzie.

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES: Mr.
Wittman, Mr. McClintock, Mr. Gosar, Mrs.
Radewagen, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr. Webster of
Florida, Mr. Fulcher, Mr. Stauber, Mr. Tif-
fany, Ms. Boebert, Mr. Bentz, Mrs. Kiggans

of Virginia, Mr. Hunt, Mr. Collins, Ms.
Hageman, Mr. Amodei of Nevada, Mr.
Walberg, Mr. Ezell, Ms. Maloy, Mr.

McDowell, Mr. Crank, Mr. Begich, Mr. Hurd
of Colorado, Mr. Kennedy of Utah.
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECH-
NOLOGY: Mr. Weber of Texas, Mr. Baird, Mr.
Webster of Florida, Mr. Obernolte, Mr.
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Fleischmann, Mr. Issa, Ms. Tenney, Mr.
Scott Franklin of Florida, Mr. Miller of
Ohio, Mr. McCormick, Mr. Collins, Mr. Fong,
Mr. Rouzer, Mr. Self, Mr. Harrigan, Mrs.
Biggs of South Carolina, Mr. Hurd of Colo-
rado, Mr. Haridopolos, Mr. Kennedy of Utah,
Mr. Begich.

Mr. HERN of Oklahoma (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOLDMAN of Texas). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

PROVIDING FOR ATTENDANCE OF
THE HOUSE AT THE INAUGURAL
CEREMONIES OF THE PRESIDENT
AND VICE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. HERN of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, I send to the desk a privileged reso-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 43

Resolved, That at 10:30 a.m. on Monday,
January 20, 2025, the House shall proceed to
the West Front of the Capitol for the purpose
of attending the inaugural ceremonies of the
President and Vice President of the United
States; and that upon the conclusion of the
ceremonies the House stands adjourned until
noon on Tuesday, January 21, 2025 for morn-
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legislative
business.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 44

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.—Mr. David
Scott of Georgia, Mr. Costa, Mr. McGovern,
Ms. Adams, Mrs. Hayes, Ms. Brown, Ms. Da-
vids of Kansas, Ms. Salinas, Mr. Davis of
North Carolina, Ms. Tokuda, Ms. Budzinski,
Mr. Sorensen, Mr. Vasquez, Mr. Jackson of
Illinois, Mr. Thanedar, Mr. Gray, Ms.
McDonald Rivet, Mr. Figures, Mr. Vindman,
Mr. Riley of New York, Mr. Mannion, Mrs.
McClain Delaney.

(2) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Mr.
Sherman, Mr. Connolly, Mr. Keating, Mr.
Bera, Mr. Castro of Texas, Ms. Titus, Mr.
Lieu, Ms. Jacobs, Mrs. Cherfilus-McCormick,
Mr. Stanton, Mr. Moskowitz, Mr. Jackson of
Illinois, Ms. Kamlager-Dove, Mr. Costa, Mr.
Amo, Mr. Mfume, Ms. Jayapal, Mr. Latimer,
Mr. Olszewski, Ms. Johnson of Texas, Ms.
McBride.
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(3) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.—
Mr. Grijalva, Mr. Neguse, Ms. Leger
Fernandez, Ms. Stansbury, Ms. Hoyle of Or-
egon, Mr. Magaziner, Mr. Golden of Maine,
Mr. Min, Ms. Dexter, Mr. Hernandez, Ms.
Randall, Ms. Ansari, Ms. Elfreth, Mr. Gray,
Ms. Rivas.

(4) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY.—Ms. Bonamici, Ms. Stevens,
Ms. Ross, Ms. Salinas, Mrs. Foushee, Mrs.
Sykes, Mr. Frost, Mr. Amo, Mr.
Subramanyam, Ms. Rivas, Mr. Turner of
Texas, Ms. McBride, Ms. Gillen, Mr.
Whitesides, Ms. Friedman, Mrs. McClain
Delaney, Mr. Riley of New York.

Mr. AGUILAR (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be considered as
read.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 361

Mr. DUNN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
hereby remove my name as cosponsor
of H.R. 361.

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

———————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. DUNN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
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 Florida?

There was no objection.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
THE WIDESPREAD HUMANI-
TARIAN CRISIS IN AFGHANISTAN
AND THE POTENTIAL FOR A
DEEPENING ECONOMIC COL-
LAPSE IN AFGHANISTAN—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 119-11)

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 Committees on Foreign Affairs
and Financial Services 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
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the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to the
widespread humanitarian crisis in Af-
ghanistan and the potential for a deep-
ening economic collapse in Afghani-
stan declared in Executive Order 14064
of February 11, 2022, is to continue in
effect beyond February 11, 2025.

The widespread humanitarian crisis
in Afghanistan—including the urgent
needs of the people of Afghanistan for
food security, livelihoods support,
water, sanitation, health, hygiene, and
shelter and settlement assistance,
among other basic human needs—and
the potential for a deepening economic
collapse in Afghanistan continue to
pose an unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. In ad-
dition, the preservation of certain
property of Da Afghanistan Bank
(DAB) held in the United States by
United States financial institutions is
of the utmost importance to addressing
this national emergency and the wel-
fare of the people of Afghanistan. Var-
ious parties, including representatives
of victims of terrorism, have asserted
legal claims against certain property
of DAB or indicated in public court fil-
ings an intent to make such claims.
This property is blocked under Execu-
tive Order 14064.

Therefore, I have determined that it
is necessary to continue the national
emergency declared in Executive Order
14064 with respect to the widespread
humanitarian crisis in Afghanistan and
the potential for a deepening economic
collapse in Afghanistan.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 15, 2025.

——————

TAKING ADDITIONAL STEPS WITH
RESPECT TO THE SITUATION IN
SYRIA—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119-12)

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:

Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.), the National Emergencies
Act (b0 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), and section
301 of title 3, United States Code, 1
hereby report that I have issued an Ex-
ecutive Order in order to take addi-
tional steps with respect to the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive
Order 13894 of October 14, 2019 (Block-
ing Property and Suspending Entry of
Certain Persons Contributing to the
Situation in Syria).

The order makes minimal edits to
Executive Order 13894 in light of the
fact that certain operations referenced
in that order ceased 5 years ago. In par-
ticular, under the amended order, the
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United States may still sanction any
person determined to be responsible for
or complicit in, or to have directly or
indirectly engaged in, or attempted to
engage in actions or policies that fur-
ther threaten the peace, security, sta-
bility, or territorial integrity of Syria
or the commission of serious human
rights abuse.
I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order I have issued.
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 15, 2025.

———
VIRGINIA IS A BORDER STATE

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

Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as the Representative of Vir-
ginia’s Fifth Congressional District.

I am honored to serve nearly 800,000
Virginians.

Virginia, thousands of miles from the
border, is a border State. Every coun-
ty, city, and town is a border county,
city, and town under the current ad-
ministration.

Last week, I voted on my first bill,
the Laken Riley Act. Illegal aliens are
robbing, sexually assaulting, and mur-
dering American citizens. This bill de-
tains illegal immigrants who commit
additional crimes, like theft, until
they get deported.

Laken had a bright future, but her
life was cut short when an illegal alien
murdered her while she was jogging
one morning. She fought and did every-
thing right.

The perpetrator kept getting released
from jail because of weak America-last
policies.

I was proud to vote in favor of this
legislation introduced by my good
friend, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. COLLINS), who is empowering law
enforcement to do their job.

———
HONORING FORMER MINNESOTA
SENATE MAJORITY LEADER

KARI DZIEDZIC

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

Ms. OMAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the late former Minnesota
Senate Majority Leader Kari Dziedzic.

Senator Dziedzic was an incredible
public servant who transformed the
lives of so many. During her historic
tenure, Senator Dziedzic led the Min-
nesota Legislature in passing signifi-
cant investments in our State’s public
education system, transportation in-
frastructure, affordable housing, and
green economy.

Her efforts resulted in Minnesota
passing universal school meals, pro-
tecting bodily autonomy, and ensuring
paid family and medical leave for Min-
nesota’s workers.

It was an honor to serve alongside
her when I was first elected to the Min-
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nesota Legislature and to continue to
hold her leadership as an inspiration as
I serve the communities of Minnesota’s
Fifth District.

Her legacy of dedication to inclusive,
productive lawmaking and her stead-
fast commitment to her constituents
will be remembered for years to come.

———

PROMPT RELIEF TO VICTIMS IN
LOS ANGELES

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

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to stress the importance of
providing prompt relief to the victims
of the ongoing disaster and nightmare
in Los Angeles.

The relief measure should include di-
rect support for rebuilding and recov-
ery along with safeguards to assure
that that support gets to victims as
quickly and as efficaciously as pos-
sible.

Mr. Speaker, there will also need to
be a thoroughgoing Federal inquiry
into the causes of this catastrophe and
into political failures that enabled this
catastrophe.

We will need to use every tool that
we have to inject some common sense
into how California manages its forests
and water supply, but that should not
stand in the way of getting immediate
relief to the victims. These folks have
already paid an extraordinarily high
price for the failures of their govern-
ment, and they should not be punished
again.

———

AMERICANS DON'T TURN THEIR
BACKS ON EACH OTHER

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

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr.
Speaker, this image could be from the
California wildfires, but it is not. It is
from New Mexico’s Hermit’s Peak and
Calf Canyon Fires, which ravaged
northern New Mexico. We are still re-
covering from the inferno with help
from the Federal Government.

We might see a picture like this in
Montana or Utah or anywhere there
are droughts and extreme weather
events.

When disaster hit New Mexico, my
colleagues supported our State, includ-
ing recently Speaker JOHNSON and my
Republican friends. I am grateful that
we acted as one.

When hurricanes hit North Carolina,
Florida, and Georgia, we supported the
recovery in those States without condi-
tions because that is what we do.

Americans don’t turn their backs on
each other.

That should not change with Cali-
fornia. They need our help. New Mexi-
can firefighters are there helping, and
Congress must also help without plac-
ing conditions on emergency disaster
aid.
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Let’s act as one United States in the
face of this disaster.
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INCREDIBLE RETURN OF MR. MIKE
KEITH AS THE NEXT “VOICE OF
THE VOLS”

(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, I con-
gratulate and recognize the incredible
return of my good friend, Mr. Mike
Keith, as the next ‘““Voice of the Vols,”
to the University of Tennessee’s Vol
Network.

Born in Knoxville and raised in
Franklin, Mike started his career as
WUTK’s sports director in 1986 where
he provided dynamic play-by-plays and
captivating sports analysis.

Months after his initial appointment,
he was hired by the legendary John
Ward. Mike soon became the ‘“Voice of
the Baseball Vols” from 1992 to 1998.

It is not in my notes, but I will note
that I did throw out the first pitch one
time, and they said it was incredibly
accurate and incredibly fast.

Mike’s career did not stop there nor
did his hard work. In 1999, Mike took
over the play-by-play duties for the
Tennessee Titans, with his career as an
NFL broadcaster spanning a quarter
century.

Mike’s accolades speak for them-
selves. He is a member of five halls of
fame, including the Tennessee Sports
Hall of Fame, TSSAA Hall of Fame,
BGA Hall of Fame, Tennessee Radio
Hall of Fame, the University of Ten-
nessee Baseball Athletics Hall of Fame,
and being named Tennessee’s Sports-
caster of the Year 12 times.

Mike has now returned to Rocky Top
as the lead play-by-play announcer for
UT football and men’s basketball
games. He is a pioneer of radio broad-
casting and represents his alma mater
well.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Mike on
his return.

Go Big Orange.

———

REMEMBERING THE VICTIMS OF
THE BOURBON STREET TER-
RORIST ATTACK

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

Mr. CARTER of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in memory of
Martin ‘“‘Tiger’” Bech, William ‘“Billy”’
DiMaio, Elliot Wilkinson, Nicole Perez,
Kareem Badawi, Brandon Taylor,
Nikyra Dedeaux, Matthew Tenedorio,
Hubert Gauthreaux, Edward Pettifer,
Reggie Hunter, Drew Dauphin, Ter-
rence Kennedy, and LaTasha Polk.

These precious lives were taken from
us far too soon. We honor them not just
as names but as fathers, mothers, chil-
dren, and friends who brought light to
New Orleans and to this world.
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Last week, I stood with President
Biden at the Bourbon Street memorial.
We reflected on the profound loss felt
by our community and our Nation. In
the quiet of St. Louis Cathedral, we lit
candles and prayed for healing for the
injured survivors, for the grieving fam-
ilies, and for a city shaken but not bro-
ken.

This was not just an attack on New
Orleans; it was an assault on our
shared humanity, our spirit of joy, and
our enduring strength.

Let me be clear: New Orleans will
never let these lives be forgotten. We
will rise from this pain with unity,
love, and resilience as we always do.

Mr. Speaker, may God continue to
bless the victims, their families, the
great city of New Orleans, the great
State of Louisiana, and the great
United States of America.

——————

RECOGNIZING THE FIRST RE-
SPONDERS OF MONTANA'S SEC-
OND CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT
COMBATING THE CALIFORNIA
WILDFIRES

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

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the first responders
of Montana’s Second Congressional
District who are sacrificing time and
treasure to combat the ongoing
wildfires in southern California.

Firefighters from Columbus and Red
Lodge are joining groups like the Bil-
lings Flying Service and other crews
and individuals from across the State
to help those in need.

I applaud the leadership of these
groups, including Columbus Fire Res-
cue Chief Rich Cowger and Red Lodge
Fire Rescue Chief Tom Kuntz for set-
ting an example of service before self.

During my time as a combat search
and rescue enlisted aviator in the U.S.
Air Force, we had a motto: These
things we do, that others may live.

Mr. Speaker, these men and women
exemplify that motto, so I ask that
you join me in praying for and hon-
oring these brave Montanans who have
traveled far and wide and put them-
selves in harm’s way to protect the
lives and property of their fellow
Americans.

God bless and Godspeed to these he-
roes.

RECEIVING DISASTER AID SHOULD
NOT BE CONDITIONAL

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, some House
Republicans are threatening to with-
hold disaster aid to California unless
certain unknown conditions are met.
There is even talk about attaching dis-
aster aid to an increase in the debt
ceiling.
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Mr. Speaker, this could be your
State. Never in our Nation’s history
has the Federal Government placed
such politically driven conditions on
disaster aid to its own citizens. We can
have good-faith debates about water
policy and infrastructure deficiencies,
and we should, but that is not what
this is about.

This is a bad-faith effort to use Cali-
fornia as a punching bag. This is about
the promotion of half-truths, con-
spiracy theories, and outright lies, not
to mention it is a way out for House
Republicans.

They can’t raise the debt ceiling on
their own, so they want to tie that to
disaster aid. It is unconscionable.

Mr. Speaker, I say to my Republican
friends that it is unacceptable and
downright shameful to use the suf-
fering of Californians in need, or any-
one in need, to solve your internal po-
litical disputes. Please stop playing
games. Let’s get the disaster aid to the
people who need it, and let’s do it now.

———

HONORING GERRI McDANIEL

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

Mr. FRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the life of a dear friend and dedi-
cated public servant, Gerri McDaniel.

Gerri had a fierce determination to
better her community not just with
her words but with her actions, as well.

She was a resident of North Myrtle
Beach for nearly 22 years, where she
was active in her community, includ-
ing the Horry County Republican Wom-
en’s Club. She was a true pillar of the
South Carolina conservative move-
ment.

In 2016, Gerri worked for President
Donald Trump, helping to secure a his-
toric victory.

In 2020, she served as an elector to
our electoral college, helping to assign
our States’ nine votes to President
Donald Trump.

Gerri’s personality was infectious.
She was an incredibly hard worker, and
she had the unique ability to inspire
others to work diligently for the con-
servative cause.

Mr. Speaker, through all that she ac-
complished, one thing remained con-
stant: her passion for improving the
lives of South Carolina and our great
country. Her conviction, her fearless
leadership, and willingness to serve
will no doubt leave a lasting legacy for
all who knew her.

RECOGNIZING CHRISTOPHER
BROOKS AS OHIO’S 13th CON-
GRESSIONAL DISTRICT CHAM-
PION OF THE WEEK

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

Mrs. SYKES. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to recognize Christopher Brooks as
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Ohio’s 13th Congressional District
champion of the week.

Christopher is a senior AP art stu-
dent at Canton McKinley High School.
This year, he was awarded a Gold Key,
two Silver Keys, and an honorable
mention in the regional scholastic art
competition.

Christopher’s beginnings in art start-
ed in kindergarten, where he used his
creative skills to make unique con-
structions out of LEGO blocks. Fast-
forward to high school, and he has
taken his passion for art to the next
level by creating beautiful color pencil
works and oil paintings.

Christopher’s work that earned him a
Gold Key will now be considered for a
national award.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Chris-
topher on this fantastic accomplish-
ment, and wish him good luck as he
moves on to represent our region on
the national stage. He is a shining ex-
ample of why Ohio’s 13th Congressional
District is known as the birthplace of
champions.

————

HIGH-SPEED RAIL PROJECT HAS
BEEN A SYMBOL OF FISCAL MIS-
MANAGEMENT

(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, Gov-
ernor Gavin Newsom’s High-Speed Rail
project has been a symbol of fiscal mis-
management, and now the Department
of Government Efficiency here in D.C.,
known as DOGE, is stepping in to ex-
amine the situation, as well.

Originally projected to cost $33 bil-
lion back in 2008, the price tag has now
ballooned closer to $130 billion.

Despite an initial completion date
for 2020, now it is, at best, by about
2030, maybe even 2035. Zero passengers
have ridden on it because it is not pos-
sible yet.

This boondoggle has already con-
sumed $6.8 billion in Federal funds of
all U.S. taxpayers. Now they are ask-
ing for $8 billion more, which is way
short of $130 billion.

DOGE’s analysis paints a grim pic-
ture of a project spiraling out of con-
trol with no end in sight.

Governor Newsom keeps funneling
California tax dollars into this never-
ending pit, ignoring needs like critical
water infrastructure which could be
helping all of our State, including
southern California, if we could raise
Shasta Dam and gain 600,000 new acre-
feet.

We would have the ability to not be
short-funded on the brush removal that
needs to be happening in southern Cali-
fornia, as well as the forestry manage-
ment all over California. Instead of
empty-handed promises by Governor
Newsom, we need to have President
Trump leading the way.

———
FIRES DON'T DISCRIMINATE

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

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise as
the chair of the California Democratic
Congressional Delegation to urge that
we focus our energy on standing with
firefighters, businesses, and families
impacted by the Los Angeles County
fire, not politics.

I have been hearing unprecedented
political attacks, lies, and threats of
conditioning disaster aid, even while
these fires rage. This is the largest
urban fire in the history of the United
States.

Our rule has always been disaster
help without conditions.

Mr. Speaker, if you want to change
our longstanding policy, remember,
your constituents could be the next
ones to be abandoned. As my California
colleague Congresswoman YOUNG KIMm
said this week, ‘“‘fires don’t discrimi-
nate,” and she is right.

In December, when disaster aid went
to victims in Republican-led States, in-
cluding North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Arkansas, and Florida, Democrats
overwhelmingly voted for that aid.

Mr. Speaker, we didn’t discriminate
then, and we must not discriminate
now during Californians time of need.

————

DEFENDING THE CONSTITUTION
AGAINST ALL ENEMIES, FOR-
EIGN AND DOMESTIC

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

Mr. KENNEDY of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to introduce myself as I
undertake this awesome responsibility
to serve the citizens of Utah’s Third
Congressional District.

My name is MIKE KENNEDY, and I am
both a physician and an attorney.

As a doctor, I am a trained listener.
As a lawyer, I am a trained advocate.
As a legislator, I intend to honor the
promises I made to my constituents
when I asked for their votes: to take
seriously the problems we confront,
which include a porous border and a
massive national debt. I will be a foe to
those who would work to turn the peo-
ple over to the government and a friend
to those who will turn the government
over to the people.

Our common oath, when we begin
this service, is to defend the Constitu-
tion against all enemies, foreign and
domestic. It is a call to actively search
for all that unites us in our common
citizenship without fear or favor.

The vision of our Founders, that we
be ‘“‘one Nation under God, indivisible,
with liberty and justice for all,” burns
brightly in me and will be my daily
touchstone as I do the work of the peo-
ple.

Mr. Speaker, let us go forward with
renewed energy to keep all that makes
America the great country that we
know it to be.
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PRIDE AND GRATITUDE FOR THE
BRAVERY AND DEDICATION OF
OUR 911 FIRST RESPONDERS AND
FIREFIGHTERS

(Mrs. TORRES of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. TORRES of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today filled with im-
mense pride and gratitude for the in-
credible bravery and dedication of our
911 dispatchers, first responders, and
firefighters across California.

These men and women, many of
whom work around the clock, have
been on the front lines fighting tire-
lessly to protect our homes and com-
munities from devastating impact of
the ongoing fires.

I am also deeply proud of the way our
communities have come together.
From local volunteers to neighbors
checking on one another and organiza-
tions offering aid, California’s spirit of
unity and resilience shines brighter
than ever.

Mr. Speaker, as we continue to navi-
gate these difficult times, I urge my
colleagues to not play politics and en-
sure we provide the disaster relief aid
that California deserves and needs now
more than ever.

———
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REMEMBERING GOVERNOR
KENNETH “BUDDY’ MACKAY

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

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to honor a treasured
Florida statesman, the Honorable Gov-
ernor Kenneth ‘“‘Buddy’ MacKay.

Today, his hometown and family will
celebrate this compassionate fighter
who served 26 years in the State house
and senate, Congress, as Florida’s Lieu-
tenant Governor, and briefly as Gov-
ernor.

A righteous fighter for what he be-
lieved in, he fought the Cross Florida
Barge Canal and defended a fellow Uni-
versity of Florida classmate from rac-
ist taunts.

When others of his generation saw an
issue to exploit, Buddy remained stead-
fast to protect civil rights, reproduc-
tive freedoms, and our precious eco-
system. Political foes used his decency
against him, but Buddy MacKay re-
mained a man of principle. He was a
proud liberal who mnever abandoned
causes that helped the less fortunate,
even if it cost him votes.

I came of age watching Buddy
MacKay masterfully maneuver against
powerful adversaries and work tire-
lessly behind the scenes to help people.
Buddy MacKay embodied all the values
of decency and honesty, and his public
service legacy is a model we des-
perately need.

May his memory be for a blessing.
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LAYING A FOUNDATION FOR
PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST

(Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, today I rise to say thank you
to President Biden and his team for
their relentless perseverance and lead-
ership in securing a needed agreement
between Israel and Hamas that in-
cludes the release of 33 hostages, who
have endured unimaginable suffering.

This breakthrough is a testament to
unwavering U.S. diplomacy and stead-
fast support for Israel and is a profound
moment of relief and joy for loved ones
who never gave up hope.

With that said, Mr. Speaker, this
mission is not over. We must remain
resolute, bringing every hostage home,
delivering humanitarian relief where
needed, ensuring Israel’s security, and
laying the foundation for lasting peace
in the Middle East.

———

THE LEAST OF MY BRETHREN

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, during
this week in Washington, I have heard
certain cunning, power-hungry individ-
uals invoke the name of Jesus to
blasphemously whitewash their own
awful transgressions against the Ten
Commandments and the dehumaniza-
tion of God’s precious creatures.

I don’t expect the coarse subjects of
my concern will hear nor even com-
prehend the Biblical verse I wish to
enter into the RECORD—Matthew 25:31-
46. Some day may these prevaricators
face a reckoning in which the Lord of
all lords will judge: Truly I tell you,
whatsoever you do for the least of my
brethren, that you do unto me. So be
it.

——

NO CONDITIONS ON AID

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

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, less than 4
weeks ago, Congress passed the Amer-
ican Relief Act, which provided dis-
aster aid to States such as Florida,
South Carolina, and Oklahoma. Did
Democrats demand conditions on this
aid because it went to red States? No,
because we are all Americans. We are
all God’s children.

Congress has never put conditions on
disaster aid because when Mother Na-
ture strikes, she doesn’t ask for your
party affiliation before she hurts you.
The people who were hurt in the fires
in southern California were parents,
children, and grandchildren who lost
their homes or lost their loved ones.

I am asking Republican Members of
Congress to please stop using the pain
and suffering of disaster victims for
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their own political purposes. It is not
American. It is not Christian. It is not
moral.

———

REMEMBERING DR. AL MIJARES

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

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and legacy of
my very good friend, Orange County
Superintendent of Schools, Dr. Al
Mijares, who passed away after a long
battle with cancer.

Dr. Mijares was a champion for our
students to prepare them for college
and careers. During the 2022 school
year, over 90 percent of Orange County
High School graduates graduated on
time, beating the California average.

During Dr. Mijares’ tenure, he also
fought to make Orange County a better
place to live for everyone. He estab-
lished the One Billion Acts of Kindness
initiative, allowing Orange County
residents to honor acts of kindness. He
never stopped fighting to make our
communities better.

The legacy of Dr. Mijares, my good
friend, lives. We will never forget the
passion for education that he showed
us and his efforts to create future lead-
ers for our great Nation. We will miss
Al.

———

HUMANITY MUST ALWAYS TAKE
PRECEDENCE

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

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to talk about Americans who are hurt-
ing, who have been suffering over the
last 10 days as a result of the fires that
have occurred in Los Angeles and south
coast basin.

What we are talking about is the
moral imperative of what America has
always done to help the American peo-
ple when they are in need, whether it is
hurricanes, tornadoes, flooding, earth-
quakes, fires, or natural disasters of
every kind you can imagine.

In the wildfires that have ravaged
Los Angeles and south coast basin,
over 40,000 acres have burned, 12,000
buildings have been destroyed, and 24
lives and counting have been lost.
There certainly will be more. That is
more than 30,000 football fields. Think
about it.

The pain, the suffering, the social,
and the economic losses—from homes
to businesses to churches and syna-
gogues—have changed people’s way of
life.

I am appalled to hear that some of
my Republican friends are openly dis-
cussing conditioning wildfire relief
upon their partisan agendas. That is
wrong. We should not forget that over
$120 million of hurricane relief was pro-
vided to the State of Louisiana when
they needed it over the last 20 years.
Humanity must always take prece-
dence over partisanship.
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CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

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

Mr. MIN. Mr. Speaker, my name is
DAVE MIN. I was just elected to rep-
resent the 47th Congressional District
in Orange County, California, just
south of the fires. While we are not af-
fected by these, we are subject to the
same fire risks on a year-by-year basis.

What we are seeing right now is a
biblical-level disaster in California.
The scope of this devastation is unprec-
edented. Now, as has been mentioned
before, is a time when we need to come
together, understanding that with cli-
mate change we are going to continue
seeing biblical-level events going for-
ward.

When we have had past disasters,
whether hurricanes in southeastern
United States, Florida, the Gulf Coast,
tornadoes, flooding, and, yes, wildfires,
we have stepped up. The people of
southern California have stepped up to
help those in need. That is the Amer-
ican way. That is the California way.

What is being proposed right now in
tying conditions to aid is un-American.
It is despicable. It is pathetic. We have
never done this before. I urge my Re-
publican colleagues to think about the
precedent they will be setting if they
set conditions, political conditions to
this aid because the next time a dis-
aster strikes, it could be their district,
their area, and they do not want to set
this precedent right now. People are
struggling. Thousands of firefighters
are exhausted. We need your help.

———

GRAPPLING WITH HORRIBLE
DEVASTATION

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

Ms. BALINT. Mr. Speaker, as fami-
lies in Los Angeles and the surrounding
areas grapple with horrible devasta-
tion, loss of homes, community, loss of
life and livelihoods, I am disgusted to
hear that Republican leadership—
Speaker JOHNSON—is planning to use
this tragedy for political gain and
withhold aid from California.

Americans are evacuating their
homes, watching their communities
burn, and the Speaker and Trump and
some of my Republican colleagues in
Congress want to punish Americans for
not voting their way in November?
This is morally bankrupt.

Californians obviously need this help
now. I am standing up here because 1
am a Vermonter who just endured two
horrible summers of devastating floods.
I know what it feels like to go house to
house and talk to people who have lost
everything.

I remember talking to one man who
had lost his home and his livelihood
and was out of his home. He said to me:
I didn’t vote for you. I said: It doesn’t
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matter that you didn’t vote for me. I
am still showing up for you.

We need to show up for all Ameri-
cans, regardless of political party.

—————

CELEBRATING LEBANON, OHIO’S
215TH ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the 215th anniver-
sary of Lebanon, Ohio. Lebanon is the
birthplace of The Western Star, Ohio’s
oldest weekly newspaper, the home of
the historic Golden Lamb Inn, Ohio’s
oldest hotel, which has hosted 12
United States Presidents and literary
giants like Mark Twain, Charles Dick-
ens, and Harriet Beecher Stowe.

After walking on the Moon and see-
ing the Earth from space, Neil Arm-
strong could go anywhere, and he chose
Lebanon as his home for 23 years. It is
that special.

Today, Lebanon continues to bring
people together, including one of my
favorite events, the Warren County
Fair. It is a place where neighbors
gather to celebrate community and
tradition. We have an office there, and
it is one of my favorite places. It is
still remarkable 215 years later.

Congratulations to all my friends in
Lebanon.

————

PROTECTING THE RIGHTS AND
SAFETY OF WOMEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. MOORE) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the 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, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, House Republicans are
doubling down on our commitment to
supporting and protecting the rights
and safety of women and girls across
the country. We are doing this by
championing bills that fight back
against unfair competition in sports
and dangerous immigration policies.

Yesterday, we passed Congressman
STEUBE’s Protection of Women and
Girls in Sports Act, which is now on its
way to the Senate. This legislation pre-
vents biological males from competing
in school athletic programs for women
and girls by requiring that sex in ath-
letic competition be determined by ge-
netics at birth.
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House Republicans are also sup-
porting Congresswoman MACE’s Vio-
lence Against Women By Illegal Aliens
Act, which amends the Immigration
and Nationality Act to make illegal
immigrants inadmissible and deport-
able from the United States if they are
convicted of or have admitted to com-
mitting sex offense or domestic vio-
lence.

I am grateful to my colleagues for
joining me this evening to discuss
these important measures and our
commitment to delivering for our
daughters, sisters, nieces, and grand-
daughters.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today before you to reaffirm the House
Republicans’ efforts to empower and
protect American women and girls. By
passing legislation such as Congress-
man GREG STEUBE’s Protection of
Women and Girls in Sports Act, Con-
gressman MIKE COLLINS’ Laken Riley
Act, and Congresswoman NANCY MACE’s
Preventing Violence Against Women
by Illegal Aliens Act, we address sig-
nificant lapses in our justice, legal, and
educational systems, and we push back
against a radical left agenda that
leaves our society in moral tatters.

Individually, these bills tackle crit-
ical issues, and collectively they create
a safer, healthier, and more prosperous
Nation for our women and girls. That
is really important to me and should be
to every American. However, as a fa-
ther of two girls, specifically, I want
my girls to have the opportunity to
thrive in a society that gives equality
to both men and women, that nurtures
their growth, and protects their well-
being. I do not want to be part of a so-
ciety that places them at greater risk
and reduces their opportunities in this
country.

Our daughters should not be forced to
adhere to radical policies that under-
mine truth, safety, and reality, policies
that have been pushed for the last 4
years by the Biden-Harris administra-
tion. We as a Republican Conference
will not sit idly by on this issue, nor
have we, as evidenced by the bills that
I referenced today.

Let me personally thank, again, Con-
gressman STEUBE, Congressman COL-
LINS, and Congresswoman MACE for
their dedication to protecting my two
daughters and every daughter, mother,
and sister across this Nation.
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Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleagues for being willing
to carve out time in their schedules to
come down and share this message.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from North Dakota (Mrs.
FEDORCHAK).

Mrs. FEDORCHAK. Mr. Speaker, 1
am proud to represent all North Dako-
tans in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives. This is my first speech on
the House floor, and I want to take this
opportunity to tell you a little bit
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about our State and what I hope to ac-
complish during the 119th Congress.

North Dakotans are hardworking,
independent, resourceful people who
are dedicated to their faith, families,
and communities. From Abercrombie
to Zap, and every place in between,
North Dakotans show up every day, re-
gardless of rain, snow, or subzero tem-
peratures. That is what I will do here.

Our biggest industries in North Da-
kota are agriculture and energy. We
are very proud of those, but we have so
many other innovative things taking
place: autonomous systems, artificial
intelligence, defense technology, and
more.

This is why I sought a seat on the
Committee on Energy and Commerce,
one of the best and most powerful com-
mittees on Capitol Hill. From my seat
there, I will help advance the interests
of our State, particularly in energy.

Before I became a Member of Con-
gress, I served as a public service com-
missioner for 12 years. I regulated five
multistate monopoly utilities, per-
mitted $15 billion worth of new energy
infrastructure, and advocated for mar-
ket rules and policies to support reli-
able and affordable energy resources.

I saw firsthand the challenges to our
energy policy and the direct and dire
consequences it has. North Dakotans,
and Americans, too, have also seen the
impacts of these policies and the prices
they pay at the grocery store, at the
gas pump, and to power their homes.

American energy reliability, afford-
ability, sustainability, and security are
the weakest they have been in years.
Take yesterday’s action by the Biden
administration to lock up millions of
acres of oil, gas, and coal leases in
North Dakota through the Bureau of
Land Management’s resource manage-
ment plan for the State. This is abso-
lutely the wrong direction.

As demand for energy reaches record
highs, we should be unleashing Amer-
ican energy production, not shutting it
down. It is time to abandon the one-
size energy strategy that stifles domes-
tic energy production and jeopardizes
hardworking Americans’ jobs.

I am eager to work with the Trump
administration, Governor Burgum, and
my colleagues in the House to invest in
a true all-of-the-above energy strategy
and regain American energy domi-
nance. Doing so will help reduce Amer-
ica’s debt, lower prices for hardworking
families, reduce global emissions, and
bolster our national security.

I also rise today in support of H.R. 28,
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act of 2025. This legislation
seeks to make sure women and girls
have the opportunity to compete on a
fair playing field by requiring schools
to comply with Title IX recognition of
a person’s gender at birth.

Competing in girls’ sports as a kid
gave me strength, taught me resil-
ience, and helped me form lifelong
friendships. My experience as a Kkid
would have been completely different if
I had been forced to compete against
biological males.
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Let’s let our kids be kids. Let’s let
our daughters dream big, train hard,
and compete on a level playing field.

H.R. 28 is a commonsense bill. It
strengthens protections for women,
and I was proud to vote for it. Men sim-
ply do not belong in women’s sports,
and House Republicans are leading the
charge to ensure fairness for women
and girls.

Yet, our commitment to women and
families doesn’t just stop there. Last
week, we also passed the Laken Riley
Act, which will give Immigration and
Customs Enforcement the tools it
needs to hold illegal immigrants who
commit theft and other crimes ac-
countable.

This is the Republican agenda in ac-
tion. We are protecting women, sup-
porting families, and making our com-
munities safer. This is just the begin-
ning of our work.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
North Dakota, like Utah, definitely
hits above its weight, and the gentle-
woman from North Dakota’s presence
is key on all of these particular issues.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Mrs. HOUCHIN),
our Conference secretary.

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, Republicans stood united to pass
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act of 2025, reaffirming a simple
but critical truth: Men are men, and
women are women. It is that simple.

As the mother of two daughters who
are athletes, I have seen firsthand the
hard work and dedication it takes for
girls to compete in sports. Sadly, we
have witnessed biological men entering
women’s competitions, robbing female
athletes of fair opportunities and, in
some cases, even causing injuries.

Under House Republican leadership,
that ends now. This legislation, which
I am proud to cosponsor, sends a clear
message: Female athletes deserve fair
competition, secure locker rooms, and
a safe and level playing field.

Thanks to House Republicans, the
days of biological men competing in
women’s sports are over. This legisla-
tion is about restoring common sense.
It is about standing up for objective
truth.

The American people have called for
this national mandate supporting
women and girls in their sports and
spaces, and thanks to Republican lead-
ership, we are delivering on that prom-
ise. I am proud to stand with Congress-
man STEUBE on the side of fairness,
safety, integrity, and the protection of
women’s sports.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from California
(Mr. LAMALFA), who has been through
the devastation that we are seeing
there, and our hearts go out to those in
California. His district has been hit by
this several times, and I will say that
hearing the stories and conversations
he has from his district, it just puts it
into perspective. This is tough stuff. He
has been down this road before and has
been a strong leader on communicating
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what we need to do to keep it from con-
tinuing to happen.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Cali-
fornia has had a lot of problems in-
flicted upon it, partly by nature and
partly self-inflicted by governing.

As we bring resources and aid to
southern California and reflect here on
these horrific events happening with
the fire down there in the Pacific Pali-
sades and surrounding communities, it
is very sobering but also points out the
need for leadership and competency in
preparing for it. It is really basic stuff.

The north part of the State has been
through it many times, with the losses
of communities. We all remember the
Paradise fire. Eighty-five people lost
their lives, and 90 percent of the town
was consumed.

We have to do better in the prepara-
tion ahead of time before fire season on
how we treat the lands and have the
apparatus ready, instead of complica-
tions due to contracts, for example,
with the Forest Service not being
ready to have the equipment that
would be there in the forests, and on
and on.

I appreciate that, and we are going to
do the best we can to move as quickly
as possible for the folks in southern
California and then ongoing to build up
the infrastructure and the work that
needs to be done.

As tonight’s topic has been, when we
are talking about protecting our citi-
zens and our border, California, as well,
under the direction of Gavin Newsom,
has become a haven for illegal immi-
gration. The taxpayers are footing the
bill for an ever-expanding list of unbe-
lievable benefits that are being given
to illegal immigrants.

From healthcare to education, sex
changes, homes, the whole works, Cali-
fornia is pouring resources into sup-
porting those here illegally while our
own citizens, as we mentioned, are
struggling with many things in burn-
ing communities, as well as the more
day-to-day stuff: overcrowded schools,
strained healthcare systems, and in-
creasing public safety concerns with
gangs, crime, and on and on.

We have sanctuary policies state-
wide, not just in cities, like we see
around the country. This is a statewide
sanctuary policy that protects illegal
immigrants from ICE being able to
pick them up when it is found that we
have illegals in this country that could
be processed federally and, hopefully,
deported.

Cities across California are openly
defying Federal immigration laws, cre-
ating safe havens for those who have
broken the law. These sanctuary cities
as well are not just a burden on our re-
sources; they are a threat, as I said, to
public safety. We have seen this first-
hand, most recently in this country
with the tragic loss and death of Laken
Riley, and you will remember a few
years ago in San Francisco on the
wharf there, Kate Steinle was killed by
a bullet from a gun that an illegal im-
migrant had found, taken, stolen, or
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whatever. Those lives are gone, and it
is a tragedy for their families.

What are we going to do to avenge
them? What are we going to do to
make it right? These two innocent
women lost their lives due to these vio-
lent crimes committed by illegal immi-
grants who are protected by these
sanctuary policies.

Tomorrow, hopefully, we will take up
the Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act, intro-
duced by my colleague NANCY MACE
from South Carolina. This crucial bill
aims to close the loopholes that would
allow violent offenders to slip through
the cracks and continue to pose a
threat to our country.

It is high time we prioritize the safe-
ty and security of our citizens and the
needs of our people, particularly
women, who would be and have been
the victims of these violent crimes.

In my home State, California’s ap-
proach is not sustainable. We are over-
crowded and overrun with crime,
gangs, and broken services, as I men-
tioned.

Governor Newsom’s policies are
draining our resources and compro-
mising public safety. His priorities are
illegal aliens and all sorts of benefits
for them, which we keep seeing on and
on, again and again, as the State is
running a deficit and spending on
things like high-speed rail instead of
helping on fire safety and having our
water supply renewed for all those good
reasons.

Instead of prioritizing the well-being
of California, the State is offering a
free pass again and again to those com-
ing into the country illegally. We have
become the State that is the magnet
for all of it, away from the other
States.

As we have said, it is high time to
put a stop to this. Let’s stand behind
this legislation, the Preventing Vio-
lence Against Women by Illegal Aliens
Act, and ensure that we are doing ev-
erything possible to protect our cities
and the people who live within them,
especially the women, as we think of
Laken Riley, Kate Steinle, and too
many others who have already paid the
ultimate price.

We need to focus entirely on the
needs of folks like that, and hopefully,
there will be some sense of closure or
satisfaction for their families to see
that at least we have done the right
thing ultimately.

With President Trump coming in, in
just a few short days, I think we can fi-
nally get the momentum to do what we
need to do with enforcing our border
and allowing legal immigration, allow-
ing people who we invite into the coun-
try.

We are still for immigration, just fol-
low our rules, follow our laws, and pass
a few reasonable tests in order to be
part of the American Dream. We ex-
tend that. That is what the country
was based on for so many years, and it
has completely gone awry in the last
50.
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Why does the Biden administration
and my colleagues on the other side be-
lieve that this is good policy and keep
getting away with it politically? Why
is that seen as a good thing?

I think folks have really had their
fill of it now because they are seeing it
really showing up in their pocketbooks
and their ability to afford a home, have
a job, and not continue to get further
and further behind, as this country has
always aspired to have the next genera-
tion be just a little bit better off than
the previous one.
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Mr. Speaker, that is not happening
now. You can lay policies such as this
right at the feet of our poorest border,
as well as bad energy policies and other
things causing inflation.

With that, this is a very important
thing we are working on this week, so
we can assure the women of this coun-
try that we are behind them. We do
have their backs on this violence, as
well as the previous legislation men-
tioned, on women and girls in sports
having a safe place to play and enjoy
and excel without men somehow inter-
fering on those fields, in those locker
rooms.

It is common sense. I can’t believe we
are here at this point. We are battling
back here in this Congress with Repub-
lican leadership doing so.

I appreciate Mr. MOORE leading us
here tonight, and I thank him for the
time.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from California.
Again, we continue to pray that the
best outcomes possible will continue to
happen for California.

Mr. Speaker, my next speaker from
Montana (Mr. DOWNING) is a brand-new
Member and our concluding speaker
here today. We consider ourselves, as a
Utahn and Montanan, the greatest por-
tion of the country, wouldn’t you say,
out West? We have a lot to prove that.

The gentleman is a new Member but
a very experienced, thoughtful, and
strong Member that I look forward to
working with. I thank him for being
here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Montana (Mr. DOWNING).

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Speaker, House
Republicans have hit the ground run-
ning in the 119th Congress.

Last week, we considered bills to
hold accountable illegal aliens who
break our laws and defend U.S. na-
tional sovereignty against a rogue
international judicial body.

This week is about protecting the
women in all of our lives. I am a father
to two wonderful daughters and a hus-
band to my amazing wife, Heather.
Never in a million years did I think
that one day I would need to take the
floor of the United States House of
Representatives to defend their right
to compete in athletic competitions
without unfair competition from bio-
logical males or to denounce acts of vi-
olence perpetrated against them as
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wrong and deserving of punishment,
but here I stand.

Just yesterday, we passed H.R. 28,
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act. This bill ensures fair com-
petition in women and girls’ sports by
rightfully defining gender based on re-
productive biology and genetics and
prohibiting males identifying as
women from competing in federally
funded sporting competitions.

I was proud to add my support to this
critical legislation, and I look forward
to voting for a second bill, the Pre-
venting Violence Against Women by I1-
legal Aliens Act, on the House floor to-
morrow.

H.R. 30 will ensure that illegal aliens
who have been convicted of or admit to
committing sex offenses or domestic
violence can be deported by closing a
loophole in existing law.

Needless to say, the fact that we need
to consider legislation of this kind is
ludicrous. Simple truths that we once
took for granted are under assault
from ideological corners of our Nation
that do not represent the vast majority
of Americans and certainly not the
vast majority of Montanans.

When America overwhelmingly elect-
ed Donald Trump to be our next Presi-
dent, they gave Republicans a clear
mandate to reverse course on the pro-
gressive policies threatening the safety
and well-being of our daughters, nieces,
granddaughters, and sisters. This week
Democrats have a chance to show us
whose side they are on. I know where 1
stand.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Montana. I
appreciate all that we have been able
to enact thus far.

Mr. Speaker, I close tonight and just
thank my colleagues for being here to-
night and for taking the time to speak
on this important issue.

As I mentioned earlier, House Repub-
licans are committed to advancing leg-
islation that supports our women and
girls and gives them a fair chance to
excel in their athletic endeavors.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act ensures biological males
are unable to compete in female-des-
ignated sports, giving women and girls
the opportunity to compete on a fair
playing field by requiring schools to
comply with the Title IX recognition of
a person’s genetics at birth. This bill
withholds Federal funding from schools
that facilitate athletic programs where
biological men compete against bio-
logical women.

To be clear, this is not about dis-
respecting anyone. Everyone is worthy
of dignity and respect. However, pro-
tecting women and girls from feeling
uncomfortable in their locker rooms,
sustaining major sports injuries be-
cause of unfair competition, or simply
losing out on well-deserved athletic ac-
colades because they are genetically
unable to beat a male is not purely po-
litical effort. It is simply what is right.

This is a line that we must draw, and
we know that Americans agree with
this.
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I have joked before about a couple of
things. I have four boys. I wasn’t
blessed with a girl. We lament it every
day. I do love those boys, though. I
push them hard in sports.

I reflect on this about my nieces, and
they are dynamite athletes and, can-
didly, can probably beat me in most of
their assigned sports, such as tennis
and soccer, across the board. That is
what motivates me on this.

The amount of confidence that you
get from sports is key. The ability to
compete and play and enjoy this, above
anything else, with all of the extra
pressures that are placed on kids now-
adays with social media pressure and
everything, the concepts of teamwork
that you learn, achieving something,
getting better at something, and hav-
ing the ability to say that you have a
shot to win that competition cannot be
beaten into my nieces.

They have to be able to say, with a
level playing field, they can go win
this, not because it is important to win
that gold ribbon or this or that or win
the track meet. It is because they need
to know that the effort they put in can
achieve something.

That is going to translate into a ca-
reer, into anything that they get in-
volved with where they have to accom-
plish something. It is not just about
sports. It is a psychological element
that we need to make sure exists.

Sports is such a key, important as-
pect for growth in people, and that is
what we are trying to do here. Let’s
not make this a political endeavor. At
least you won’t ever get that from me
and my office and the way we commu-
nicate about this.

Additionally, House Republicans this
week are standing up for women’s safe-
ty by bringing to the floor Congress-
woman MACE’s Preventing Violence
Against Women by Illegal Aliens Act
to uphold the U.S. border laws and
make illegal immigrants who have
been convicted of or admitted to sex of-
fenses or domestic violence inadmis-
sible and deportable.

This bill is about closing critical
gaps in our crimes. Last year, over
20,000 illegal immigrants were not de-
tained for sexual assault. As of July,
over 650,000 with criminal histories
were on the ICE non-detained docket.
This must change. This bill takes ac-
tion to get these violent offenders off
of our streets and make our commu-
nities safe again.

I am grateful for the work my Repub-
lican colleagues have done to push
these bills forward. We are wasting no
time to get some of the sensible legis-
lation that we were able to get passed
and went nowhere in the Senate in the
last Congress, and we want to give the
Senate an opportunity to vote on this
again.

I sincerely believe there will be
Democrats who see the sensible ap-
proach with this. We are also seeing it
with the bill we passed last week, the
Laken Riley Act.

Again, I thank Congressman STEUBE
and Congresswoman MACE for their
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leadership on these critical issues. To
my colleagues, again, I appreciate
their willingness to spend some time
down here today.

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

————
MATH ISSUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HAMADEH of Arizona). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 3,
2025, the Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. Roy) for 30
minutes.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Utah for his remarks and
all of the good stuff we have started off
with as Republicans in this Congress
and his remarks about athletics.

I was a walk-on in college. I hope all
of us might be able to work together to
figure out how to deal with this bit of
a mess that the NIL is creating with
respect to college athletics.

I watched significant fallout and
wondered what it meant for good pro-
grams and coaches, like Tony Bennett
at the University of Virginia and oth-
ers, who have been raising red flags
about what is happening with respect
to the NIL. We can also figure out how
to cut spending.

Mr. Speaker, I am not here to talk
about the NIL. I will save that for an-
other day, notwithstanding the na-
tional championships coming up
around the country which the Univer-
sity of Texas should be playing in. Un-
fortunately, they are not.

Republicans were given the oppor-
tunity to have control of the United
States House of Representatives, the
United States Senate, and the White
House. Come Monday, President Trump
will be sworn in as the 47th President
of the United States, and it can’t come
a moment too soon.

For everybody watching what is hap-
pening to our country, what this cur-
rent administration is doing to our
border, to our national security, to our
spending, to the state of our culture, to
the rule of law in the streets, the use of
lawfare, the abuse of power, this can’t
come fast enough for most Americans.

The question before us right now as
Republicans is whether or not we are
going to deliver. Last time I checked,
the American people did not send us to
Washington and they did not give us
the majority in the TUnited States
House of Representatives, the people’s
House, to rack up more deficits.

With all due respect to my Repub-
lican colleagues, we are currently on
track to do just that. We are projected
to have a $2 trillion-deficit next year.
As we speak, interest rates are going
up, our debt is getting refinanced at
higher interest rates, and we have
more debt that we are going to have to
finance at higher rates. That means in-
terest is going up. We have a job to do
right now to cut spending, cut deficits,
and save our country for our children.

I would wager that if I looked at the
campaign materials or the speeches of
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every single Republican in the House of
Representatives and the Senate, they
all ran on cutting spending and bal-
ancing budgets.

The question before this body is
going to be: Will they do it?

I need to clear the record because my
name has been invoked, and that of a
number of my friends, for standing for
things that are not true. My name has
been invoked by people in this room,
by colleagues about what I believe and
don’t believe.

Let me set the record straight right
here, right now. Yes, I believe that we
should make permanent the Trump tax
cuts from 2017. I think that would be
good for our economy. I think that
would be good for the American people.
I think that would help create more
economic growth, and I think that eco-
nomic growth would yield revenue to
the Treasury.

I believe in what people call dynamic
scoring; some people in this town say
that I do not. What I do not believe in
is making up numbers. What I do not
believe in is magic fairy dust that says
the budget will magically balance if
you cut taxes and never cut spending
because that is simply not true.

If I come to the floor and this Cham-
ber is full and I ask any one of my col-
leagues to stand up and look the cam-
era in the eye and tell their people
back home on C-SPAN or on the news
that, for example, child tax credits pay
for themselves or changing certain
rates pay for themselves, not one of
them will stand up.

I promise you that we are going to be
facing votes on this floor this year to
extend the tax cuts that include, for
example, child tax credits and other
tax policies that in no way, shape, or
form, economically speaking, pay for
themselves.

We are going to be told to do that on
faith, that the growth in the economy
will magically produce revenue and
cause deficits to go down. Nothing in
our history would tell you that is true.

How do you think we got to $36 tril-
lion in debt? It was by refusing to do
basic math.

We are told we are not going to touch
any kind of reforms in healthcare or
Medicare to drive down the price of
healthcare so that we can save Medi-
care from its clear insolvency, and So-
cial Security from its clear insolvency.
It is going to go bankrupt in, what, 8
years. So we are not going to talk
about those things.

What we are going to talk about, we
are told, is to extend the tax cuts and
then sit around and try to figure out
how to cut other mandatory spending
without regard to whether or not that
will be deficit reducing.
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I think it is really important for the
American people to understand this:
There are games being played in Wash-
ington right now to put pressure on
people to box them in, to box Members
of this body in.
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Right now, conservatives in the
House Freedom Caucus are often ma-
ligned on the pages of publications as
being the rightwing guys because oddly
enough we believe in freedom, balanced
budgets, and securing the border. Yes,
we are the crazy ones. The House Free-
dom Caucus has proposed, put forward,
a plan to raise the debt ceiling over $4
trillion over 2 years; fund the border at
$86 billion, the request by the incoming
administration and border czar Tom
Homan; fund defense modernization at
$200 billion plus-up, a separate fund
through reconciliation, so we can mod-
ernize our defense and do what we need
to do to beat China.

What we are asking for for that is to
reverse some of Biden’s policies, which
are all things that the President cam-
paigned on. Reversing the EV mandate
is $117 billion. Medicaid work require-
ments and SNAP work requirements
are $120 billion. Undo the student loan
bailouts, which are an unfair shift of
money from the working population to
those who took on student loans, that
is 100 to $270 billion of savings.

Again, I want to be very clear be-
cause here is what you are going to
hear in the coming weeks: The House
Freedom Caucus refuses to do a debt
ceiling so reasonable Republicans are
going to have to go cut a deal with
Democrats to increase the debt ceiling,
increase appropriations over our cur-
rent spending levels, including defense
and nondefense, and, oh, by the way,
give a crud ton of money to California.

That is coming. That is coming.

They will try to blame the Freedom
Caucus and conservatives like me who
dare say, hold on a second, maybe we
shouldn’t do that. Maybe we should
come up with another path forward to
actually honor our commitments to
cut spending and reduce the size and
scope of government while we cut
taxes, secure the border, and do the
things we are supposed to do.

Again, we have put forward a plan.
We have shared it with our colleagues.
We have shared it with the incoming
administration. We are making it pub-
lic. That plan will increase the debt
ceiling so that CHUCK SCHUMER can’t
play games with the bond market, fund
border, fund defense, cut some of the
disastrous Biden policies to pay for
those things the American people
prioritize, and in so doing, free up de-
fense to be modernized and built so
that when we come to March we don’t
have to do what happens every year
where defense hawks sell their souls to
the devil to raise defense spending all
driven by K Street lobbyists and the
defense contractors in this town who
define our defense policy so that Demo-
crats can get increases in nondefense
spending, which is an increase in pro-
grams, and our discretionary budget
keeps going up and up and up and up,
and you keep funding the very bureau-
crats that the DOGE folks say they
want to cut.

I have this wild idea for these crazy
conservatives in the Freedom Caucus
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that maybe, just maybe, we should
change the game. Maybe, just maybe,
we should take that money, go build
our defense through reconciliation,
level the playing field, pass either a
continuing resolution or spending at
the caps that we put in place this last
year, hold spending frozen for the rest
of this year, go do the appropriations
process, let DOGE do its work, cut
spending to pre-COVID levels, save
about a trillion dollars over a decade,
do our job to actually deliver on the
promises that we made, give wins to
the President of the United States,
give wins to Republicans, unite the
party, unite the country, and dem-
onstrate that we can do our job.

But you know why we can’t? You
know why we can’t do that right now?
Because the forces in this town who
want nothing but tax cuts and no
spending cuts are telling you, you can’t
do it. That is what is happening.

The lobbyists, the people in this
town, Members of Congress are saying
that we can’t cut because there is some
program, there is something in Med-
icaid, there is some reason, there is
some excuse, but, gosh, we are defi-
nitely going to go ahead and reinstate
all the tax policies because they read
in some book a long time ago that they
all pay for themselves irrespective, by
the way, of the Laffer curve or any
commonsense economics.

What I will say to you right now is
that if any of my Republican col-
leagues want to come down to the floor
and tell me that each one of those tax
provisions pay for themselves, I want
to see it. Show me that the child tax
credits pay for themselves. I am not
saying the child tax credits may not be
decent policy. I will tell you right now
I would love to vote on a bill right now
to just eliminate the tax code and zero
it out. Maybe we will do that before
this year is over. Maybe everybody will
have to put their money where their
mouth is. Do you believe in taxation or
not? Because if you think you can just
freely print money and fund all the
things you are too afraid to go back to
your district and say that there is a
limit on what you can spend while out
of the other side of your mouth you
talk about tax cuts, let’s vote on a bill
to zero out the tax code because if
you’re going to constantly live with $2
trillion deficits, which is where we are
right now, why not $6 trillion? Why
does it matter? That is a genuine ques-
tion. Anybody in the complex can feel
free to come down here and explain to
me why my family, your family, my
constituents’ families should pay taxes
into a system that is designed by this
body to bleed 2 trillion-plus dollars a
year.

They keep talking about tax policy
that is good for economic growth.
Okay. Yes, I agree. I support it. I start-
ed this speech by saying I support it,
but I don’t support it blindly. I don’t
support it without recognizing our re-
sponsibility and our need to cut spend-
ing. There ain’t no free lunch. You
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can’t make up math. You can’t just go
blame it on the CBO or blame it on
scores. Show the American people the
math, and don’t go run and hide behind
a vote on a balanced budget amend-
ment because I promise you that is
what my colleagues will say. They will
say, oh, man, we need a balanced budg-
et amendment. Do you think they
would follow it? That is a genuine
question. Pass a balanced budget
amendment.

By the way, when all the people out
there on Twitter say CHIP ROY is rail-
ing against a balanced budget amend-
ment, I would respond, no, I am not. I
am for a balanced budget amendment.
Sign me up. I have cosponsored it. I
will vote for it. In the odd event we
pass it when it has whatever line it is
going to have in it in an exception for
national security, do you not believe
that everything will be a national
emergency?

Do you believe that the insatiable ap-
petite of your Members of Congress to
spend money on programs will end be-
cause you inserted an amendment in
the Constitution that says we must
balance the budget? I can promise you
every time we hit a debt ceiling, what
will happen is we are going to raise the
debt ceiling.

The American people sent us here to
actually change things. The American
people didn’t send us here to keep
racking up debt. We are $36.3 trillion in
debt. It is piling up around our ears. As
my friend DAVID SCHWEIKERT from Ari-
zona points out every time he comes to
the floor of the House, the interest is
piling up. It is going up. We are refi-
nancing our debt. We are paying a tril-
lion dollars a year in interest, and that
is about to be 1.2, about maybe 1.4. It is
going to be $2 trillion pretty soon.

My colleagues are running around
like chickens with their heads cut off
squawking about what they need to do
on tax policy—again, a policy I sup-
port—but without recognizing the
mathematical need to have spending
cuts at least or more than what you
think will happen with respect to rev-
enue when you change the tax policy.

The American people expect us to be
adults. You cannot have your cake and
eat it too. You cannot just go straight
to the dessert of going home to your
constituents and saying, I cut your
taxes, aren’t you proud? You can’t just
get on your donor calls and say, man, I
really made sure that your corporate
rates are great, and we are making
sure your capital gains rates are great,
and then not do the other side of the
work. You have got to eat your vegeta-
bles. You have got to actually do the
job.

As I said, I will vote to zero out
taxes. We didn’t have an income tax for
the first half of this country’s exist-
ence. I think that is great.

You know what else? We didn’t take
on every single issue in the Federal
Government because the Constitution
didn’t contemplate it. Now we take on
all the issues, and we don’t pay for
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them. We sprinkle magic fairy dust
around here, borrow money, print
money, mortgage our Kkids’ future, and
pretend to be adults. I do not for the
life of me believe that we can actually
change this all in a year. This is the
last argument I want to present, and
then I am going to recognize my good
friend from Pennsylvania.

I said there are people out there who
are saying that I don’t believe in the
dynamic impact of tax policy. That is
false. I very much believe in the dy-
namic impact of tax policy. If we leave
money in the hands of the American
people and we produce revenue, we
produce growth, and that means some
additional revenue will come into the
Treasury because of the economic
growth—yes, but not all of it.

Other people will say, well, gosh, you
guys, dollar for dollar you want to
make sure that all these cuts are going
to add up to the debt ceiling. No, I just
want some common damn sense. Just
show me some actual cuts up front.
Again, I want to reiterate, the House
Freedom Caucus conservatives, have
put forward a plan and shared it. It will
accomplish the objectives. The media
and our colleagues will say that they
don’t want to do that, they can’t do
that. Well, we have done it. We have
put it forward.

Now I want to call on my colleagues
and ask them: Well, what is your plan?
Because we have a plan, and that plan
is to deliver right out of the gate. The
President gets sworn in on Monday.
Let’s secure the border. Let’s fund it.
You want to have a strong national de-
fense that is not woke, fund it. Do it
now, and take it off the ledger in
March when we are going to be told
that we must eat more spending in gov-
ernment and California money and a
$10 trillion debt ceiling increase.

Let’s do it right now. Let’s do the
hard work. Let’s extend the debt ceil-
ing 2 years, fund the border, fund de-
fense, give the cuts and the EV man-
dates, put in Medicaid work require-
ments. These are all things the Amer-
ican people want us to do. Let’s end the
student loan bailouts, save money, end
bad programs, advance good programs.
Let’s secure our country, help the
President, give him wins, give the
American people wins, give us a chance
to actually freeze spending in March
and in September to stop the growth of
the bureaucracy. Let’s give Elon and
Vivek and DOGE the ability to do what
they want to do, which is cut the bu-
reaucracy, which they can’t do if we
keep funding it.

We can do that, but if my colleagues
are going to insist on putting us in a
box and telling the world because CHIP
says, you know what, I think we should
put everything on the table, all taxes,
until we make sure we are getting
enough cuts with respect to the tax
policy, and then they have the audac-
ity to go out and say, CHIP won’t vote
for a bill unless there is a corporate tax
increase. That is a lie. Anybody who
says that is a liar because that is not
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what I am saying. Anybody who says I
don’t believe in dynamic scoring is
lying. That is the truth.

What I want to do is make sure we
save our country. What I don’t want to
do is play games. Unfortunately, all
too often too many of my colleagues
want to play games.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY).
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Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas for yielding.

I am happy to join him, and I am
happy to join him in what I think he is
saying, which is what I am saying. I
am saying yes to fulfilling the Presi-
dent’s agenda and mandate to secure
the border, yes to the President’s agen-
da and mandate to strengthen our mili-
tary, and yes to the President’s agenda
and mandate to reduce the cost-of-liv-
ing and inflationary pressures that
printing—creating out of whole cloth,
out of nothing—money floating around
in the economy making every single
good, service, and purchase more ex-
pensive.

I say yes to fixing all that. As one of
the people who, like CHIP, is often ma-
ligned and people characterize us as
part of the no caucus, we are here say-
ing yes. Yes, we want to fix it.

We don’t want to increase the debt
limit, but we understand that we have
to pay the Nation’s bills. So, all we are
saying is that as long as there is a plan
to stop increasing the ever-increasing
debt, then we can be on board, and we
have a plan.

We have offered a plan, and we can be
onboard with that to not let CHUCK
SCHUMER decide what the cost of in-
creasing the debt ceiling is going to be
and not force the American people to
keep on paying for things that this
government shouldn’t be buying and
can’t afford, that taxpayers can’t af-
ford.

We want to do this. We are here to
say yes and here to save our country,
but we are not signing up for fake sav-
ings and spending: If you raise the debt
ceiling, then we will make sure we
grow our way out of it by projecting 3.5
or 4 percent growth for the next 10
years.

Let’s quit fooling ourselves. That is
not going to happen. We absolutely
want to say yes to making sure that
the American people continue to enjoy
the tax cuts that we gave them, that
we got, that we secured, and that we
fought for during the first Trump ad-
ministration. We want to continue
that. We want to secure that.

We wish we could have done that
then, but since that time, the Biden ad-
ministration has increased spending by
$6 trillion. Somehow, something has to
give.

Mr. Speaker, look at the recent bond
market sales. Interest rates are going
up. My good friend from Texas already
mentioned the fact that every time it
goes up 100 basis points, it increases
the cost of the debt that we have to
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pay for. We pay for it here by creating
money that doesn’t exist digitally. We
can’t even print it fast enough.

We get nothing for it. All we are pay-
ing for is interest on the debt. We don’t
get any new government programs, and
we don’t get any new and better mili-
tary programs. We don’t get anything
for it. It is just debt and interest pay-
ments that we are paying for things
that we bought in the past.

All that we are saying is, look, if you
have a better plan than we do, God
bless it. Let’s see it, and let’s see the
real cuts.

Like I said, I am with CHIP. We want
to pay for the border and our military,
and we want to use things like EV
mandates to pay for that stuff.

As far as student loan giveaways that
aren’t constitutional, which the Biden
administration is offering, we are say-
ing, look, let’s repurpose that money
for things that we do need to pay for,
like the border and the military.

Let’s have some reasonable cuts.
Let’s increase the debt ceiling as nec-
essary, but only as necessary. We are
not even asking for dollar for dollar on
the debt ceiling.

If you have something better and
more reasonable, I am standing here,
so let’s see it.

The clock is ticking. The President is
inaugurated in a couple of days here.
We are supposed to be after this, and
here we stand.

As far as I know, with all due respect
to everybody in the Chamber, the only
plan I have seen is the one we have of-
fered.

We stand ready to save our country
in any way that we can, but the clock
is ticking, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Pennsylvania for his re-
marks.

Mr. Speaker, he is right. The clock is
ticking. We can’t let another legisla-
tive day go and another legislative day
go in which we don’t deliver. The
American people expect us to deliver.

We can and will deliver tax policy
that is progrowth and that extends
what we did in 2017. We will deliver
spending cuts if we get in the room and
work, but it is going to take time.

It is going to take time to undo the
damage of the Biden administration
and for us to go through everything
that we need to go through to identify
the cuts that we can all work through,
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but we will do it if we have the will-
power to do it and if we can do math
and understand that we need deficits to
go down.

What we are saying is, let’s deliver
right now. Do not risk border security
by pushing it off months into the fu-
ture.

Mr. PERRY. Right now, while we are
talking about it, there are criminal
aliens convicted of murder in their
country, some more than one time,
walking around our country. They are
going to stay here until we can deport
them, and we are not offering the
money to the incoming administration
to do that work.

Mr. ROY. We could do that right now
if the House would act. Right now, pass
the budget, pass the instructions, and
do exactly what we just laid out. Do
the debt ceiling increase, do the fund-
ing for the border, and give it to Tom
Homan tomorrow.

In a matter of 1 or 2 weeks, we can
get that out of this Chamber and over
to the Senate. By February, they
would have money for defense, money
for the border and a fence, and a debt
ceiling that is gone.

We would have undone some of the
worst Biden policies and paid for all of
it. That is precisely what the American
people sent us here to do.

Instead, this Chamber currently is
locked in a cycle of talking about what
we might do. We have to move for the
American people. That is why we put
forward an approach that we believe
will work.

It is really important—really impor-
tant—for the American people to un-
derstand that what is happening in this
town is that games are being played by
people who want to try to leverage
those of us who want to cut spending.
That is the bottom line.

I am speaking for myself right here.
There are some of my colleagues who
want to attach the border funding to
the bills that we are moving forward
without—they don’t believe that we
will get to the spending cuts that will
make those of us who believe we need
deficits to go down happy. They want
to try to force us to eat increased defi-
cits in order to achieve the border se-
curity funding.

I don’t think we should play games
with the border security. I don’t think
we should play games with defense. I
don’t think we should play games with

———————
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getting the debt ceiling cleared off
without giving more power to CHUCK
SCHUMER and Democrats to mess with
us in March.

We can win across the board if we
adopt this plan, and I would strongly
recommend that we move forward with
this plan so that we can deliver for the
President and deliver for the American
people.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with the gentleman from Texas. We
don’t have much time to do this. While
we talk and talk, we have also been
given a mandate for transformational
change.

To my good friend from Texas, trans-
formational change doesn’t include
doing the same thing we always do
around here, which is cram a bunch of
garbage into one big bill, put one thing
in that somebody has to have, that we
have to have it, which is border secu-
rity, and say: Suck down all that gar-
bage for the one thing that you need
and force the American people to do it,
too.

We don’t have to accept bad choices
for the one thing that we need. We can
have all good choices.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I would re-
mind people that what happened before
Christmas was precisely that, trying to
cram down a bunch of stuff in a big
bill, and it met with resounding fail-
ure.

Let’s not do that. Let’s make the
119th Congress be about success, deliv-
ering on the President’s agenda and on
the Republican agenda, the agenda we
ran on, and, most importantly, deliv-
ering for our kids and grandkids a
world in which they can actually live
free from worrying about China, free
from worrying about debt, and free
from worrying about open borders and
criminals on the streets.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from
Pennsylvania for his remarks, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

—————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 23 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, January 16, 2025, 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 fourth quar-
ter of 2024, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LUXEMBOURG, EXPENDED BETWEEN DEC. 12 AND DEC. 15, 2024

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem !

Transportation

Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Country Foreign

currency

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent or Foreign
us. currency

currency 2

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

Hon. Michael McCaul 12/12 12/15

1,140.66

12/12 12/15

Hon. Gary Palmer ...
Hon. Mike Bost ..

12/12 12/15

114066 .
1,140.66

Hon. Nancy Pelosi ... 12/12 12/15

03 03 03 03

1,140.66

© 1,140.66
(] 1,140.66
() 1,140.66
©) 1,140.66
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LUXEMBOURG, EXPENDED BETWEEN DEC. 12 AND DEC. 15, 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 Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent or Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency us. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Mark Takano .. 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. Joe Wilson .. 12/12 12/15 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. Ann Wagner N/A N/A L bourg 882.00 N/A 882.66
Hon. Brian Babin N/A N/A L bourg 882.00 N/A 882.66
Hon. Salud Carbajal 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 (3) 1,140.66
Hon. Neal Dunn .. 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. Lloyd Smucker 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. John Joyce .. 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. Andrew Clyde . 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66 () 1,140.66
Hon. Scott Fitzgerald 12/12 1215 L bourg (?) 1,140.66
Hon. Scott Franklin . 12/12 1215 L bourg ©) 1,140.66
Hon. Mariannette Miller-Meeks 12/12 12/15 L bourg 1,140.66
Hon. Jake Ellzey .. N/A N/A L bourg N/A 882.66
Hon. Tom Kean, Jr. . 12/12 12/15 L bourg 1,140.66
Hon. Nathaniel Moran . 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Hon. Keith Self ....... 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Hon. Derrick Van Orden 12/12 12/15 L bourg 1,140.66
Garrett Fultz 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Ashley Callen 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Alison Babb 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Cullen MUTPRY .oveveeeeveveeeeeerermnmsmssesssssssseseeeeeeens 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Jordan Dayer 12/12 12/15 L bourg 1,140.66
Griffin Neal 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Emily Cassil 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Steven Bertolini .. 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Terri McCullough 12/12 1215 L bourg 1,140.66
Kate Knudson 12/9 1215 L bourg (%) 13,605.00 16,144.38
Meghan McCann . 12/9 1215 L bourg (%) 13,605.00 16,144.38
Committee Totals ........cccccoocvvcviimicimiimicies covveveiene 65,734.56

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.

2Military air transportation.

HON. MIKE JOHNSON, Jan. 8, 2025.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2024

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
currency or US. 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.

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. GLEN THOMPSON, Jan. 7, 2025.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2024

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
currency or US. 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.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-32. A letter from the Senior Congres-
sional Liaison, Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, transmitting the Bureau’s advi-
sory opinion rescinding previous advisory
opinion — Truth in Lending (Regulation Z);
Consumer Credit Offered to Borrowers in Ad-
vance of Expected Receipt of Compensation
for Work [Docket No. CFPB-2024-0032] re-
ceived January 8, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

EC-33. A letter from the Chairman, Na-
tional Credit Union Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s Fair Hiring in
Banking Act Report to Congress, pursuant to
Public Law 117-263, Sec. 5705(c)(3); (136 Stat.
3411); to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

e ———

HON. BRYAN STEIL, Jan. 2, 2025.

EC-34. A letter from the Biologist, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Emergency Listing of
the Blue Tree Monitor as an Endangered
Species [Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2023-0033;
FXES1113090F EDR-256-FF09E22000] (RIN:
1018-BH98) received January 7, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

EC-35. A letter from the Senior Congres-
sional Liaison, Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, transmitting the Bureau’s
Major final rule — Civil Penalty Inflation
Adjustments received January 8, 2025, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

——
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following

titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr.
PFLUGER, Mr. ESTES, Mr. MOORE of
West Virginia, Mr. BEAN of Florida,
Ms. TENNEY, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Mr. NEHLS, Mr.
OWENS, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. HUDSON,
Mrs. LLUNA, Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia, Mr. PERRY, Mr. BOST,
Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. COL-
LINS, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. FLEISCHMANN,
Mr. FULCHER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
MCGUIRE, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr.
McDOWELL, Mr. HARRIS of Maryland,
Mr. BURCHETT, Mr. KUSTOFF, Mr.
TIMMONS, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr.
CRANK, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. HERN of
Oklahoma, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. BABIN,
Ms. MALOY, and Mr. COMER):

H.R. 404. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to remove silencers from
the definition of firearms, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
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and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. FULCHER (for himself and Mr.

RULLI):

H.R. 405. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude overtime com-
pensation from gross income for purposes of
the income tax; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. YAKYM (for himself and Ms.
SCHOLTEN):

H.R. 406. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to require institutions of
higher education, as a condition of participa-
tion in programs under title IV of such Act,
to include a prohibition of antisemitic con-
duct in all documents relating to student or
employee conduct; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce.

By Ms. DELBENE (for herself, Mr.
BEYER, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. SCHNEIDER,
Ms. CHU, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Ms. SEWELL, Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. SALI-
NAS, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, and
Mr. KENNEDY of New York):

H.R. 407. A bill to exclude the imposition of
duties and import quotas from the authori-
ties provided to the President under the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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. ARRINGTON:

H.R. 408. A bill to nullify the Presidential
memoranda on the withdrawal of certain
areas of the outer Continental Shelf from oil
or natural gas leasing; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (for himself,
Mr. LAWLER, and Mr. MCGOVERN):

H.R. 409. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow employers to de-
duct certain transportation fringe benefits;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BEGICH:

H.R. 410. A bill to extend the Alaska Native
Vietnam era veterans land allotment pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 411. A bill to provide compensation to
the Keweenaw Bay Indian Community for
the taking without just compensation of
land by the United States inside the exterior
boundaries of the L’Anse Indian Reservation
that were guaranteed to the Community
under a treaty signed in 1854; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 412. A Dbill to authorize the Bay Mills
Indian Community of the State of Michigan
to convey land and interests in land owned
by the Tribe; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mrs. BICE (for herself, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. FEENSTRA, Ms.
HOULAHAN, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.

NUNN of Iowa, Mr. TORRES of New
York, and Mr. MAGAZINER):

H.R. 413. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to index dependent care as-
sistance programs to inflation; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 414. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to strengthen student
visa background checks and improve the
monitoring of foreign students in the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 415. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit indi-
viduals holding Federal office from directly
soliciting contributions to or on behalf of
any political committee under such Act, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr. HIGGINS
of Louisiana, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr.
BRECHEEN, and Mr. GREEN of Ten-
nessee):

H.R. 416. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to close the nominal bene-
fits loophole; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr. CLOUD,
and Mr. OGLES):

H.R. 417. A bill to prohibit the use of
United States contributions to the United
Nations to support the iVerify tool developed
by the United Nations Development Pro-
gramme, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr. GOLDEN
of Maine, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. ELLZEY,
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. BRECHEEN, Mr.
FITZGERALD, and Mr. GREEN of Ten-
nessee):

H.R. 418. A bill to require the head of an
agency to issue and sign any rule issued by
that agency, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr.
BERGMAN, Mr. OGLES, and Mr. HIG-
GINS of Louisiana):

H.R. 419. A bill to amend section 212 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act to ensure
that efforts to engage in espionage or tech-
nology transfer are considered in visa
issuance, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 420. A bill to impose limitations on
the amount of indirect costs allowable under
Federal research awards to institutions of
higher education, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology.

By Mr. CLINE himself,
HAGEMAN, Mr. ELLZEY,
BRECHEEN, and Mr. FITZGERALD):

H.R. 421. A bill to amend chapter 6 of title
5, United States Code (commonly known as
the ‘“‘Regulatory Flexibility Act’’), to ensure
complete analysis of potential impacts on
small entities of rules, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
and in addition to the Committees on Small
Business, and Oversight and Government Re-
form, 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. CLINE (for himself, Mr. CLYDE,
and Mr. HARRIS of Maryland):

H.R. 422. A Dbill to establish Federal re-
search award reimbursement limits for indi-
rect costs for institutions of higher edu-
cation, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology,
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. SWALWELL, Ms. MOORE
of Wisconsin, and Ms. BROWNLEY):

H.R. 423. A Dbill to amend title 11 of the
United States Code to modify the
dischargeability of debts for certain edu-
cational payments and loans; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself and
Mr. ROY):
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H.R. 424. A bill to reimburse the States for
border security expenses, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAVIDSON (for himself, Mr.
BALDERSON, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. BIGGS

of Arizona, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr.
BURLISON, Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr.
CI1sSCOMANI, Mr. CLouD, Mr. CLYDE,

Mr. CRANE, Mr. DUNN of Florida, Mr.
EDWARDS, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. ESTES,
Mr. EzeLL, Mr. FINSTAD, Mrs.
FISCHBACH, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Ms.
FoxxX, Mr. FULCHER, Mr. GRAVES, Ms.
GREENE of Georgia, Mr. GROTHMAN,
Mr. GUEST, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. HERN
of Oklahoma, Mrs. HOUCHIN, Mr. HUD-
SON, Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota,
Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. LANGWORTHY, Ms.
LEE of Florida, Ms. MACE, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Mr. MOORE of Alabama,
Mr. NORMAN, Mr. OGLES, Mr. PERRY,
Mr. PFLUGER, Mr. ROSE, Mr. ROUZER,
Mr. RoY, Mr. RULLI, Mr. SCHWEIKERT,
Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. SMITH of
Nebraska, Mr. STAUBER, Ms. TENNEY,
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
TIFFANY, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. WEBER
of Texas, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. COLLINS, Mr.
BosT, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr.
ScoTT FRANKLIN of Florida, Mr. BEAN
of Florida, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. TAY-
LOR, Mr. BARRETT, Mr. DOWNING, Mr.
GILL of Texas, Mr. YAKYM, Mr. VAN
ORDEN, Mrs. BICE, Mr. ONDER, and
Mr. GRIFFITH):

H.R. 425. A bill to repeal the Corporate
Transparency Act; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Mr. ESPAILLAT (for himself and
Mrs. KiM):

H.R. 426. A Dbill to make available nec-
essary disaster assistance for families af-
fected by major disasters, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the
Committee on the Budget, 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. FITZGERALD (for himself, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. TIFFANY, and Mr.
STEIL):

H.R. 427. A bill to amend Public Law 86-272
to expand the prohibition of State taxation
relating to certain solicitation of orders; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN:

H.R. 428. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to enhance the authority under
which Federal agencies may pay cash awards
to employees for making cost saving disclo-
sures, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. MULLIN,
Mr. CISCOMANI, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas,
Ms. DELBENE, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mrs.
RADEWAGEN, Mr. RULLI, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. AMO, Mr. TORRES of New York,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Mr. KEATING, Mr. POCAN,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BEYER, Ms.
DEAN of Pennsylvania, Mr. BOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
NEAL, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Ms. MCCLELLAN, Ms. TLAIB,
Ms. TiTUS, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
Mr. NADLER, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE,
Mr. SWALWELL, Mr. EVANS of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. VEASEY,
Mr. BACON, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCOR-
MICK, Mr. CARSON, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. AMODEI of
Nevada, Mr. CASTEN, Ms. GARCIA of
Texas, Mr. COSTA, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms.
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DELAURO, Mr. FrROST, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, Ms. BUDZINSKI, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mrs. TRAHAN, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. CONNOLLY,
Ms. SEWELL, Mr. PANETTA, Ms. SCAN-
LON, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. KHANNA, Mrs. FOUSHEE,
Mr. ToNKO, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
STAUBER, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. LYNCH,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. KILEY of California,
Mr. CUELLAR, Ms. SCHOLTEN, Mrs.
TORRES of California, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
CASAR, Ms. STANSBURY, Ms. SALINAS,
Mr. KENNEDY of New York, Ms. MAT-
SUI, Mr. BISHOP, Mr. VAN ORDEN, Ms.
Ross, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms.
STEVENS, Ms. HOULAHAN, and Mrs.
HAYES):

H.R. 429. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the women who contributed to the
Home Front during World War II, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. GARBARINO (for himself, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mrs. KiM, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. SUOZZI,
Mr. CASTEN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. KEAN, Ms. CHU, Ms.

BROWNLEY, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
SHERRILL, Ms. GILLEN, Mr. PANETTA,
Mr. RYAN, Mr. RASKIN, and Mr.
GOMEZ):

H.R. 430. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the limitation on
the deduction for certain taxes, including
State and local property and income taxes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAVES (for himself, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. ALFORD, Mr. BOST, Mr.
COLLINS, Mr. STAUBER, and Mr.
MANN):

H.R. 431. A bill to require the United
States Postal Service to reimburse fees
charged for the late payment of bills that
were delayed in the mail, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Ms. HAGEMAN:

H.R. 432. A bill to authorize the removal of
an action from an administrative law judge
of any administrative agency to a district
court of the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. HAYES (for herself, Ms.
ADAMS, Ms. TITUS, Mrs. MCIVER, Ms.
SALINAS, Ms. TOKUDA, and Mr.
QUIGLEY):

H.R. 433. A bill to prohibit funds made
available to the Department of Education by
previous Appropriations Acts from being
used for any activity relating to imple-
menting a reorganization of the Department,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Workforce.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 434. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to improve U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) identification
of staffing needs, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. KILEY of
California, and Mr. OBERNOLTE):

H.R. 435. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide direct hire authority
to appoint individuals to Federal wildland
firefighting and firefighting support posi-
tions in the Forest Service or the Depart-
ment of the Interior, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Natural Resources, and Agri-
culture, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.
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By Mr. KEATING (for himself and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 436. A bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds to support or facilitate the par-
ticipation of the Russian Federation in the
Group of Seven, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. KENNEDY of New York:

H.R. 437. A bill to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to expand assistance related to
winter storms, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. LALOTA (for himself, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. GARBARINO, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. BACON, Mr. RYAN,
Ms. TENNEY, Mr. DAVIsS of North
Carolina, Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of New York, and Ms. SALINAS):

H.R. 438. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to make grants to State
and local entities to carry out peer-to-peer
mental health programs; to the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. LALOTA:

H.R. 439. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require the Department of
Veterans Affairs to furnish hospital care and
medical services outside a State to veterans
with service-connected disabilities rated as
permanent and total, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. LEE of Florida (for herself, Mr.
MOSKOWITZ, Mr. BUCHANAN, and Mr.
ScOTT FRANKLIN of Florida):

H.R. 440. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for Residential
Emergency Asset-accumulation Deferred
Taxation Yield (READY) accounts; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. LETLOW:

H.R. 441. A bill to improve drought related
disaster assistance programs of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. LETLOW:

H.R. 442. A bill to amend the Federal Crop
Insurance Act to modify a provision relating
to quality loss adjustment coverage; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. MACE (for herself, Mr. WILSON
of South Carolina, Mrs. BIGGS of
South Carolina, Mr. TIMMONS, Mr.
NORMAN, and Mr. FRY):

H.R. 443. A Dbill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds to close or realign the Marine
Corps Recruit Depot located at Parris Island,
South Carolina; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR (for himself and
Mr. RUIZ):

H.R. 444. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permit individuals eligi-
ble for Indian Health Service assistance to
qualify for health savings accounts; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr.
ELLZEY, Mr. SELF, Mr. BABIN, Mr.
GOODEN, Mr. NEHLS, and Mr. WEBER
of Texas):

H.R. 445. A bill to establish trust funds re-
lating to border security, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. NEHLS (for himself and Ms.
BOEBERT):

H.R. 446. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the rate of the
excise tax on investment income of private
colleges and universities; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Ms. PEREZ (for herself and Mr.
NEWHOUSE):
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H.R. 447. A bill to provide compensation
flexibility to address retention and hiring
issues at the Bonneville Power Administra-
tion; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. PETTERSEN (for herself and
Ms. BOEBERT):

H.R. 448. A Dbill to direct the United States
Postal Service to designate a single, unique
ZIP Code for Silver Cliff, Colorado, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 449. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to waive certain natu-
ralization requirements for United States
nationals, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. SALAZAR (for herself, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. GIMENEZ,
Mr. SELF, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. McCAUL,

Mr. ZINKE, Mr. MILLS, Mr. DIAZ-
BALART, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
ScoTT FRANKLIN of Florida, Mrs.

WAGNER, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. ISSA, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mrs. BICE, Mr. WOMACK,
Mr. BURCHETT, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
LAWLER, and Mr. TIFFANY):

H.R. 450. A bill to prohibit the removal of
Cuba from the list of state sponsors of ter-
rorism until Cuba satisfies certain condi-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska (for him-
self, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. GARBARINO,
Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia, Ms.
TENNEY, Mr. HERN of Oklahoma, Mr.
ALFORD, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. WOMACK,
Ms. VAN DUYNE, and Mr. BACON):

H.R. 451. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prohibit certain activi-
ties constituting preparation of tax returns
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. STAUBER (for himself, Mrs.
McCLAIN, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. KEATING,
Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. CRANK, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. BosT, Ms.
FEDORCHAK, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. BABIN,
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SMUCKER, Ms.
MaALoYy, Mr. JACK, Mr. FoONG, Mr.
LOUDERMILK, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mr. JOYCE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. GUEST, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr.
WEBER of Texas, Mr. KNOTT, Mr. BAR-
RETT, Mr. MESSMER, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr.
ZINKE, Mr. OBERNOLTE, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. BARR, Mr.
WESTERMAN, Mr. GIMENEZ, Mr. KELLY
of Pennsylvania, Mr. DOWNING, Mr.
COLE, Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia,
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. FEENSTRA, Mr.
CASTEN, Mr. WOMACK, Mr.
GARBARINO, Mr. SMITH of Missouri,
Mr. GARCIA of California, Mr. ROGERS

of Kentucky, Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr.
MURPHY, Ms. MORRISON, Mr. FITZ-
GERALD, Mr. EZELL, Mr.

HARIDOPOLOS, Mr. MOORE of West Vir-
ginia, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. GUTH-
RIE, Mr. BEAN of Florida, Mr.
LAHoOD, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MCCORMICK,
Mr. STEIL, Mrs. HINSON, Mr. BEGICH,
Mr. HARRIS of North Carolina, Mr.
HARRIGAN, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. VAN
ORDEN, Mr. CARTER of Texas, Mr.
HURD of Colorado, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr.
HUDSON, Mr. WIED, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
MAST, Mr. BRESNAHAN, Mr. LAWLER,
Mr. LALoOTA, Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr.
MOYLAN, Mr. BENTZ, Mr. SIMPSON,
Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr.
AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia, Mrs. WAG-
NER, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr.
MEUSER, Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr. ALFORD,
Mr. KEAN, Mr. GOLDMAN of New York,
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Mr. TIFFANY, Ms. OMAR, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM, Ms. TITUus, Mr. CAREY, Mr.
KILEY of California, Ms. LEE of Flor-
ida, Mr. BACON, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr.
VALADAO, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BALDERSON,
Ms. TENNEY, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr.
CosTA, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. ARRINGTON,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. EMMER,
Mr. ScOTT FRANKLIN of Florida, Mrs.
BICE, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Ms. CRAIG,
Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Mr. YAKYM, Mr.
WILLIAMS of Texas, Mr. RULLI, Mr.
PALMER, Mr. STANTON, Mr. MANN, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi,
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. AMODEI of Nevada,
Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. LATTA, Mr.

FINSTAD, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr.
G-ARAMENDI, Mrs. FISCHBACH, and Mr.
BUCHANAN):

H.R. 452. A bill to award 3 Congressional
Gold Medals to the members of the 1980 U.S.
Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in recogni-
tion of their extraordinary achievement at
the 1980 Winter Olympics where, being com-
prised of amateur collegiate players, they
defeated the dominant Soviet hockey team
in the historic ‘‘Miracle on Ice”’, revitalizing
American morale at the height of the Cold
War, inspiring generations and transforming
the sport of hockey in the United States; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 453. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to revise and update the Department
of Defense regulations to allow trademarks
owned or controlled by the Department of
Defense to be combined with religious insig-
nia on commercial identification tags (com-
monly known as ‘‘dog tags’’) and to be sold
by lawful trademark licensees, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 454. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to establish an authority to issue
permits to certain members of the Armed
Forces who seek to carry concealed firearms
while on military installations; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 455. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prohibit the award of
Federal funds to institutions of higher edu-
cation that employ instructors funded by the
Chinese Communist Party, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Workforce.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 456. A bill to prohibit the provision of
Federal funds to the National Institutes of
Health for the purposes of conducting bio-
logical, medical, or behavioral research in-
volving the testing of dogs; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 457. A Dbill to direct the Assistant Sec-
retary of State for Consular Affairs to notify
United States citizens regarding passport ex-
piration and renewal, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 458. A bill to prohibit the purchase of
public or private real estate located in the
United States by foreign adversaries and
state sponsors of terrorism; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 459. A bill to withhold bilateral, mul-
tilateral, and humanitarian non-defense for-
eign assistance with respect to which of the
President has declared a disaster under the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.
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By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 460. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security and Secretary of State to
require aliens applying for certain visas to
disclose if they receive funds from the Gov-
ernment of the People’s Republic of China or
the Chinese Communist Party, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 461. A bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds for any DEI activity in the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 462. A bill to prevent allocations of
Special Drawing Rights at the International
Monetary Fund for countries that are per-
petrators of genocide or state sponsors of
terrorism, and to prevent United States tax
dollars from directly going to the Taliban or
other terrorists or terrorist-harboring na-
tions; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mrs. SYKES:

H.R. 463. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the earned in-
come and child tax credits, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
(for himself, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, and Mr. SCHNEIDER):

H.R. 464. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for lifelong
learning accounts, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TIMMONS (for himself, Mr.
MASSIE, Mr. FrRY, Mr. BURCHETT, Mr.
OGLES, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, Mr. BOST,
and Mr. EZELL):

H.R. 465. A bill to prohibit the flying of any
flag other than the United States flag over
United States diplomatic and consular posts,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mr.
HORSFORD, and Ms. LEE of Nevada):

H.R. 466. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to obtain the consent of affected
State and local governments before making
an expenditure from the Nuclear Waste Fund
for a nuclear waste repository, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. VAN DREW:

H.R. 467. A Dbill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to eliminate the requirement of
a service-connected disability to furnish vet-
erans with medical care outside of a State,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr.
TONKO, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK,
and Mrs. MCIVER):

H.R. 468. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 19656 to require institutions of
higher education, as a condition of participa-
tion in programs under title IV of such Act,
to establish a policy to award posthumous
degrees to certain deceased students, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-
self, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. EVANS of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. ADERHOLT):
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H.R. 469. A bill to provide for the creation
of a Congressional time capsule in com-
memoration of the semiquincentennial of
the United States, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on House Administration,
and in addition to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, 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. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mr.

ZINKE, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
VALADAO, Mrs. CAMMACK, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
CiscoMANI, Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Mr.

CAREY, and Mr. BABIN):

H.J. Res. 19. A joint resolution to acknowl-
edge the courage and sacrifice of veterans of
the Vietnam war and formally apologize for
the treatment they received upon returning
home; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on
Education and 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. PALMER (for himself, Mr.
BURLISON, Ms. LETLOW, Mr. COLLINS,
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mrs. BICE, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Mr. OGLES, Ms.
TENNEY, Mr. FULCHER, Mr. BERGMAN,
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mrs. FISCHBACH, Mr.
HURD of Colorado, and Mr. BAIRD):

H.J. Res. 20. A joint resolution providing
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule
submitted by the Department of Energy re-
lating to ‘‘Energy Conservation Program:
Energy Conservation Standards for Con-
sumer Gas-fired Instantaneous Water Heat-
ers’’; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. HERN of Oklahoma:

H. Res. 42. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. HERN of Oklahoma:

H. Res. 43. A resolution providing for the
attendance of the House at the Inaugural
Ceremonies of the President and Vice Presi-
dent of the United States; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H. Res. 44. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. WIL-
LIAMS of Georgia, Mr. CARTER of Lou-
isiana, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms.
MCCLELLAN, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Mrs. SYKES, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. JACKSON of
Illinois, Ms. UNDERWOOD, and Ms. LEE
of Pennsylvania):

H. Res. 45. A resolution honoring Alpha
Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc., on reaching the
historic milestone of 117 years of serving
communities; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce.

By Mr. MILLS:

H. Res. 46. A resolution amending the
Rules of the House of Representatives to ex-
clude employees of the offices of Members
who serve on certain committees of the
House from the allotment of the number of
employees of the office who may hold secu-
rity clearances processed by the Office of
House Security if such employees are mem-
bers of the armed forces who hold a security
clearance issued by the Department of De-
fense, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself, Ms.
HAGEMAN, Mr. MOORE of West Vir-
ginia, Ms. BOEBERT, Mr. WEBSTER of
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Florida, Mr. OWENS, Mrs. MILLER of
Illinois, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. BUCHANAN,
Mr. McCCORMICK, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr.
NORMAN, and Mr. GUEST):

H. Res. 47. A resolution concerning the Na-
tional Collegiate Athletic Association policy
for eligibility in women’s sports; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, the
following statements are submitted regard-
ing the specific powers granted to Congress
in the Constitution to enact the accom-
panying bill or joint resolution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 404.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. FULCHER:

H.R. 405.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 provides Con-
gress with the power to ‘lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises’ in order
to ‘provide for the general Welfare of the
United States.

By Mr. YAKYM:

H.R. 406.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Ms. DELBENE:

H.R. 407.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. ARRINGTON:

H.R. 408.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R. 409.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. BEGICH:

H.R. 410.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 411.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 412.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mrs. BICE:

H.R. 413.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 414.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section

By Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 415.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Article I, Section 8
By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 416.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 417.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 418.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Section 8 of Article I of
the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 419.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 4 and clause 18
of the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 420.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 421.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. CLINE:

H.R. 422.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 423.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 424.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. DAVIDSON:

H.R. 425.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. ESPAILLAT:

H.R. 426.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to . . . pro-
vide for the general Welfare of the
United States; . . .

By Mr. FITZGERALD:

H.R. 427.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3.

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN:

H.R. 428.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, which states
the Congress shall have the power ‘‘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 office
thereof.”

By Mr. GARAMENDI:

H.R. 429.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 6 empowers
Congress to coin money.

By Mr. GARBARINO:

H.R. 430.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. GRAVES:

H.R. 431.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Ms. HAGEMAN:

H.R. 432.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mrs. HAYES:

H.R. 433.

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.”

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 434.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or any Department or Officer there-
of”

By Mr. ISSA:

H.R. 435.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. KEATING:

H.R. 436.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. KENNEDY of New York:

H.R. 437.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 3, Section 8, Article 1 of the Con-
stitution.

By Mr. LALOTA:

H.R. 438.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. LALOTA:

H.R. 439.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. LEE of Florida:

H.R. 440.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Ms. LETLOW:

H.R. 441.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. LETLOW:

H.R. 442.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 443.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. MOOLENAAR:

H.R. 444.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, clause 1: The Congress
shall have Power To lay and collect Taxes,
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defence
and general Welfare of the United States;
and

Article I, Section 8, clause 3: To regulate
commerce with foreign nations, and among
the several

By Mr. MORAN:

H.R. 445.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mr. NEHLS:

H.R. 446.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Ms. PEREZ:

H.R. 447.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 of the US Constitution

By Ms. PETTERSEN:

H.R. 448.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 449.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Ms. SALAZAR:

H.R. 450.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska:

H.R. 451.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. STAUBER:

H.R. 452.

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 5 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 453.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 454.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 455.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 456.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 457.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 458.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 459.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8
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By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 460.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 461.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 462.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. SYKES:

H.R. 463.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 464.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution in that the legislation exercises
legislative powers granted to Congress by
that clause ‘‘to make all Laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the foregoing Powers and all other
Powers vested by the Constitution in the
Government of the United States or any De-
partment or Office thereof.”

By Mr. TIMMONS:

H.R. 465.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Ms. TITUS:

H.R. 466.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. VAN DREW:

H.R. 467.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Sec. 8

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 468.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to . .
vide for the
United States; . . .

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN:

H.R. 469.

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 Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.J. Res. 19.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. PALMER:

H.J. Res. 20.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

———————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 21: Mr. CLINE, Mr. CRANK, Mr.
GARBARINO, Ms. LETLOW, Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS, Mr. TIMMONS, and Mr. NEWHOUSE.

. pro-
general Welfare of the
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H.R. 24: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland.

H.R. 30: Mr. KNOTT, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
MEUSER, Mr. GUEST, Mr. TIFFANY, and Mr.
BEGICH.

H.R. 31: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 36: Mr. HARIDOPOLOS.

H.R. 38: Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona and Mrs.
Ki1GGANS of Virginia.

H.R. 45: Mr. MEUSER, Ms. LETLOW, and Mr.
BABIN.

H.R. 51: Mr. TURNER of Texas, Mr. FIELDS,
Mr. SUBRAMANYAM, and Ms. MORRISON.

H.R. 68: Mrs. FLETCHER.

H.R. 137: Mr. SELF.

H.R. 142: Mrs. HINSON.

H.R. 151: Mr. KNOTT, Mr. DOWNING, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. CRENSHAW, Ms.
FEDORCHAK, Mr. IssA, Mrs. MILLER of Illi-
nois, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mrs.
HARSHBARGER, Mr. ALFORD, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.

BRECHEEN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. GROTHMAN,
and Mr. TIFFANY.

H.R. 158: Mr. DELUZIO.

H.R. 176: Mr. HURD of Colorado.

H.R. 178: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 212: Mr. CISNEROS, Mr. AMO, Mrs.

FLETCHER, and Mr. DESAULNIER.

H.R. 221: Mrs. LUNA, Mr. FULCHER, Mr.
CLOUD, Mr. STUTZMAN, and Mr. BURCHETT.

H.R. 236: Mr. BARRETT, Mr. HARRIS of
Maryland, and Mr. HUDSON.

H.R. 253: Mr. DELUZIO.

H.R. 264: Mrs. McIVER and Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN.

H.R. 265: Mrs. MCIVER and Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN.

H.R. 268: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland.

H.R. 271: Mr. SHREVE.

H.R. 283: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland and Mr.
GUEST.

H.R. 288:

H.R. 294:

H.R. 295:

. DELAAURO.
. TENNEY.
. MEUSER.

H.R. 304: . DONALDS.

H.R. 307: . CASTRO of Texas, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, and Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 309: Mr. HARDER of California.

H.R. 323: Mr. LANGWORTHY and Mr. RYAN.

H.R. 326: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 327: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mr. HUDSON, and Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 335: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. GREEN of Ten-
nessee, Mr. BURCHETT, and Mr. STUTZMAN.

H.R. 337: Mr. GRAY and Mr. HARDER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 338: Mr. GRAY and Mr. HARDER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 342: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia, Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida, and Mr. ROY.

H.R. 361: Mr. STEUBE, Mr. HARRIS of Mary-
land, and Mr. GUEST.

H.R. 383: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 387: Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas.

H.R. 391: Ms. RANDALL.

H.R. 393: Mr. GILL of Texas.

H.R. 394: Mr. GILL of Texas.

H.R. 395: Mr. GILL of Texas.

H.R. 396: Ms. HOYLE of Oregon and Ms.
FRIEDMAN.

H.R. 397: Mr. GARBARINO, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. LAWLER, Ms. TENNEY, and
Mr. RYAN.

H.R. 403: Ms. NORTON.

H.J. Res. 10: Mrs. FISCHBACH.

H. Res. 23: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr.
MULLIN, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. LANDSMAN, Ms.
DEAN of Pennsylvania, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Ms. LOIS
FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
ANSARI, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MAGAZINER, and
Mrs. TRAHAN.

H. Res. 33: Ms. TLAIB.

H. Res. 35: Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H. Res. 36: Mr. BAIRD.

——————

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:
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H.R. 361: Mr. DUNN of Florida.
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The Senate met at 12 noon and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, You are our rock and
fortress. Keep us from disappointing
You.

Help our lawmakers to walk in Your
precepts so that they can remain with-
in the circle of Your protection and
blessings. Lord, turn their ears to lis-
ten to Your admonition as You infuse
them with the courage to obey Your
commands. We have trusted You since
the birth of this land we love. That is
why we will declare Your glory all day
long. Lord, as our Senators strive to
please You today, we declare that You
alone are our hope.

And, Lord, continue to be with those
who battle the catastrophic wildfires in
Southern California.

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore 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.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-

SHALL). Under the previous order, the

leadership time is reserved.

The President pro tempore.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
would like to speak for 2 or 3 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
ISRAEL

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, the
Jewish people have faced many libels

Senate

and many libels over their history—in
their case, for millennia. Today, the
Jewish State faces the dirty libel—can
you believe it?—of committing geno-
cide, all while defending themselves
from Hamas.

Remember, Hamas has pledged to de-
stroy the Jewish people in their home-
land. Now, that happens to be real
genocide. Israel’s accusers cite large ci-
vilian casualty numbers traced to
Hamas’s self-reporting. As we Kknow,
Hamas has a history of inflating num-
bers, of not distinguishing fighters
from civilians, and of listing male sol-
diers as women or children. A recent
report by the Henry Jackson Society
confirms that the widely cited Gaza
casualty statistics suffer from all
forms of falsifications.

Still, as we would all agree, any civil-
ian death in Gaza is a real tragedy.
While Israel goes out of its way to
issue warnings to civilians, Hamas ac-
tually encourages civilians to ignore
evacuation warnings while embedding
in schools and hospitals to use civilians
as human shields. Hamas officials are
on record that they seek civilian cas-
ualties for propaganda effect.

The definition of ‘‘genocide’ in the
United States and also under inter-
national law focuses on the intent to
destroy, in whole or in part, a national
ethnic, racial, or religious group.

A very recent Amnesty International
report adopts a new definition just to
tar Israel with that disgusting libel.
Amnesty International Israel was not
involved in the report and, as you
might expect, rejects 1its central
claims.

So I want my fellow Senators to
know that I, too, reject this bias and
this misleading report, and I say:
Shame on them.

I yield the floor.

—————
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

LAKEN RILEY ACT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, it is more
than 1,000 miles from El Paso, TX, to
Athens, GA, yet a man who crossed the
border illegally near El Paso was able
to wreak havoc in Athens.

Last February, an illegal immigrant
murdered nursing student Laken Riley
while she was out for a morning run on
the Athens campus of the University of
Georgia. This was a tragedy, and it was
preventable. The man who Kkilled
Laken Riley should not have been in
the United States in the first place. He
definitely shouldn’t have been on the
streets after previously being involved
in two crimes, but he was. It is, unfor-
tunately, just one example of how the
Biden border crisis has made every
State a border State.

Like many illegal immigrants whom
law enforcement encounters at the bor-
der, Laken’s killer was released on pa-
role into the interior of the United
States. He made his way to New York
City, where he was arrested and re-
leased before a detainer could be issued
and he could be turned over to immi-
gration authorities. Then he went to
Athens, GA. He was cited in Georgia
for shoplifting. Once again, he was re-
leased, and now we know what hap-
pened next.

Laken’s killer is now serving a life
sentence for murder, and while her
family can perhaps take at least some
comfort in the fact that justice has
been served, Laken Riley should be
alive today.

The truth is that what happened to
Laken Riley could have happened any-
where. That is why the Senate is cur-
rently considering Senator BRITT’S
Laken Riley Act. This bill would help
reduce the chances of another tragedy
like this one by requiring that illegal
immigrants be detained when they are
charged with theft-related crimes like
the one for which Laken’s killer was
cited less than 5 months before he
killed her. If this bill had been law
then, Laken Riley might well be alive
today.
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I hope to see this bill become law,
and I hope that my Democrat col-
leagues are as committed to making it
law as we are on this side of the aisle.
This is not a comprehensive bill, but it
is an important step toward keeping
Americans safe, and it should be an
easy ‘‘yes” vote for every Senator. We
have had strong bipartisan votes for
this bill in recent days, and I hope that
will continue.

We are going to have an amendment
process here on the floor, the type of
amendment process that has been lack-
ing in recent years. We will push for
votes on amendments that make this
bill even stronger.

One of the amendments that would
do that is Senator ERNST’s amendment
known as Sarah’s Law. Like Laken
Riley, Sarah Root was killed by an ille-
gal immigrant. Soon after graduating
from college in 2016, Sarah was killed
by a drunk driver who was in the coun-
try illegally. The driver was arrested,
but he posted bond and fled shortly
after the crash that took Sarah Root’s
life. The Root family didn’t get justice.
So Senator ERNST’s amendment would
require ICE to detain illegal immi-
grants accused of a crime that resulted
in death or serious bodily injury.

Every Member of the Senate should
be able to agree that illegal immi-
grants who commit a crime that kills
or seriously injures another person
should, at the very least, be detained.

In the coming days, the Senate will
have a serious debate about this and
other amendments and about the
Laken Riley Act. That is the Senate’s
role. We will have a debate, and we will
aim to produce the strongest bill that
we can pass into law. That is our goal,
and I hope our Democrat colleagues are
as interested in making a law as we
are.

Mr. President, time will tell.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

——
ISRAEL

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, let me
begin by speaking of the recent news of
a cease-fire agreement in the Middle
East. I have good news. I have just
been informed by the administration
that a deal has been agreed to. It is
welcome news that there is an agree-
ment that will free many of the hos-
tages. A cease-fire is very good news
for Israel, for America, for the Pales-
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tinian people, and particularly for the
hostage families, who have waited so
long in agony.

A cease-fire will reduce violence in
Gaza and harm to innocent civilians. It
couldn’t have happened without stead-
fast diplomacy and until the potency of
Hamas was radically reduced. We will
not rest until every hostage comes
home.

————
CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, now,
on the Hegseth hearing, the takeaway
from yesterday’s hearing on Pete
Hegseth is very clear: Pete Hegseth is
woefully unfit for the job of Secretary
of Defense.

For Mr. Hegseth, yesterday’s hearing
was an exercise in obfuscation. When
confronted about the serious accusa-
tions against his character, Mr.
Hegseth repeatedly dismissed them as
‘“‘smear tactics’ but refused to respond
to how these character issues impact
his qualifications for the job.

When asked if being guilty of sexual
assault is disqualifying for the job of
Secretary of Defense, Mr. Hegseth re-
fused to answer. Imagine if any other
American interviewing for any other
job refused to answer that question.

Clearly, more information is needed
about Hegseth’s background. But when
Democrats asked to make Mr.
Hegseth’s full FBI background docu-
ments available to all members of the
committee, the Republican chair said
no.

Why? Why is the Republican chair in-
sistent on Kkeeping relevant informa-
tion about Mr. Hegseth locked away
from committee members?

Perhaps the reason for Republican
stonewalling is that the more evidence
that is revealed about Mr. Hegseth, the
more obvious it will become that he is
woefully unfit for the job.

For Mr. Hegseth, when there are seri-
ous allegations, to not answer them di-
rectly and instead just call them
‘“‘smear tactics’’—especially in such an
important job like Secretary of De-
fense, where people’s lives are on the
line—is just totally unacceptable, to-
tally inadequate, and, basically, a
nominee for a very important position
just ducking the most important ques-
tions he faced.

Now, let me say a few things about
why these hearings are so important
for our country and to our side.

By all indications, our Republican
colleagues seem perfectly comfortable
with advancing Mr. Hegseth through
the Senate, despite his lack of quali-
fications. Many of our colleagues have
private doubts about the nominees,
but, publicly, they are still willing to
embrace them.

Donald Trump’s hold on Senate Re-
publicans has become very powerful.
Nevertheless, we Democrats will con-
tinue to push and pressure and scruti-
nize each nominee in committee be-
cause it is so important to get them on
record. Americans need to see that

January 15, 2025

many of Donald Trump’s nominees are
simply unfit for the jobs they have
been chosen for. Americans need to
hear these nominees answer for Donald
Trump’s harmful policies.

And if some of these nominees are se-
verely unqualified—and many of them
are—these hearings are essential for
exposing that. Even if they get con-
firmed in the end, the information
must come out. Even if they get con-
firmed, it is so important to have all
these questions asked and to see what
the answers, or lack of answers, are.

If the time comes, months from now,
that some of Donald Trump’s Cabinet
members fail on the job, these hearings
will have served as an important warn-
ing for the American people to see.
That is why Democrats are committed
to ensuring each nominee is vetted
thoroughly and scrutinized during the
testimony.

One other point, by the way, on why
we think the hearings are important:
The hearings are also an opportunity
to show whose side each party is on.
Are these nominees in favor of tax cuts
for very wealthy people? Are they in
favor of keeping programs that help
working-class people, Kkeep prices
down, such as making sure that Medi-
care can negotiate drug prices, which
brings down the price for everybody?
Where do they stand?

Where do they stand? The hearings
glaringly show that Donald Trump and
his nominees are on the side of the
very powerful and that we Democrats
who are asking the questions are on
the side of working people.

And as the hearings wind through
and we go through more and more wit-
nesses, it will become clearer and
clearer to the American people who is
on whose side.

So it is important to have a record of
these nominees even if they get con-
firmed in the end to see who they are
and to guard against the dangers that
might occur with them in office and to
show who is on whose side.

Now, a couple more of today’s nomi-
nees are very troubling. One is Mr.
Vought. Few nominees illustrate what
is at stake for working-class families
better than Donald Trump’s pick for
OMB director, Mr. Russell Vought.
This is one of the most influential posi-
tions in the entire White House, re-
sponsible for not only producing the
President’s budget but also executing
the President’s agenda across the exec-
utive branch.

I will be candid, Mr. Vought’s ap-
pointment to OMB director would be a
nightmare scenario for working Ameri-
cans. It is difficult to imagine a worse
choice to implement White House pol-
icy than the chief architect of Project
2025. Let me repeat that, because our
Republican friends don’t want to talk
about 2025, but at the same time, they
are likely to vote for someone who was
the chief architect of the project in a
powerful position to implement it:
head of OMB.

You cannot, you simply cannot be
proworker and support the nomination
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of Russell Vought. The last time he
worked at the White House, Mr.
Vought pushed radical budget pro-
posals that gutted Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid, and funding for
public health.

During the last default crisis, Mr.
Vought was a key advisor to hard-right
Republicans who pushed America to
the brink of disaster by using the debt
ceiling as blackmail to cut trillions in
funding for healthcare, for seniors, for
hungry kids.

When Congress did not appropriate
Donald Trump’s border wall, Vought
raided the accounts of the Pentagon
and the Treasury Department to pay
for it. And on top of it all, Mr. Vought
put America’s national security at risk
by illegally withholding foreign aid to
Ukraine in an attempt to help Donald
Trump on the campaign trail.

To call Mr. Vought an extremist
would, frankly, give extremists a bad
name. The only people in America who
can be happy about Mr. Vought are the
richest of the rich, who would make a
killing if Donald Trump and Repub-
licans hand them another trillion-dol-
lar tax cut. And, again, just let me re-
peat, this man is the chief architect of
Project 2025. Republicans are running
away from that project now, but at the
same time, they are putting its chief
architect in one of the most powerful
positions in the Federal Government,
which had a broad range across just
about every policy.

So today’s hearing with Mr. Vought
is a reminder to the American people
that Donald Trump does not intend to
keep his promises to working people. If
Donald Trump were serious about
being proworker, he would not have
turned to the godfather of the
ultraright to oversee White House pol-
icy.

And on Chris Wright, the tragic fires
in California are another warning that
the climate crisis continues to grow in
strength. The scientific community
across the world from the U.N. to
NASA to even national security ex-
perts agree that ignoring climate
change is dangerous.

So Donald Trump’s nominee for En-
ergy Secretary is truly alarming: oil
executive Chris Wright. Everything
you need to know about who Mr.
Wright is and what he will fight for can
be found in the following quote he once
gave in an interview. Mr. Wright said:

0il and Gas make the world go round.

Mr. Wright amassed his wealth in
fracking and is an oil executive, so, of
course, he thinks oil and gas are the
only things that count in the world. An
article from the New York Times this
morning called him an evangelist for
fossil fuels.

What makes Mr. Wright so troubling,
however, is that he is perfectly willing
to admit climate change is happening
while rejecting that we should do any-
thing about it.

He says calling climate change a cri-
sis is pure fearmongering. He says the
real crisis is that not enough people
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are using hydrocarbons. Imagine, that
is what he said, not enough people are
using hydrocarbons. That is the crisis
in the world. Can you believe it?

He even says that roadblocks to un-
restrained fossil fuel development are
outright ‘“‘immoral.”” This man is an
extremist when it comes to energy
issues. He is not even among the con-
servative mainstream he is so far over.

What a shock this is, a wealthy oil
executive thinks that the solutions to
the world’s problems are to produce
more oil. This is who Donald Trump
wants leading America’s energy policy.

Mr. Wright’s nomination should be
an alarm bell for every single Amer-
ican who has gotten a job recently at
battery plants, EV factories, and other
good-paying clean jobs. Many of these
Americans are in red States that trust-
ed Donald Trump to look after them.
But as far as Donald Trump’s pick for
Energy Secretary is concerned, he
thinks ‘“‘we’re not in the midst of an
energy transition.” That is his words.

Tell that to the workers in rural
America rebuilding EV batteries and
wind and solar. I hope our Republican
colleagues will repeat those words to
the employees in their districts who
have gotten good-paying jobs in these
new clean energy industries.

Everyone knows we still have a lot of
work to do before we reach our clean
energy goals, and everybody knows it
is not going to be easy. The question is
whether or not Donald Trump’s admin-
istration is going to protect the clean
energy jobs we have created or Kkill
them and put people out of work for
the sake of Big Oil.

Mr. Wright’s nomination suggests
that Donald Trump is willing to let all
those good-paying clean energy jobs we
have created disappear.

And to my Republican colleagues,
when Donald Trump and Mr. Wright
start cutting the jobs that have come
from clean energy that are in your
States, don’t say we didn’t tell you so.
And remember, the voters are going to
know who you voted for, for the head
of Energy.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

LAKEN RILEY ACT—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 5, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 5) to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody
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aliens who have been charged in the United
States with theft, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Thune (for Ernst/Grassley) Amendment No.
8, to include crimes resulting in death or se-
rious bodily injury to the list of offenses
that, if committed by an inadmissible alien,
require mandatory detention.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, yes-
terday I watched closely the nomina-
tion hearing for Pete Hegseth. He is
President Trump’s nominee to be Sec-
retary of Defense.

For the safety and security of our
Nation, Pete deserves a swift, swift
confirmation. I am going to vote for
him to be the next Secretary of De-
fense, and I believe that vote is going
to happen soon.

He was very clear in the hearing yes-
terday, the incoming administration is
going to refocus the Pentagon on
American strength and on hard power—
not a woke agenda, which is what we
have seen for the last 4 years.

To me, this is very welcome news,
and I believe it is welcome news to
Americans all across this country who
are worried about the security of our
Nation and the strength of our Nation.

We have a significant problem in the
military today. It is a problem with
morale and a problem with recruit-
ment. Pete Hegseth is the right person
to address both of these issues and to
make sure that we—America—have a
military that is ready to fight. Pete
served in combat at the height of the
war on terror. He deployed overseas to
Iraq, to Afghanistan, and to Guanta-
namo Bay in Cuba.

He is a decorated veteran. He has
earned two Bronze Stars. He also
earned the Combat Infantryman’s
badge. When Pete’s executive officer
evaluated his performance in Iraq, the
feedback was glowing. Pete, he said,
was ‘‘an incredibly talented, battle-
proven leader.”

Incredibly talented, battle-proven leader.

He ‘‘always [completed] every mis-
sion to high standards with minimal
guidance or supervision.”” That is what
you want.

Now, I heard Senator SCHUMER ask
on this floor: Why should Americans
entrust Pete to lead our military?
Well, Pete Hegseth answered that ques-
tion yesterday.

Senator SHEEHY asked during the
hearing: Are you going to have the
backs of the warfighters? To which our
nominee said, yes, he will have their
backs. That is why Americans should
trust Pete to lead our military.

It is interesting to hear my Demo-
crat colleagues dismiss Pete’s years of
military service. They sounded angry
about his plan to restore American
strength. They seemed frustrated that
he clearly loves our country and wants
to continue to serve. Democrats tried
to turn yesterday’s hearing into a kan-
garoo court. They claimed that Pete
isn’t qualified.
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So let’s talk about his military expe-
rience. The Department of Defense is
filled with people who have decades of
experience working in the Pentagon.
The Pentagon just failed its seventh—
seventh—consecutive audit. Think
about that for a second.

BEach year, the American taxpayers
send the Pentagon more than $850 bil-
lion—billion with ‘‘b’—yet the Pen-
tagon can’t pass a single audit. Look,
it sounds like we don’t need more expe-
rience like that. We need a fresh set of
eyes, a soldier—as Pete said himself—
with dirt on his boots.

Being Secretary of Defense isn’t just
about managing a bureaucracy; it is
about making America’s military the
best and most lethal fighting force in
the world. Pete is going to be a Sec-
retary of Defense who respects the
warfighter and who respects the tax-
payer. He is a bold choice for the future
of our military, a bold choice for the
future of our Nation, and the right
choice to be Secretary of Defense.

A Senate confirmation is not an easy
process, and the Secretary of Defense is
not an easy job. Yesterday, Pete gave
strong answers to tough questions. He
is confident, and he is knowledgeable.
He is ready to lead the Department of
Defense.

He knows the cost of war. He knows
the price of weakness, and the true
value and the valor of American sol-
diers.

As Secretary of Defense, he is going
to reestablish deterrence and rebuild
our military. He is going to champion
American servicemembers and restore
American military readiness.

Pete is going to bring the Pentagon
back to what its mission should be:
lethality, accountability, trans-
parency, merit. The focus is going to be
on military readiness, not social ex-
periments and partisan policies.

America needs a strong Secretary of
Defense now, immediately. Senate Re-
publicans will get it done.

8.5

Mr. President, today the Senate is
considering amendments to the Laken
Riley Act. The Laken Riley Act is ac-
tually bipartisan legislation. It is a
lifesaving bill. It is a lifesaving bill
that is going to lock up illegal immi-
grants and then deport them.

Republicans are offering targeted
amendments to make this bill even
stronger. Senator ERNST has an amend-
ment that would detain illegal immi-
grants who commit murder or cause se-
rious bodily injury. Senator CORNYN
has an amendment that will detain il-
legal immigrants who attack law en-
forcement officers.

Those are the type of amendments
that Republicans are discussing to
strengthen the bill. I know there is
some Democrats who are trying to un-
dermine the bill. They want to replace
it with thousands of pages of immigra-
tion reform.

I have said this before, and it bears
repeating: Republicans are not going to
undermine or weaken this lifesaving
bill.
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The Laken Riley Act is not com-
prehensive immigration reform. It is a
targeted piece of tough immigration
enforcement. Republicans aren’t going
to trade American lives for amnesty.
We will make the law that puts the
safety of the American people first.
That is what Americans voted for in
November: safety, security, for our
communities, for our citizens.

Senator JOHN FETTERMAN of Pennsyl-
vania was recently asked about the bi-
partisan Laken Riley Act. This is what
he said, he said: Pretend that you are
in a parking lot in a Wal-Mart in
Scranton, PA, as we are out traveling
around the State in our own home
States.

He said: Well, I am going to vote
against a bill that allows people to de-
port people that are charged with a
crime or have a criminal record?

To me, I hope others will listen to
Senator FETTERMAN and hear those
words and realize how ridiculous it
sounds that anyone would vote against
the Laken Riley Act.

The Laken Riley Act deserves strong,
targeted amendments and swift pas-
sage in this body and then signed into
law by the President.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MULLIN). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Tennessee.

UNITED NATIONS RELIEF AND WORKS AGENCY

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I
have to say, I think the remarks I
planned today are so pertinent to what
is taking place in our world as we are
hearing about the Trump effect actu-
ally bringing forward a deal with
Israel, Hamas, and the hostages be-
cause my remarks today are centered
on UNRWA, the U.N. Relief and Works
Agency for Palestine Refugees.

Now, this has been one of the biggest
obstacles to peace in the Middle East.
To the world, UNRWA presents itself
as an aid group for Palestinians. But,
in reality, this agency—this U.N. agen-
cy that has been the recipient of 7.1 bil-
lion U.S. taxpayer dollars—is nothing
more than a terror group that works to
undermine Israel’s security and safety.
We have known this for years, but in
the aftermath of the Hamas barbaric
October 7 attack on the Jewish State,
we have learned much more about
UNRWA'’s terror ties.

Early last year, the Wall Street Jour-
nal reported that 10 percent of
UNRWA’s staff have ties to Islamist
militant groups. Among them, 6 took
part in the October 7 assault that left
1,200 Israelis dead and hundreds more
in captivity.

After reports emerged that an
UNRWA teacher held an Israeli hostage
in his attic, I pressed the agency to in-
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vestigate that employee. Instead of
taking action, the group dismissed this
request and this claim as ‘‘unsubstan-
tiated” and called on the Israeli jour-
nalist who reported the news to ‘“‘im-
mediately delete the post.”

We also know that UNRWA has in-
doctrinated Palestinian children with
schools that glorify terrorism and pro-
mote violent hatred of Jews, allowed
Hamas to store weapons in their build-
ings, and provided support and aid to
the terror group.

Now, a new report from UN Watch,
the top watchdog for holding the U.N.
accountable, shows that UNRWA works
with Hamas, as well as Palestinian Is-
lamic Jihad, at the highest level of the
agency. To quote the report, ‘‘this se-
cret relationship allows the terrorist
organizations to significantly influence
the policies and practices of a UN agen-
cy with 30,000 employees, and $1.5 bil-
lion annual budget that is funded pri-
marily by Western states.

The evidence is overwhelming. In
2017, TUNRWA’s then-Commissioner
General met with leaders of Hamas and
Palestinian Islamic Jihad to strength-
en—in his words—‘‘a spirit of partner-
ship.”” To protect the agency’s credi-
bility, however, the Commissioner Gen-
eral urged the terror leaders to ensure
that ‘‘discussions not be made public.”

Of course, open collaboration with
U.S.-designated terror groups could
jeopardize the millions it receives from
Western countries every year. So they
tried to cover it up so that they could
keep getting these millions and bil-
lions of dollars—as I said, U.S. tax-
payers, 7.1 billion that has gone into
this group.

In the years since, UNRWA leaders
have repeatedly pledged support for
Palestinian terrorists. That same year,
the agency’s Lebanon director told ter-
ror leaders that UNRWA hoped to have
a strong partnership with them. A year
later, their program director in Leb-
anon met with a Hamas official to dis-
cuss ‘‘ongoing cooperation and coordi-
nation.”

Also in 2018, a former UNRWA offi-
cial appeared at a rally alongside
Hamas terror leaders who urged sup-
port for UNRWA ‘‘until we return to
Palestine’’—meaning the end of Israel
as a Jewish State. The UNRWA offi-
cial, of course, thanked the terrorist
“for their understanding.”’

In 2021, the former Deputy Commis-
sioner General of UNRWA met with
Sinwar—now, that is the Hamas leader
who later planned the October 7 at-
tack—after one of her employees ad-
mitted on TV that Israel’s strikes on
Hamas are ‘‘very precise.”

In response, the Deputy Commis-
sioner General removed the employee
from his position and thanked Sinwar
for ‘‘his positivity and desire to con-
tinue cooperation in facilitating the
agency’s work in the Gaza Strip.”’

You see there is a pattern here of
participation between UNRWA and be-
tween Hamas and Palestinian Islamic
Jihad. This is just a sample of the



January 15, 2025

high-level meetings between leaders of
UNRWA and these groups. The list
could go on and on and on. What this
report makes very clear is that
UNRWA’s support for terror groups is
not something that happens at the
agency’s fringes. Instead, supporting
and enabling terrorism against Israel is
UNRWA’s main purpose.

I want to say that again: UNRWA’s
support for these terrorist groups is
not just at the fringes. It is with their
leadership. They are supporting and en-
abling terrorism against Israel, and we
need to realize this.

This is why President Trump can-
celed U.S. funding to the agency during
his first administration, and it is why
President Biden’s decision in 2021 to re-
store that funding—over $730 million
that year—was a huge mistake.

After the October 7 attack, I led the
charge in introducing legislation to
defund UNRWA, and, in March of last
year, President Biden finally signed
into law a 1-year ban on that funding.

With all we know about UNRWA,
though, we need to make this ban per-
manent, which is why I am working on
legislation that will do just that once
we get a new President and once we
begin to say no to these organizations
who take taxpayer dollars and turn
around and use it against the American
people, use it for pro-terror, pro-vio-
lence organizations and groups.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

8.5

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, you
will see for the next hour a whole
group of Republicans coming to the
floor to be able to talk about one issue:
our need for border security and safer
communities. This is something that
not just Republicans in the Senate are
talking about; this is something that
the American people spoke loudly and
clearly about during the last election
when they elected President Trump, a
Republican Senate, and a Republican
House. There is not a single Member
who is a Republican in this body, in the
House, or, clearly, President Trump,
who didn’t talk about border security
and safer communities throughout the
entire election.

Every single poll showed that this
was one of the priority issues that
every single American was thinking
about. A Gallup poll last year found
that more than three-quarters of
Americans support increasing the num-
ber of Border Patrol agents; that two-
thirds of Americans want the President
and the Homeland Security Secretary
to temporarily halt all asylum requests
when the border is overwhelmed; and
third, a majority of Americans support
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expanding border wall construction.
People want a secure community.

On the floor this week—we started
last week and are still debating it this
week—is what to do on what is called
the Laken Riley Act. Some Americans
are familiar with Laken Riley’s story;
some are not. Laken Riley was a col-
lege student in Georgia who was bru-
tally murdered by a Venezuelan who
came into the United States illegally,
was detained at the border, but then
released. He traveled around the coun-
try wherever he wanted to under a pa-
role system that was given to him at
the border in 2022. He committed a
crime, was arrested for that crime, and
then was released. He committed an-
other crime—shoplifting. He was ar-
rested for that crime and was then re-
leased. The third crime, as far as we
know—there might have been many
more, but the third crime, as far as we
know, was his murder of Laken Riley.

He should have never been in the
United States. He should have never
been paroled at the border. He should
have been detained and then deported,
but he wasn’t. He was paroled into the
United States. When he committed a
crime in the United States, he should
have been deported, but he was not. He
was released. When he committed a
second crime in the United States, he
should have been deported, but he
wasn’t. He was released—before he ever
got to murder.

The Laken Riley Act is pretty sim-
ple. It says: If someone is here illegally
and they commit a crime in the United
States of stealing Americans’ stuff,
like he did, that he is deported. I don’t
think it is a radical concept to be able
to say that Americans don’t want
someone to come into the country ille-
gally and take their stuff. Why this is
even a challenge to be able to pass this,
I have no idea. This passed in the
House last session, but the Senate
never took it up to even discuss it.

If I go to any of the great 4 million
Oklahomans in my State and I say
“What do you think about someone il-
legally coming into the country and
stealing people’s stuff? Do you think
that is OK, that they should still be
able to stay?”’ I don’t think I would
find anybody of the 4 million Oklaho-
mans who would say “I am OK with
someone illegally coming into the
country, stealing people’s stuff” and
say ‘‘You can go ahead and stay.”

That is all that this bill does. It says
that if someone comes into this coun-
try illegally and starts stealing stuff,
they are detained; they are held. They
are not just allowed to be released to
be able to drift around the country to
steal other things or to commit a mur-
der later. If they come into our coun-
try illegally and start stealing things,
they are detained, and they will go
through the rest of the legal process. It
doesn’t mean they are automatically
deported the very next day. They still
have a legal challenge there. They can
have their legal challenge. But they
are not going to just wander around
the country.
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That is why we believe this Laken
Riley Act is so important. It is because
we never, ever, ever, ever want to have
another American who is murdered by
someone illegally present here, espe-
cially someone who had already com-
mitted multiple crimes before they
ever got to that murder.

So let’s have the debate. I am willing
to be able to talk to any one of my
Democratic or Republican colleagues
who has a question about this, but at
the base of this is, why would we let
someone who is already illegally
present in the country and who we al-
ready know has committed additional
crimes just continue to walk our
streets just to commit more crimes?
Why would we not detain those individ-
uals?

On Monday, President Trump will be
inaugurated. I am looking forward to
working with him and seeing even
what happens on day one to be able to
secure the border. This is something
the American people want. They want
a border that is secure; they want com-
munities that are secure; and they
want just basic commonsense things
done, like if someone breaks into our
country and then steals stuff, they are
actually detained rather than just re-
leased to go do it again. Let’s at least
do the basics that we can do while we
continue to be able to work toward the
big projects that still need to be done.

Multiple of my colleagues will be
coming in the moments ahead to talk
through this same issue because we feel
like, on this side, it is incredibly im-
portant we get this done.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, this
week, the Senate is proud to take an-
other step forward toward securing our
southern border as we consider the
Laken Riley Act. I want to extend my
deep gratitude to Senator KATIE BRITT
and Senator TED BUDD for their leader-
ship in bringing this bill forward.

First and foremost, I want to say
that I strongly support this measure.
With this bill, the Senate will be tak-
ing a bold step for the safety and pros-
perity of American citizens after 4
years of mismanagement and decline
and, ultimately, chaos at the border.

The Laken Riley Act is the answer to
a loud and clear call made at the ballot
box by the American people to unite us
as a country, to put America first, and
to address the tragic lawlessness that
we see on our southern border. So in
the Senate’s first order of legislative
business, we are answering that call.

The radical open border policies of
the left have caused untold suffering to
families across the Nation—families
like the Riley family, who is still
grieving the unimaginable loss of their
beautiful daughter Laken.

Laken was just 22 years old—a young
nursing student with a promising fu-
ture ahead of her. Tragically, she was
stolen from this Earth by an individual
who should have never been allowed to



S164

roam free in this country. Laken
should be alive today, and she would
have been if her Kkiller had been
brought to justice before it was too
late. In Laken, we lost a bright and
beautiful soul, as those who knew her
will attest.

The law should serve our citizens, yet
it has somehow been Laken’s Kkiller
who has benefited from our system. It
is time we honor Laken’s legacy by
putting American citizens first.

The Laken Riley Act, while too late
to prevent Laken’s tragedy, is a tar-
geted bill that will save countless
other lives. It will ensure that other il-
legal immigrants who are not dis-
similar to her Kkiller are detained for
their crimes before they get a chance
to commit another and maybe a more
serious offense. Anyone who has en-
tered the United States illegally and
then committed a crime should and
will face detention and deportation. It
sounds like common sense to me.
Laken’s killer was arrested three times
and released three times—once at the
border, again in New York City, and a
third time in Athens, GA, mere weeks
before he took Laken’s life. That will
not happen and cannot happen under
the Laken Riley Act.

This is a problem that cannot be ig-
nored or explained away or made triv-
ial. The American people demand
change. The American people want us
to fix this system that failed to uphold
the law and failed to keep Laken safe.
Her cause is their cause. It is the cause
of every mother, every father, every
brother, every sister—of a young girl
who simply wants to go to school and
then go out for a run in her neighbor-
hood and feel safe.

I know, at its core, this is truly a bi-
partisan issue. We all want to keep our
communities safe—all Republicans and
Democrats. Our Republican conference
is completely unified behind the Laken
Riley Act, and we have managed to win
over a majority of Senate Democrats
for the bill’s initial consideration, in-
cluding two who have signed on as co-
sponsors. As my Democrat colleague
from Pennsylvania has noted, the fail-
ure to pass this bill would represent ev-
erything that is wrong with Congress.

The truth is, the American citizens
have had enough talk, especially after
these last 4 years. Now is the time for
action. That is what the election was
about—action, not empty words. This
week, we will have before us a tranche
of critical votes that America will be
intently watching.

To the families watching who have
lost loved ones, like the Riley family,
we stand with you. We feel your grief
and your pain, and we will guard
against this heartbreak ever happening
again.

Now more than ever, it is incumbent
upon my colleagues and me to support
America’s families and pass the strong-
est possible bill for our communities.

With that, I look forward to advanc-
ing the Laken Riley Act this week.

I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, today I
join my colleagues in looking forward
to January 20, when we can turn the
page on the failed border policies of the
Biden-Harris administration and get
back to the commonsense—common-
sense—approach to border security
under President Donald Trump.

During 4 years of the Biden-Harris
border policies, our country saw the
highest annual total of illegal alien
crossings, the highest monthly total of
illegal alien crossings, and the highest
total of individuals on the Terror
Watchlist attempting to cross our bor-
der.

These are the plain and simple facts.
The Biden-Harris administration has
made our country less safe, less secure,
and more vulnerable to threats from
abroad.

The American people saw beyond the
Biden-Harris administration’s false
claims that the border was secure and
last November gave a very clear and
compelling mandate: Secure the bor-
der. Secure the border.

Already, the new Republican Senate
majority is taking a first step to pro-
tect the American people against the
consequences of the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration’s policies by working to
pass the Laken Riley Act.

Under this bill, U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement will be required
to detain illegal immigrants who have
committed theft-related offenses and
issue an immigration detainer request
to local law enforcement for illegal
aliens who have committed related
crimes.

The legislation can empower States
to hold Federal officials accountable
when they fail to enforce Federal im-
migration law.

This important legislation is one we
should have never had to pass, but be-
cause the Biden-Harris administration
played politics with our country’s bor-
ders and immigration policy, Senate
Republicans are here today ready to
work on behalf of the American people.

Working with the Trump administra-
tion, we will prioritize the enforcement
of policies that protect our southern
border, which include reinstating the
Migrant Protection Protocols or ‘‘Re-
main in Mexico’’ policy, enforcing safe
third-country agreements, and resum-
ing construction of the border wall.

In his first 100 days in office, Presi-
dent Biden revoked 94 Trump-era Exec-
utive orders and reversed crucial bor-
der security policies.

In less than a week, President-elect
Trump will be sworn into office. He has
committed to taking Executive action
on day one to reinstate the policies
that will secure our border. I look for-
ward to these changes and working fur-
ther to address the crisis created under
the Biden-Harris administration.

I also look forward to the debate that
will take place in the coming weeks re-
garding how Republicans will secure
the border through reconciliation. We
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are already hard at work on that. This
will be an important legislative tool
that will help refocus resources so that
the professionals at ICE, CBP, and U.S.
Border Patrol can focus on the mission
of securing our border, removing crimi-
nal aliens who should not be in the
United States, and addressing potential
threats to the homeland.

To accomplish these goals, we must
recruit and retain more border security
professionals, modernize our border se-
curity tools like autonomous towers,
and better utilize technology like the
counter-unmanned aircraft systems
along the border. The cause of these
threats to our homeland is clear: Presi-
dent Biden’s failure to secure the
southern border.

Senate Republicans stand ready to
work with President Trump to advance
the policies that kept our border secure
during his first administration. That is
exactly what my colleagues and I will
be working to accomplish every day in
the coming months because border se-
curity is national security.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, I thank my
colleague from North Dakota for his
comments in support of this legisla-
tion.

One of the highest priorities of the
next administration is securing the
southern border, restoring law and
order, and reversing the dangerous
open border policies of President
Biden. Too many Americans have felt
the tragic consequences of these poli-
cies.

One of them was a woman named
Laken Riley. She was a nursing stu-
dent at the University of Georgia, and
last year an illegal immigrant from
Venezuela murdered her while she was
out on an early morning jog.

What makes this story all the more
devastating was that the killer should
have been stopped but wasn’t. He
should have been stopped at the border
in 2022, but he was paroled into this
country. He should have been detained
when he was arrested in New York in
2023 but wasn’t. He should have been
detained when he was arrested in Geor-
gia for shoplifting, but he wasn’t. The
chain of these events is downright
shameful.

We must make sure that these don’t
ever happen again, and that is why I
worked with my good friend Senator
KATIE BRITT of Alabama to reintroduce
the Laken Riley Act.

This bill would require ICE to issue
detainers and take into custody illegal
aliens who commit crimes like theft
and shoplifting.

We need to stop these individuals
when they commit minor crimes before
they are able to commit major crimes
like the horrific murder of Laken
Riley.

The Laken Riley Act will empower
the Trump administration to enforce
our laws, keep our Nation secure, and
prevent—prevent—tragedies.
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Ladies and gentlemen, this is com-
mon sense. But if you stay here in
Washington long enough, you will
sometimes feel that common sense is
not all that common.

But I appreciate the newfound bipar-
tisanship that seems to have broken
out on Capitol Hill on this issue. It is
wonderful. Dozens of Democrats have
now supported the Laken Riley Act. I
want to welcome them to the cause of
law and order.

But a word here about amendments.
And I thank Leader THUNE, who I think
is off to a wonderful start, and I appre-
ciate his leadership. He is open, as he
promised, to amendments—several on
this side of the aisle and several on the
other. But let’s just say that some of
our friends on the other side of the
aisle, they have an amendment. And
let’s say that it doesn’t get the amount
of votes. Let’s not use that as a pretext
for them not supporting this bill. Let’s
support this. And then you have our
commitment to go back and work on
that and take a look at that specific
legislation that they were trying to in-
troduce by amendment. But please
don’t use the failure of said amend-
ment to not support this very impor-
tant legislation.

It is my hope that we can continue in
this spirit and make sure that the
Laken Riley Act is passed by both
Chambers and signed into law by our
Nation’s 47th President, Donald J.
Trump.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, President
Biden is spending his final days in of-
fice on a valedictory tour.

Now, here is one accomplishment he
won’t mention: a crisis on our southern
border which has spread chaos across
our country, flooded our communities
with fentanyl, and cost innocent Amer-
ican lives.

Now, it is correct to call this one of
President Biden’s ‘‘accomplishments.”
He intentionally reversed the Trump
administration’s border policies as
soon as he reached the Oval Office, and
it was by design—by design—that mil-
lions of migrants who illegally crossed
our southern border were released into
our country. This self-inflicted disaster
will be a major part of President
Biden’s ignominious legacy, and it is,
in part, why Americans chose to return
President Trump to office in Novem-
ber.

When the American people voted for
a Republican President and a Repub-
lican Congress, they were voting to re-
store the rule of law at the border.
They were demanding that their gov-
ernment fulfill its constitutionally del-
egated duty to provide for their na-
tional security. They were demanding
that their government do that, and
they were arguing, correctly, that it is
not discrimination for a nation to de-
mand that those who seek to call it
home do so legally.

The American people want the return
of commonsense immigration policy;
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that is all. That is what I hear back
home. But you see, this wasn’t possible
under President Biden.

Beginning next week, we will have a
new President, and there will be no ex-
cuses. The open-border policies must
end. Criminal migrants must go. The
number of Border Patrol and Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement officers
must be increased. Barriers to illegal
entry must be expanded and enlarged.
Republicans are working on legislation
which will help accomplish all of these
things and improve the security of our
border, just like the American people
expect.

It will be too little, too late for the
family of Laken Riley, though. Of
course, she should still be with us
today. The man who murdered her last
February should have never set foot in
America. Her death was preventable.
Her Kkiller entered this country ille-
gally and was quickly paroled. Then he
was sent, at taxpayer expense, to New
York, where he was arrested and re-
leased. If that was the end of the story,
it would still be an outrage and an in-
dictment of the failed Biden adminis-
tration. But from there, he went to
Georgia, you see—all courtesy of tax-
payers—where he was arrested and
freed again before brutally murdering
Laken Riley.

Weakening border enforcement,
incentivizing criminals with specious
asylum claims to cross our border, fail-
ing to detain and deport these very
same people for crimes committed far
away from it—these were the policies
that led to Laken’s death. This cannot
happen again. It can’t happen again to
another American or to their family.
That is why we need to pass the Laken
Riley Act. It won’t singlehandedly end
the crisis at our southern border, no.
That is not its objective. But it is an
important first step in the broader mis-
sion we have been assigned by the
American people.

Homeland Security must detain mi-
grants charged with crimes—here
again, common sense—crimes like
shoplifting, one of the crimes for which
Laken’s killer was arrested. The bill we
are currently debating, the Laken
Riley Act, requires that they do this
and that we meet the objectives of the
American people as it relates to border
security.

You see, enforcing immigration law
is a national security priority. I began
emphasizing this years ago. I know so
many other Americans believe this in
their bones. It is time Washington
started acting like it.

So this bill is one of many steps we
should take to reverse the Biden ad-
ministration’s open border policies.
Stop the madness. Stop the madness. I
plead with my colleagues to support
the Laken Riley Act. We should pass it
now.

Let President Biden have his victory
tour. But starting next week, the in-
sanity ends, and we begin to secure our
border.

I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. RICKETTS. Mr. President, Presi-
dent Biden’s open border policies have
created a national security, humani-
tarian, and drug catastrophe in our
country. In 2023, law enforcement en-
counters at the border found 169 people
on the FBI's Terrorist Watchlist. In
previous years, under the Trump ad-
ministration, that number was in the
single digits. We have had 10.5 million
border encounters since Biden took of-
fice.

On a single day in December, U.S.
Customs and Border Protection en-
countered 12,600 people trying to ille-
gally enter into our country. That is
just along the southern border—12,600.
It set an alltime, single-day record for
the number of people trying to break
into our country.

In years past, administration offi-
cials have said: If there are 1,000 people
encountered at our southern border
trying to get in, that is a crisis.

So 12,600 is a catastrophe.

Record amounts of deadly drugs have
also flown into our country since Presi-
dent Biden opened our borders. We ex-
perienced this directly in Nebraska. In
2019, when I was Governor, Nebraska
law enforcement took 46 pills laced
with fentanyl off of our streets—46.
Then, after Biden became President, in
just the first 6 months of 2021, Ne-
braska law enforcement took 151,000
pills off our streets—from 46 to 151,000.

While I was Governor, after Biden be-
came President, we saw that our law
enforcement started confiscating twice
as much methamphetamine, 3 times as
much fentanyl, and 10 times as much
cocaine because of our open southern
border and the cartels taking advan-
tage of it.

And just like all around the country,
our young people paid the price as well.
Taryn Lee Griffith was a young mom of
two who took a pill that was laced with
fentanyl and died because of it. The
single largest killer of Americans 18 to
45 is fentanyl overdose, all facilitated
by President Biden’s open border poli-
cies along our southern border.

Jose Ibarra was a different kind of
problem. Jose Ibarra was a Venezuelan
national who crossed our border ille-
gally in the Texas area and asked for
asylum.

His wife said he just wanted a better
job, but regardless, the Biden adminis-
tration released him into this country.
He was bused to New York City, and
there he was arrested for ‘‘acting in a
manner to endanger a child under the
age of 17.”

However, New York City is a sanc-
tuary city. He was not detained or de-
ported, as he ought to have been. He
was released. He made his way to Geor-
gia, and once again he was arrested;
this time for shoplifting. But once
again he was not detained or deported
by Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment.

And because he was not, he went on
to brutally murder Laken Riley. This
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tragedy could have been avoided if
President Biden had been protecting
our southern border, if illegal immi-
grants were being detained and de-
ported. People who break the laws in
our country need to be held account-
able. That is what the Laken Riley Act
does.

It requires Immigration and Customs
Enforcement to detain people who are
breaking our laws. When people come
here illegally, and they are breaking
our laws, they need to be held account-
able. With the Laken Riley Act, if you
are committing theft, burglary, shop-
lifting, you will be detained and trage-
dies like Laken Riley can be avoided.

This is just common sense that we
need to enforce our laws. To me, it is
common sense that we need to protect
our borders. And thank goodness, start-
ing in a few days, we will have a Presi-
dent who understands the safety of the
American people is the priority, and
President Trump will secure our bor-
ders.

The election results were over-
whelming; President Trump has a man-
date to secure our borders. Senate Re-
publicans will stand up to help him do
just that. The Laken Riley Act is our
first step to be able to help him do
that. And I call upon my colleagues
from the other side of the aisle to con-
tinue to support this bill as they have
done on the previous votes.

Let’s get this bill passed. Let’s make
sure other families don’t have to live
through the tragedy that Laken Ril-
ey’s family had to live through.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, our Na-
tion, this body, and the American peo-
ple are all too familiar with stories
like Laken Riley’s, the 22-year-old
nursing student beaten to death by an
illegal immigrant, one who was already
in police custody in New York City be-
fore being let go.

Unfortunately, after 4 years of
Biden’s open border, this heartbreaking
story has become too commonplace.
Hardly a day goes by without hearing
of another American who has fallen
victim to crimes perpetrated by the il-
legal immigrants the Biden adminis-
tration let flood into our country.

And worse, too many times an illegal
immigrant arrested for a violent crime
posts bail, never to be heard from
again, escaping through loopholes in
the law.

This crisis only continues. While
these tragedies should have never hap-
pened in the first place, my colleagues
and I are taking action to ensure they
never happen again.

My legislation, Sarah’s Law, in con-
junction with the Laken Riley Act will
close these loopholes, so our laws no
longer prioritize illegal immigrants
over our own citizens.

Working to secure the border and
protect Americans is not a new fight
for me, but it became personal nearly 9
years ago. On January 31—so at the end
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of this month—marks 9 years since
Iowans Michelle Root and Scott Root,
whom I know personally, woke up to
every parent’s worst nightmare. Their
daughter, Sarah, was killed by a drunk
driver who was an illegal immigrant.

Sarah—and she is a beautiful, young
woman. She was 21 years old, she was
from Council Bluffs, and she had just
graduated from Bellevue University in
Nebraska with a 4.0 GPA.

She had her bachelor’s degree in
criminal investigations. She was head-
ed home after celebrating this really
important milestone with her family
and her friends. Sarah had her entire
life ahead of her; but, instead, an ille-
gal immigrant, Edwin Mejia, who was
drunk driving with a blood alcohol
level three times over the legal limit
struck and killed her.

One would think that Sarah’s killer
would clearly meet Immigration and
Customs Enforcement’s enforcement
priorities. But, no, citing the Obama
administration’s November 2014 memo,
ICE declined to take custody of Mejia,
despite his repeated driving offenses
and history of skipping court dates.

Before the Root family could even
lay Sarah to rest, her murderer posted
bond and was released, never to be seen
again.

To rub salt in the wound, the Biden
administration removed Mejia from
ICE’s Most Wanted list.

Since then, I have warned repeatedly
against the dangers of letting illegal
immigrants—who have already broken
our laws—roam the country and con-
tinue their lawlessness.

I have continually called on this
body to step up and protect innocent
Americans from criminals who are here
in our country illegally and pass my
bill: Sarah’s Law.

A loophole in the law means Sarah’s
killer escaped justice. But today, we
can do something to ensure no other
family has to go through the pain and
the grief that Sarah’s parents, Scott
and Michelle, still feel from their
heartbreaking day.

My bill named in Sarah’s honor
would close the alarming loophole that
let Sarah’s killer go free.

It would simply require ICE to detain
illegal immigrants charged with kill-
ing or seriously injuring another per-
son, so they do not disappear before
facing justice.

It is common sense, folks. No parent
should have to endure the pain of los-
ing a child like the Root family did.
But, unfortunately, the Riley family is
experiencing this same heartbreak.

Sarah’s and Laken’s deaths are both
tragic and, unfortunately, are doomed
to be repeated if we don’t close the
loopholes in that law. Those who come
here illegally and harm our citizens
should, without question, be detained
so they face justice.

Again, folks, this is common sense.
We can no longer prioritize illegal im-
migrants over public safety. We must
pass the Laken Riley Act and Sarah’s
Law to send this message loud and
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clear for Sarah’s family, for Laken’s
family, and for the countless American
families that this action would protect.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii is recognized.

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, after
months of swearing up and down that
they were focused on lowering the price
of eggs, the price of groceries, the price
of gas, the price of insurance—that was
what the last election was about,
right? It was about inflation. It was
about the amount that people were
paying. That is what the last election
was about. Interestingly, the very first
thing that Donald Trump and the Re-
publicans have decided to do is to cut
taxes for billionaire corporations, and
they are going to pay for it by ripping
off working Americans.

Now, that might sound like a polit-
ical talking point. It sounds too con-
venient, too absurd. How can you spend
4 years pounding on the party in power
about how much people are getting hit
in the pocketbook—and they were. And
they were. The price of eggs; the price
of utilities; the price of gasoline—still
in Hawaii around 4.59 a gallon. People
are still paying too much. Yet the first
order of business is not to do anything
about that. It is not to do anything
about that. It is to cut taxes for the
wealthiest international corporations
in human history.

I am here today with my Senate
Democratic colleagues, and I want to
make a sort of broader point. As Demo-
crats struggle through, learn about,
argue about what went wrong over the
last 2 to 4 years politically, one of
things that we did not do well enough
is stay on the same theme. This place
gets crazy, and it is especially crazy
with Donald Trump as President. I re-
member, and it is distracting.

Even in the best of circumstances,
people fly home, and then they arrive
on Monday. There is a 5:30 vote, and of-
tentimes, the last vote is on Thursday
at 1:45. So we talk about one thing
from Monday at 5:30 until Thursday at
1:45, and the thing we talk about is
often whatever is on the floor or what-
ever is in committee. We are going to
do that. We have to do that. We have to
comment on what we are working on.
But we are also going to talk about
this rip-off tax bill because that illus-
trates the difference between the par-
ties. That is going to illustrate in three
dimensions that all of this talk about
lowering costs was a lie.

I am here with my Senate Demo-
cratic colleagues, including members
of the Senate Finance Committee, led
by Senator WYDEN on the Democratic
side, who will be on the forefront of
this particular fight. We are not here
because we are surprised that Repub-
licans are going to raise and not lower
costs because we know that was the
plan all along. We are not here because
we are shocked that Republicans want
to cut taxes for the ultrawealthy. They
do that like clockwork every time they
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win the House and the Senate and the
Presidency. We are here because noth-
ing can distract us from the reality of
what is about to happen. This will be a
giveaway of the worst kind at a time
when people can least afford it.

So how do they plan to do it? And
this is a little technical, so bear with
me. House Republicans are saying that
you have to pay for these tax cuts,
right? You reduce revenue to the gov-
ernment. In order to pay for it, you
have to find savings. You have to ei-
ther get new revenue—that is kind of
off the table for Republicans; they
don’t like new revenue unless it is tar-
iffs, which Americans pay—or you have
to cut something.

So last Friday, this document was re-
leased—and I understand, if you are
watching this on your phone or even on
CSPAN, it is kind of small, right? I get
it. This document listed their so-called
pay-fors; in other words, how are they
going to pay for these massive tax cuts
for the wealthiest individuals, the
wealthiest privately held and publicly
held corporations in human history?

Here are just a couple of things they
are using as so-called pay-fors: $700 bil-
lion in cuts, kicking millions of people
off of Medicaid; $500 billion out of
Medicare, reducing access to care for
seniors everywhere; more than $150 bil-
lion in cuts to the Affordable Care Act
subsidies. What does that mean? If you
are on ACA, if you get your healthcare
through ACA, the subsidy goes away,
and your monthly insurance bill is
about to skyrocket. Tens of millions of
Americans who pay for their health in-
surance through the ACA exchange and
receive that subsidy are going to have
to pay more. What happens with that
money? It doesn’t go for roads. It
doesn’t go for firehouses. It doesn’t go
for public health. It goes to this tax
cut.

I am not exaggerating. This is not a
rhetorical flourish. This is not a polit-
ical talking point. They are literally
cutting Medicare, Medicaid, possibly
Social Security, the Affordable Care
Act, and they are going to take all
these resources—these are their pay-
fors—and shovel it to people so that
they can continue their private jet sub-
sidies, pay a lower tax rate, eliminate
the 15-percent minimum billion-dollar
corporation tax.

So before we passed the tax legisla-
tion when we were in charge, there
were lots of the wealthiest corpora-
tions, international corporations, in
the history of the planet that paid zero
taxes—zero taxes. So what did we do
both to generate money but also be-
cause it is a question of basic fairness?
We established a minimum rate for
these wealthy corporations. They want
to eliminate that too. Why? Because
this is what they do. Because that is
actually their governing philosophy.

You know, they say: Campaign in po-
etry; govern in prose. That is not what
is happening here. They campaigned on
misleading people that their abiding
concern, their main concern was, gosh,
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people are paying too much for a dozen
eggs. And I don’t mean to diminish
that. People were paying too much for
a dozen eggs. But right now, inflation
is 2.7 percent, and gas in a lot of places
across the country is below 3 bucks. So
people were paying too much, and peo-
ple were rightly pissed off—by the way,
at Democrats, too, for not recognizing
how acute this problem was for a lot of
American families. I get it. But I don’t
know anybody who thinks the solution
to people paying too much out of pock-
et is to make them pay more out of
pocket.

There is not a single voter that I
know—not a single voter that I know—
that I have interacted with who says:
You know what. Gosh, I wish the high-
est corporate tax rate were just a little
bit lower. Gosh, I wish the 15-percent
minimum billion-dollar corporation
tax were rescinded. Gosh, I wish people
who are being subsidized so they can
afford healthcare—I wish we would
eliminate that. And, gosh, I wish we
would use all that money and shovel it
back to the wealthiest people in the
world.

So we are not going to stop talking
about this. I just had two hearings with
Sean Duffy and MARCO RUBIO. I know
Pam Bondi was today. Lots of very ex-
citing and interesting things are hap-
pening, and we are going to have to
comment on that. We are going to have
to engage in that. But every week, we
are going to be talking about this rip-
off. Every week, every opportunity we
get, we are going to be talking about
this because this is the difference be-
tween the two political parties.

With that, I want to yield to my very
good friend, who really understands tax
policy and with whom I have been
working on this and with whom—we
fought together to win the ACA fight
many, many years ago. Senator CHRIS
MURPHY from Connecticut.

I yield the floor.

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you very much,
Senator.

I just can’t believe we are talking
about something that nobody wants,
right? That is what this comes down
to. The No. 1 priority for Republicans
is extending and likely expanding a tax
cut that benefits the wealthiest 1 per-
cent, .1 percent in this country at a
rate that dwarfs—dwarfs—the help for
anyone else.

The tax cut that we are talking
about extending gives a tax cut to the
top 1 percent of earners in this country
that isn’t 10 times bigger than working
families at the bottom of the income
scale; it is not 100 times bigger; it is
not 500 times bigger. Taxpayers in the
top 1 percent will get a tax cut 852
times larger than working families at
the bottom of the income threshold—
852 times bigger.

What we have seen coming out of the
pandemic is that while the broad mid-
dle of the country has been struggling,
the wealthy have gotten richer and
richer and richer. We have more bil-
lionaires than ever before in this coun-
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try. The folks that don’t rely on sala-
ries, that can just plow their income
and their earnings into the capital
markets, have reaped huge, huge re-
wards. So the very, very wealthy in
this country right now, at this moment
in time, don’t need any more help, and
yet the average family that is in that
top 1 percent bracket is going to get a
tax cut on average of $70,000. Well, if
you make $30,000 in this country, you
are going to get about $100 back in
your pocket.

Of course, the theory is that if you
just layer on tax cuts for corporations
and for billionaires and millionaires,
that money will eventually trickle
down to everybody else, right? That is
a lie. That is not true. That is a fraud.
It has never been true. It has been per-
petuated on the American public be-
cause it is a great way to rationalize
giving the bulk of tax cuts to the very,
very wealthy. The idea is that some-
how that will make it down to the rest
of us. Go on to any Main Street of this
country, go into any subdivision in
your State—you won’t find many of
your constituents who make $50,000 or
$100,000 or even $200,000 who have had
much of that trickle down to them.

To Senator SCHATZ’s point, 8 years
ago when this tax cut was first put into
place, it was egregious not because of
the balance only but also because the
whole thing was borrowed. All that
money was just put on the American
credit card—a credit card that comes
due and ends up getting paid by mid-
dle-class families one way or the other.

This time around, I guess the good
news is that they are talking about
paying for it, not borrowing, to give a
huge tax cut to corporations and to bil-
lionaires and millionaires. Instead,
they are talking about immediately
taking money out of the pockets of
working families and seniors and poor
people. Instead of borrowing money
and having the bill come due for mid-
dle-class families later, this new tax
cut for billionaires and corporations is
going to be financed by an immediate
cut to services and benefits to some of
the most wvulnerable people in this

country.
At the end of last year, as a means of
passing the continuing resolution,

there was a deal apparently cut—this is
reported in the press—in which there
was a promise made to finance this tax
cut with $2 trillion of cuts to Medicaid
and Medicare. Medicaid—poor Kkids,
poor families. Medicare—seniors in this
country.

Now, $2 trillion is a hard number to
get your head wrapped around, but
there is no way to enact $2 trillion—$2
trillion, a ‘“‘t”’’—worth of cuts in Medi-
care and Medicaid without hundreds of
thousands of people, senior citizens and
poor Kkids, losing access to care. You
are literally—this is not hyperbole—$2
trillion worth of cuts means that nurs-
ing homes shut down. People are put
out on the streets. It means that poor
kids don’t get access to mental health
services.



S168

So what happened 8 years ago was
cruel—a tax cut put on the American
public’s credit card, 80 percent of the
benefits going to the very, very richest,
and none of it trickling down. This
version that Republicans are talking
about passing in a matter of weeks is
even more cruel because it is the same
balance: the benefit going to the very,
very wealthy—President-elect Trump’s
friends who pay to get in and out of
Mar-a-Lago—but financed immediately
by cuts that are going to be dev-
astating for the people in this country
who get up every day relying on pro-
grams like Medicare and Medicaid. So I
agree with my friend from Hawaii. We
have to be down on the floor talking
about this every single day.

Folks thought it was an inevitability
8 years ago when Republicans made it
a priority to steal health insurance
from 20 million Americans. And by the
skin of our teeth, we were able to save
health insurance for 20 million Ameri-
cans. And maybe if we raise enough of
a fuss about this massive transfer of
wealth from the middle class and the
poor to the very, very wealthy, we can
stop this egregious policy as well.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, let’s
talk about Trump’s betrayal of middle-
class America. In 2017, many of us
warned that Trump’s tax giveaway was
a disaster for working families. It was
a giveaway to billionaires. It was a
giveaway to powerful corporations. It
stole from America’s Treasury, in-
creasing the debt of this country to
gild the richest Americans. They want-
ed platinum treatment. They wanted
more money than anybody else has
ever imagined, and they got it from
Trump by draining the American
Treasury.

Well, that failed America’s working
families. There is nothing about giving
several hundred thousand dollars to
the richest Americans—that is each
one of them—that helped a single
working American.

These policies are coming to an end
in 2025. But now, Trump 2 is coming
along, and he says: I campaigned on
working Americans, but I want to raid
the programs for them and raid the
Treasury to enrich them again. I didn’t
give them enough the first time
around. The rich are not rich enough. I
campaigned for working families, but I
am going to betray them with tax cuts,
tax giveaways, a tax raid on programs
and the Treasury for the richest Amer-
icans. That is the Trump betrayal that
we are facing right now.

CBO says extending the Trump tax
cuts would blow a $4.6 trillion hole in
the Federal budget over the next 10
years. As my colleague just pointed
out, Republicans are saying they might
decrease the size of that hole by raid-
ing healthcare for Americans. What an
evil and twisted plot that is, what an
assault on working families across our
Nation.
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That $4.6 trillion—no, I did not say
“m” for million or ‘b’ for billion; we
are talking trillion, $4.6 trillion—
should go to basic services for all
Americans or reduce our deficit instead
of going into the pockets of the very
few.

So whom are you for? Are you for the
very richest 1 percent and 0.1 percent
of Americans who have so much money
they don’t know what to do with it or
are you for working families? Because
this Trump budget is the betrayal of
working families.

If you are for working families, you
invest in healthcare, you don’t raid it;
you invest in housing, you don’t raid
housing programs; you invest in edu-
cation, you don’t raid education pro-
grams.

Those are the foundations. Those are
the good-paying jobs. Those are the
four foundations for families to thrive.

If you work an hourly job and make
less than $34,000 a year—which is the
case for 50 million American tax-
payers—you would get back $130 a
year—$2.50, roughly, two and a half
dollars. All right. Right now, that is
less than a cup of coffee. Enjoy that
every week Dbecause that is what
Trump cares about for those families
who are working at the bottom of the
ladder trying to move up.

Instead of helping move up, he wants
to take the programs away from them
and give them to these folks who are
going to get a $280,000 per-person tax
break at the very top.

Look how skewed this is. Working
families on the left get nothing. The
richest on the right get everything.
That is what we are looking at. That
little tiny $130—just a little change in
the cost of drugs or your rent, your
groceries wipes that out. Two thousand
times the help for the richest compared
to those who are struggling.

That is twisted. That is warped. That
is the Trump betrayal of working fami-
lies.

Let’s stand for working families.
Let’s stand for healthcare and housing
and education, the foundation for every
family to move up the ladder because
that is what it means to care about
every American family, whether they
are in the party of the elite rich like
the Trump betrayal presents.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia is recognized.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I join my
colleagues on the same topic to talk
about the forthcoming debate that we
will have about tax policies in this
Chamber. Since coming to Congress—
really before, when I was a mayor and
Governor—I advocated for smart, sim-
ple pro-growth and pro-family tax re-
form. Taxes should be fair. They should
be consistent. They should be predict-
able. And they should generate the rev-
enue that America needs to fund Social
Security, Medicare, education, roads,
national security, and the other crit-
ical investments that matter to our
constituents.

I repeat what some of my colleagues
said. In 2017, during the first Trump ad-
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ministration, after the failed effort to
take health insurance away from more
than 20 million people and deprive all
Americans of being protected from dis-
crimination by insurance companies if
they had preexisting conditions—and
thank goodness that reconciliation ef-
fort failed when three Republicans
joined Democrats to block that effort—
the Trump administration colleagues
turned to the idea of tax reform.

Democrats were very willing to work
on deficit-neutral, pro-growth tax re-
form. But instead, Republicans chose:
We don’t want to have a committee
process. We don’t want to include
Democrats. We want to write a bill,
and we will write a bill that will pass
partisan tax cuts that will dramati-
cally expand the deficit.

At this time—and I know my col-
leagues remember this—economists
were saying that America’s corporate
tax rate of 35 percent was high com-
pared to global averages. So there was
some suggestion that what we should
do is lower the corporate tax rate to
put it more in tune with what other na-
tions were charging. There is a little
bit of an apples to oranges difficulty in
doing that because other nations use a
VAT tax that we don’t use.

Most economists said if we wanted to
make our corporate tax rate equivalent
to other nations, we should try to
lower the corporate tax rate from 35
percent to, like, 28 percent. And many
of my businesses in Virginia were com-
ing to me saying: We have to be more
competitive. We have to have a cor-
porate tax rate that matches up more
with global norms. Cut the global tax
rate to 28 percent.

Instead, even though companies were
only asking for that reduction, our Re-
publican colleagues plummeted and
slashed the corporate tax rate not to 28
percent, not to 25 percent but to 21 per-
cent. And they didn’t even pay for it—
didn’t even pay for it. As Senator MUR-
PHY said, just racked up higher deficits.

There were a few individual tax cuts
in this bill. If you look at the bill from
2017, it was mostly corporate tax cuts.
There were a few, in that pie chart, in-
dividual tax cuts. But they were heav-
ily tilted toward the wealthy, as my
colleagues have described. Analysis at
the time showed households in the top
1 percent would get an average tax cut
of $60,000, while households in the bot-
tom 60 percent averaged only $500 each.

The bill also left out our Nation’s
poorest children. Nearly 20 million
children were left out of the full value
of the child tax credit because it was
not made refundable. Democrats dem-
onstrated in the American Rescue Plan
that when you expand the Child Tax
Credit and allow it to be refundable,
you could lead to a revolutionary drop
in child poverty when it was in effect.
But Republicans took a different route.

And on top of these inequities, that
the bill was too heavily weighted to-
ward corporations, too light toward in-
dividuals, and with individuals, too
heavily weighted toward the wealthy
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rather than lower and middle-income
people, the Republican bill in 2017 did
another thing that was entirely un-
justified. The bill made the corporate
tax cuts permanent and the individual
tax cuts temporary. So big, permanent
corporate tax cuts; tiny, temporary,
heavily skewed individual tax cuts.

During the debate, I offered a simple
amendment that virtually all my
Democratic colleagues voted for. And
we said: Hey, look, let’s go ahead and
reduce the corporate tax rate, but let’s
not reduce it to 21 percent. If we reduce
it to 25 percent, which is a big reduc-
tion, we can make these individual tax
cuts for everyday people permanent, so
at least the individual tax cuts to ev-
eryday people would be permanent,
like the corporate tax cuts. All of my
Republican colleagues opposed it. The
Senate was majority Republican so we
were stuck with a bad bill.

And that brings us to today. Repub-
licans are debating how to ram another
$4.6 trillion tax cut through the Sen-
ate. I will remind my colleagues that
when the Senate Republicans did this
in 2017, they were really proud because
they thought it would help them in the
2018 midterms. I think it was heavily
driven by an electoral strategy. What
they found is after about 90 days of
talking about it, the American public
was so mad that these tax cuts went to
the wealthy rather than everyday peo-
ple that they dropped it as a campaign
issue to talk about other things and
still lost badly in those midterms.

The proposed extensions are going to
tilt toward the wealthy, as my col-
leagues indicated. But get this, the def-
icit effects that are likely to be felt in
some of these distributional effects
President Trump is proposing, why not
mitigate those by jacking up tariffs?
OK. So we are going to do tax cuts that
benefit the wealthy, but we are also
going to do tariffs. And whom will tar-
iffs impact? President-elect Trump
often says tariffs won’t affect Ameri-
cans; it will hurt China and Mexico.
But once the election was over, he ac-
knowledged that he can’t guarantee
American families won’t be affected by
costs of tariffs.

I am going to guarantee this. If
President Trump moves forward with
broad-based universal tariffs, and they
are not defeated in this body, American
families will suffer. American families
will pay the cost. We know it because
we have seen it before. Study after
study shows American consumers bore
the brunt of Trump’s first trade war,
and this time it will be even more. Pro-
jections suggest that the tariffs will
impact American families to the tune
of either between $2,500 and $4,000 per
American household in additional
costs. So $2,600 compared to this tiny,
little tax benefit that everyday Ameri-
cans will experience.

Talk about salt in a wound.

We are going to do a tax bill for the
wealthiest when they don’t need it, not
do much for everyday people who do
need it but put on the shoulders of
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those same people tariffs that are
going to increase the cost of goods.
Imagine coming out of COVID and
other things and having this kind of
burden put on your shoulders.

There is a better path. Let me give
you an example. Democrats are going
to work with Republicans to do tax re-
form that will be fair. Just last year,
we saw bipartisan negotiations in the
House and how those negotiations can
lead to more balanced, more smart,
better for the deficit, bipartisan prior-
ities.

Our colleague Senator WYDEN was
able to reach a deal with House Chair
JASON SMITH on a bipartisan tax pack-
age that would have lifted children out
of poverty—the child tax credit—that
would have incentivized investment
into research and development, good
for companies who then innovate, and
that is good for jobs.

And also the third piece of this tax
bill that was bipartisan would have ex-
panded our ability to build affordable
housing. And it was fully paid for.

This bill got 357 votes in the House.
We can’t get that for a Mother’s Day
resolution in the House of Representa-
tives. But then it died here in the Sen-
ate because Republicans didn’t want to
take the bill up because they wanted to
wait to do a bill that would benefit the
wealthiest.

I urge my colleagues: You made a
mistake before in 2017 by going down a
path that busted the deficit and made
the American voters really mad. Don’t
go down that path again. Work with us
to find a tax bill that will appro-
priately prioritize the needs of every-
day American citizens and small busi-
nesses.

I yield the floor.

Mr. BOOKER. Senator KAINE, would
you yield for a question?

Mr. KAINE. I would yield for a ques-
tion from my colleague from New Jer-
sey.
Mr. BOOKER. That was the stunning
thing: Whom are you for? Are you
working for Americans, are you for
American families, or are you for the
wealthiest of the wealthy?

I watched this in slow motion, this
disaster for our country economically,
when I was getting lobbied by corpora-
tions in the same way that you said.
They said: We are not globally com-
petitive. We are not globally competi-
tive.

Everybody here, all 100 of us, want
American businesses to win. So, yes, I
think that we should have—my opinion
was, yes, let’s make our tax rate glob-
ally competitive and get rid of some of
these crazy corporate tax loopholes
that people use. SO0 many companies
pay zero taxes.

So we could have had a bipartisan
conversation that could have reflected
our values, lowered the overall cor-
porate tax rate, and found a way to get
rid of loopholes so corporations don’t
find a way to exempt themselves from
taxes when the average police officer is
paying higher taxes than some of the
biggest corporations.
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I watched you during that time—this
was 8 years ago—and you began to say:
Let’s make sure that this tax plan ben-
efits working Americans because when
you invest in middle-class Americans,
in working-class Americans, it is a
proven way to grow the economy other
than this fallacy of trickle-down.

And so the stunning thing for me—
and this is where I want you to—I
think that was one of the most power-
ful points I heard. It was when people
were coming to me and saying 28 per-
cent, 27 percent, 26 percent. The big-
gest corporations were saying it pub-
licly. I was reading it in the newspaper.
The lowest thing I saw the corpora-
tions asking for was 25 percent. What
were those conversations like when
you were talking to our colleagues on
the other side? How did they end up at
21 percent and then not even support
an amendment to bring it back up to
what the corporate leaders were asking
for to the benefit of working-class peo-
ple? How could that amendment not
have passed?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is reminded that the question did
refer to the Chair.

Mr. BOOKER. Forgive me, especially
with who the Chair is. I am afraid.

So I direct that question to the Chair
to the person here.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I will just
direct it, and my answer is going to re-
veal my naivete because my corporate
sector in Virginia—and my companies
were like everybody’s companies—were
saying: Hey, drop that 35 percent rate
to 28. I may have had one that said to
25, but they were basically saying: If
you do it at 28, we are going to be
equivalent to other nations.

When the bill was put on the table—
and, remember, we got it with hand-
written interlineations late in the
evening when we didn’t even have an
ability to even decipher what some of
the handwritten interlineations were,
but we realized they had dropped it to
21 percent. I almost thought it was a
typo. It was one of these handwritten
things. I thought it was a typo because
the companies were only asking for 28
percent. Then I looked further in this
massive bill, and I realized that all the
individual tax cuts were tiny, tem-
porary, and expiring rather than being
big and permanent.

So I went to my colleagues, and 1
said: Have I got a great idea for you.
You can take all of these individual tax
cuts, if you shave off some of the ones
to the most wealthy, and you can make
them permanent and still do what the
corporations had wanted us to do by
having a corporate tax rate equivalent
to other nations.

I thought I was being helpful. I had a
solution to a math problem that I
thought they were going to like. In-
stead, what they said is, no, it has got
to be 21 percent and these individuals
are going to be weighted to the
wealthy and they are going to be tem-
porary.

Mr. BOOKER. Would the Senator
yield for one last question. Then I will
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yield to Senator LUJAN for his presen-
tation.

Mr. KAINE. I would be glad to yield.

Mr. BOOKER. Senator, I came to the
floor—or to the Chair, I came to the
floor to listen to the good-faith argu-
ments of colleagues about the Trump
tax cut. I heard them say they would
pay for themselves. This was a mantra
I heard over and over again: It will pay
for itself. It will pay for itself.

But independent folks, like on the
Federal Reserve Board and the Joint
Committee on Taxation, found that
their corporate tax cuts did not pay for
themselves, but they drove our govern-
ment into a multitrillion-dollar and
more deficit. The benefits within this
idea of trickle-down economics—said
by the same groups I just mentioned—
were that 90 percent of workers didn’t
see a dime. Overwhelmingly, it ex-
panded corporate wealth and the
wealth of the top 1 percent signifi-
cantly and didn’t inure to the benefit
of the postal worker, the cop, the fire-
fighter, the plumber, the teacher.

It is stunning to me that I sat here
and listened to folks. But my challenge
to you because you have been sort of a
pragmatic, moderate guy for a long
time, and we are seeing this coming
around the corner—the estimates are
now that their new tax plan that they
are talking about could cause a deficit
and expand, again, by now over $4 tril-
lion.

You have been around here longer
than I have. When we start running
budget deficits, and we know factually
that their last tax plan expanded the
deficit into the trillions—and this one
is projected, if they do it again, to be
to the benefit of the top 1 percent and,
again, with very few of the benefits
going to working Americans—what will
that mean for America’s fiscal sta-
bility going out 10 years from now or 15
years from now?

What kind of pressures will that cre-
ate, and what kind of calls do we have
from Republicans about how to fix the
problem that their tax plan has
caused?

Mr. KAINE. I hope we can take this
up in the Budget Committee. I have
some Budget Committee colleagues
who are here on the floor. Senator
WHITEHOUSE has been the lead Demo-
crat on the Budget Committee for some
time and is now at the helm of another
committee. But Senator MERKLEY, who
spoke passionately a couple of minutes
ago, is now the lead Democrat on the
Budget Committee. We need to take up
the issue of these tax cuts as proposed
and explore what the long-term con-
sequences will be.

The consequence will be to bust the
deficit. The consequence will be to put
dollars in the hands of those who don’t
need them and take dollars out of the
hands of those who do when you com-
bine it with the tariff effect, but the
consequence will also be significant on
the national debt.

As Senator MURPHY said during his
comments, the national debt gets fi-
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nanced, and it gets financed in ways
that ends up coming back. And who
pays for it? Everyday folks. So you will
have a compounding effect on everyday
folks where they will not get tax relief.
They may see their taxes increase.
They will see their prices go up with
this tariff blitz, and then they will end
up being saddled with the consequences
of debt.

We should take the time to do this
right. We should take the time to do—
again, I use the example of what the
Finance Committee did last year on
the R&D tax credit, the child tax cred-
it, and the low-income housing tax
credit. It is not that that bill was per-
fect, and it is not that it included ev-
erything that you might want to in-
clude, but it is an example of you don’t
have to jam this through with one
party holding the pen and excluding
the other party. You can do a tax bill
that can get 357 votes in the House of
Representatives on something that will
be paid for, not increase the deficit,
that will help businesses innovate, help
children get a good start in life, and
help people afford affordable housing.
If you do it the right way, we will come
up with a good plan, and I hope that we
will.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Will the Senator
yield for one more question?

Mr. KAINE. I will yield for another
question.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Through the
Chair, the Senator mentioned the
Budget Committee. In the hearings
that we have had in the Budget Com-
mittee, during which we have discussed
tax cuts and their effect on revenues
and their ability to pay for themselves,
how many times have our Republican
colleagues been able to produce a wit-
ness who, under oath, would say that
these tax cuts would actually pay for
themselves?

Mr. KAINE. Precisely =zero, even
though that phrase that ‘“‘they will pay
for themselves” or that ‘‘they have
paid for themselves” was used all the
time, but no one would, under oath, say
that that actually happened.

It reminds me of a great political
maxim. I think it was Eugene McCar-
thy, a former Senator, who once said
the issues candidate is the one who
says the word ‘‘issues’ the most times.

Just saying these cuts will pay for
themselves is not the same as its being
true. It wasn’t true in the 2017 tax cuts,
and we could never find any credible
witness who would come and testify to
that effect.

With that, I have other colleagues on
the floor who are ready and raring to
go, and I yield to them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
BLACKBURN). The Senator from New
Mexico. R

Mr. LUJAN. Madam President, I es-
pecially want to start by giving thanks
to our colleague from Hawaii for ask-
ing us to come together and have a
conversation with the American peo-
ple.

I am a proud Senator from the State
of New Mexico—from a small, rural
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community in the northern part of the
State—and I wanted to come down to
the floor to continue this conversation
as we have heard from colleagues al-
ready talk about what this is and what
this isn’t. It seems to me, when my Re-
publican colleagues last did this, what
I heard in townhall after townhall
across New Mexico was that, from
Democrats, Republicans, Independents,
voters, constituents, they just wanted
to hear the truth. They wanted to hear
what this is and what this is not.

So I am going to start off by holding
up this report that says that almost 60
percent of the benefit of extending the
Republican tax policies will go to the
top 0.1 percent of the wealthiest in
America—0.1 percent of the wealthiest
in America—and I am not talking
about the other 99.9 percent. Now let’s
define how much money people who are
in the top 0.1 percent in America are
making. They are doing very well.
They are making $2.8 million per year.
It is a lot of money, and they are suc-
cessful, but it is under the guise of giv-
ing middle-class families, hard-working
families all across America a tax cut
when the benefit goes to the top 0.1
percent. If you are making 2.8 million
bucks a year, yes, this is for you.

The American people just want to
hear the truth. This is not for those
hard-working, middle-class families
back home—my brothers and sisters,
police men and women who fight to
keep us safe, the EMS who respond
when we need them the most, nurses,
teachers, electricians, ironworkers,
pipefitters. You know, they are all the
folks across America who are doing ev-
erything they can to put some food on
the table, to keep a roof over their
heads, to provide for their kids, and
maybe save for retirement if they have
a little extra.

They are playing by the rules. This
golden rule promised that, if you fight
hard and you play by the rules, you
will do better than the previous gen-
eration, and you are going to help your
kids and everyone who follows you. So
while you are playing by the rules all
across the country—and I am talking
to everyone not making 2.8 million
bucks a year—my Senate Republican
colleagues are getting ready to rig the
system with a tax cut that is going to
give more money to the people in the
top 0.1 percent—remember, the people
making $2.8 million a year or more.
Well, maybe that will let some of those
folks buy another jet plane or another
yacht if they are doing well as $2.8 mil-
lion is a lot of money.

Now, one of the concerns across the
country is, just as it happened before,
my Senate Republican colleagues are
going to try to do this behind closed
doors, all the while making false prom-
ises that this will be for you, working-
class families, all across America, but
at the end of the night, all they are
going to do is stick you with the bill.

They are going to pay for this, as we
have heard time and time again, by
eliminating programs that support our
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veterans, that feed young children or
babies, that take care of our grand-
parents or elders, or by taking away
your children’s ability to see the same
doctors they have been seeing since
they were born. Studies show that just
extending this Republican tax scam
would blow a $4 trillion hole. Let that
sink in. Facts. We are talking about
the realities of what this will and will
not do.

The incoming administration is
going to try and pass this off as—you
heard it here—a middle-class tax cut.
That is how they are going to sell this
to the American people, but it is not. It
is a handout to the wealthiest folks
who are making more than $2.8 million
a year. The economic analysis makes it
clear that this tax scam will drive up
the debt and leave working families be-
hind. We all know the way to grow the
economy is to invest in the working
class, to lower taxes for working fami-
lies, and to bring industry and innova-
tion back to our communities across
the country. The success of our teach-
ers, our nurses, our pipefitters, our
firefighters, our police officers, and ev-
eryone in between will be the success
of building up the economy across
America.

Now, look, you have heard this from
my Democratic colleagues: I and we
are ready to work with my Republican
colleagues to find better solutions for
growing our economy and lowering
taxes to prioritize them to target the
middle class, to help them, but this
scam is horrible. It is why I wanted to
come to the floor today to have a con-
versation with my colleagues and to
share the facts about what is hap-
pening here with the American people
and let my colleagues know across the
aisle: Let’s work together. Let’s truly
deliver on a promise to help hard-work-
ing, middle-class families all across the
country, including in the State of New
Mexico.

I want to thank again Senator
SCHATZ.

I yield to my colleague from
Vermont as well, with whom I had the
honor of serving in the House and being
part of this debate when it happened.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Madam President, the
situation for working families in
Vermont is really, really hard. They
show up and work. They get a pay-
check. And, at the end of the month,
when they try to pay their bills, there
is not enough there.

The situation for families is enor-
mously insecure when it comes to
housing. We find Vermonters who are
working at ski areas can’t live within
an hour of the ski lift that they are at-
tending. We find that folks in factories
who want to live in the community
they grew up in can’t afford a house.
They are competing, oftentimes, with
cash buyers, usually from out of State,
and it is folks who are in the economy
who have the assets and have ridden
the rising stock market—and good for
them.
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But we need a tax system that is
good for working families. People want
to work. They want to pay their bills.
They don’t want to have the constant
anxiety of whether they are going to
miss a mortgage payment or they are
going to miss a rent payment.

To have a discussion about a tax pol-
icy that essentially funnels money to
folks who have done extremely well
raises a fairness question, which my
colleagues have talked to, but it also
raises a very practical question about
how do you grow an economy. You can
only grow an economy if folks who are
working and committed to the commu-
nities they are in can pay their bills,
can earn what they need in order to
pay the grocery bill and to pay rent
and healthcare. That is why the start-
ing point of tax reform should be ad-
dressing family needs that, by the way,
are employer needs.

The childcare tax credit really
worked. It meant that families were
able to afford things, and we saw the
results with a 50-percent reduction in
childhood poverty. What we also see is
that when we can put money into edu-
cation so families can be secure about
a safe place and a good place for their
kids to go to school, that will work.

So our starting point should be: How
does this help the paycheck for the
working family? And that is pretty
simple: the earned-income tax credit,
the child tax credit, low-income hous-
ing credits to build the housing that we
need. That is where we have to start.

Funneling money to folks who are
doing really well and who have a mas-
sive amount of discretionary income
and where, for corporations, the capital
that they need to invest is there—there
is not a capital shortage. We need to
focus on families, not on the well-to-do
and the corporations that got a reduc-
tion in taxes that was far more than
they even requested.

The second point I want to make is
about the process that is being used to
pass the tax bill or to consider it. It is
the reconciliation process. By defini-
tion, what that means is it will be a
Republican-only bill. There will be no
discussion among Democrats, where we
have some point of views that, by the
way, are really beneficial to folks in
my State, whether they voted for Har-
ris or they voted for Trump. A lot of
working families need that childcare
tax credit.

The reconciliation process means
that the political tradeoffs have to all
be in the direction of the most extreme
wing of the House Republican Party.
So that process is going to handcuff us
right at the beginning.

The third point that many of my col-
leagues have made is that tax cuts do
not pay for themselves. You Kknow,
dream on. Folks like to say that. It is
as though it is magical. They don’t pay
for themselves. This tax cut will add
about $4 trillion to the deficit.

What is next? Then we say: Hey, we
have got to cut spending. What spend-
ing do we have to cut? Healthcare, the
ACA premium support.
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To the Senator from Massachusetts
that would mean—and for a family in
Vermont—a lot of them will pay 300,
400, 500 bucks more each month. That
is on top of the high grocery bill.

So the pressure, then, if we have this
explosion in the deficit, is to cut spend-
ing, and it usually means that veterans
are on the block. It means that the
low-income folks are on the block. It
means that healthcare for working
families is on the block.

So let’s have a tax system that is fair
and also promotes growth and invests
in the folks who want to work to make
this economy strong, who want to
build strong communities and take
care of their families.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, we
are in a climate emergency. Over just
the past few months, powerful hurri-
canes and severe wildfires have caused
nearly one-half of a trillion dollars in
estimated damage.

The Los Angeles fires are estimated
to be the costliest blaze in the history
of our country. Insurance is becoming
unaffordable. People have lost their
lives. People have lost their liveli-
hoods.

Rather than address our climate ca-
tastrophe, Republicans’ highest pri-
ority is passing a new $5 trillion tax
scam to subsidize the ultrawealthy at
the expense of working families.

Now, in Massachusetts, per capita,
we are the wealthiest State in Amer-
ica. We are very proud of that. We be-
lieve in capitalism. But I haven’t had
one millionaire come up to me and say:
I need a tax break—because they know
they don’t.

To pay for their tax scam, Repub-
licans propose slashing Medicaid and
the Affordable Care Act, ripping away
food security and other supports that
parents rely on to feed their children
and keep a roof over their head, and
ending support for clean energy, which
would only add more fuel to the fires
raging across our country. Los Angeles
is just the most recent example.

House Republicans have said they
want to pay for their tax cuts for the
ultrarich with $300 billion in ‘‘the
Green New Deal Provisions in the 2021
Infrastructure Bill.”

I don’t know if that means cutting
programs to get lead out of our drink-
ing water or stopping programs to help
struggling school districts buy new
clean energy buses to cut costs and
keep kids healthy. Maybe they have a
problem with programs that let people
walk and bike and live safely in com-
munities across the country.

But we are watching hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in climate-fueled trag-
edy in the past few months alone. The
Green New Deal is a systemic response
to this crisis.

I will give you a couple of numbers.
Hurricane Milton, Hurricane Helene—
remember them last fall—two storms, 2
weeks? It was $300 billion worth of
damage—3$300 billion.
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They are saying: Let’s cut the $300
billion for clean energy programs.

Oh, sure, let’s have the storms cost
$600 billion worth of damage, $1 trillion
worth of damage each time they come
to shore. Sure. Why put prevention in
place? Why have wind and solar ever be
deployed?

That is what they are coming for. It
is outrageous.

Donald Trump and Republicans
would rather trade programs to help
communities survive the climate crisis
for tax cuts that help their ultrarich
donors survive tax season.

This week, in a response, I will be in-
troducing legislation to make polluters
pay by increasing taxes on private jet
fuel to $2 a gallon. Do you know what
these billionaires pay for their private
jets today? Twenty cents. That is the
tax on the jet fuel they put in their
luxury jets to travel around America
and the world. So we are just going to
bump it up to $2 a gallon.

That will ultimately raise $1.8 bil-
lion. I think they can afford it, given
what we are seeing happening in L.A.
or Florida or North Carolina or State
after State in the last 6 months.

The tax-dodging ultrawealthy need
to stop fanning the flames and start
supporting first-class solutions.

To tackle the climate crisis and to
have a fair Tax Code, we need to ensure
that those doing more than their fair
share to fuel the problem are paying
the bare minimum and are held ac-
countable for contributing to the solu-
tion.

So if Donald Trump and his Cabinet
of fat-cat billionaires and the three
richest people in the world want to fly
private jets to Monday’s inauguration
to pay tribute to Donald Trump, the
very least they can do is to pay for the
damage they are doing to our environ-
ment.

Per passenger, private jets pollute up
to 14 times more than commercial
flights, and they pollute 50 times more
than trains, producing as much emis-
sions as 5 million cars every single
year. Do you hear that? Private jets
emit as much pollution as 5 million
cars a year.

Just a few hours of flying private off-
set the benefits of an entire year of
driving an electric car. That is not fair.

In just 1 year, Elon Musk’s two pri-
vate jets produced nearly 5,500 tons of
carbon emissions. That is more than
300 years’ worth of emissions for the
average American.

Everyday Americans should not have
to subsidize the lavish lifestyle of the
ultrarich. The world’s wealthiest 1 per-
cent burn through their entire carbon
budget for the year in the first 10 days
of January—10 days. So let’s not let
the 1 percent blow a $5 trillion hole in
our Federal budget as well.

Republicans just spent the past 2
years complaining about the Inflation
Reduction Act. Yet Republicans are
preparing to spend trillions on tax
breaks.

They want to feed billionaires’ greed
instead of the families who will go hun-
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gry when they cut SNAP. They want to
grow billionaire excess while they cut
people’s healthcare, including the two-
thirds of nursing home patients and 40
million children on Medicaid, and pur-
sue work requirements that do little.

Let me just say this. Ronald Reagan,
1981? He set the playbook. Who fol-
lowed it? Newt Gingrich, 1995. Who fol-
lowed him? George W. Bush, 2021. Who
followed him? Donald Trump, 2017.
They each had the same plan because
the Republicans have a remarkable
ability to harness voluminous amounts
of information to defend knowingly er-
roneous promises, and the central erro-
neous promise is that it is possible to
dramatically increase defense spend-
ing, which they want to do and which
those others guys did; cut taxes for the
richest people in our country—that is
what all these other guys did—and then
to pretend with crocodile tears that
they want to balance the budget be-
cause all that is left are the programs
for regular families, for poor families.

We call it Medicaid. Do you want to
hear another way of describing Med-
icaid? Two-thirds of all people in nurs-
ing homes are on Medicaid. Two-thirds
of all people who are in nursing homes
are being paid by Medicaid.

Do you want to know another num-
ber about them? Fifty percent of them
have Alzheimer’s.

How can families keep them in a
nursing home? Medicaid.

Do you know another name we have
for them? They are called Grandma and
Grandpa. Grandma and Grandpa are in
nursing homes with Alzheimer’s be-
cause of Medicaid.

They want to cut that? Good. Come
for it. We are ready for this discussion.

The poorest children in our country,
50 percent of all children in our coun-
try—>50 percent—are on SNAP, on food
stamps, at some point in their life.
That is the poorest children in our
country. That is who they are.

That is Medicaid. That is another
way of talking about Medicaid—the
poorest children, the most vulnerable
seniors. That is the piggy bank they
are going to use for tax breaks for bil-
lionaires. And they are then going to
turn and say: We are going to the Af-
fordable Care Act.

Do you know another way of talking
about that? That is how people get the
funding for opioid treatment and for
mental health treatment. That is the
Affordable Care Act. That is millions of
people.

Yes, just slash it. Sure. Who needs to
help families with mental health
issues? Who needs to help families who
have opioid addiction? Why do that?

Then they say: We are going to go to
wind and solar, and we are going to cut
that too. And we are going to keep the
tax breaks for the oil and gas industry.

Kick them in the heart; you are
going to break your toe. That is what
this plan is all about. It is what the
plan has always been about since 1981.

So we just can’t let the ultrawealthy
play while leaving hard-working Amer-
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icans to pay with their healthcare,
their financial security, and bearing
the brunt of the climate atrocities.

We need economic justice. We need
climate justice. We need wealthy pol-
luters to pay, especially jet-setting bil-
lionaires who are polluting right now.
And we need a system that works for
the American people, not for the bil-
lionaire excess that the Republican
Party is going to bring out to the Sen-
ate floor.

I yield to my friend from Rhode Is-
land, a great leader, Senator WHITE-
HOUSE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I would make the point to my
friend from Massachusetts that when
Democrats used reconciliation, we used
the reconciliation process to do the In-
flation Reduction Act and help every-
one. The Inflation Reduction Act
meant green jobs to red States, and it
meant less pollution for everyone. The
Republicans are teeing up to use rec-
onciliation to help big CEOs, billion-
aires, and big corporations that are al-
ready doing amazingly well.

If you feel you are being left behind
by those folks, it is because you are.
Look at what CEO pay has done, rock-
eting skyward, compared to the pay of
the top 1 percent—other folks in the C-
suite who may not be the CEO—com-
pared to typical worker wages down
here. Most Americans are right here,
and most of the benefit of this tax re-
form will go to these folks.

CEOs are taking a larger and larger
share for themselves of the resources of
American corporations, leaving less
and less to pay their workers, and that
is the difference: rocketing upward and
more or less flat. They want to make
this worse through their reconcili-
ation.

If you want to add another backdrop
to what is going on here, this is the
share of America’s revenue that is con-
tributed by corporations. A lot of peo-
ple in this body seem to want to go
back to the good old days of the 1950s
when things were whatever they were
then. Well, back in the 1950s, more
than 30 percent of America’s revenue
came from our corporate community.
Corporations were making a real and
significant contribution to America’s
revenues and enjoying the significant
growth that being an American cor-
poration provides you. But politically
they hacked and they hacked and they
hacked away at their responsibilities,
and now they are paying 6 percent of
America’s revenues. As wealthy as
American corporations are, they add 6
percent now of America’s revenues.
And this, too, will be made worse by
this Republican program.

Half the benefits go to the top 5 per-
cent. If you are making over a million
bucks, it is a $78,000 tax cut; if you are
making 50 grand, 273 bucks. Thanks a
bunch. And the hit is going to come to
regular Americans through Medicare,
through Medicaid, and through support
for their healthcare.



January 15, 2025

They will even lower taxes for com-
panies moving jobs and profits off-
shore. How about that for ‘‘Make
America Great Again.”

I tell you, when you actually take a
look under the hood, what you see
every time is that the benefits of these
Republican tax cuts go to the biggest
corporations, to the billionaires, and to
corporate CEOs, and within those big-
gest corporations, the worst ones for
moving jobs and profits offshore. It is
as reliable as the sunrise, and it is as
wrong as it can be.

I yield to my friend Senator ROSEN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Ms. ROSEN. Madam President, I
thank Senator WHITEHOUSE.

As it is my first time addressing you
from the Senate floor since I began my
second term, I would like to start by
saying how grateful I am that Nevad-
ans have put their trust in me to serve
another 6 years in the U.S. Senate.
People in my State know that above
all else, I am a Nevadan first before
any political party or ideology, and my
track record is clear. I will always sup-
port policies that work for everyone.

As Members of Congress, we have the
opportunity to make a real and mean-
ingful difference in people’s lives, and
that starts by working to make the
American dream more affordable for
hard-working people.

Heading into the new administration,
I am deeply concerned about President
Trump’s plan to cut taxes for the
ultrawealthy and billionaires on the
backs of workers, senior citizens, and
middle-class families. When the Trump
tax cuts were first passed in 2017, they
overwhelmingly benefited the wealthi-
est individuals and the largest corpora-
tions, while increasing our national
debt and leaving the middle-class and
working families—well, they just left
them with much less to show for it.

Senate Democrats—we will fight. We
will fight to stop this from happening
again. As we negotiate the upcoming
comprehensive tax reform package, we
must focus on making sure it provides
meaningful tax relief for hard-working
families—for you, for all of us. While
the Trump administration and Senate
Republicans look out for billionaires
and corporations, Senate Democrats
are working for you.

For one, we should be working to re-
start or expand several key tax credits
that help support American families,
like expanding the child tax credit,
which will increase the amount of
hard-earned money families get to
keep in their pockets. We also need to
use this opportunity to address the
high cost of housing, which is impact-
ing families in Nevada and across the
country. We must expand the low-in-
come housing tax credit so that we can
help build more housing and increase
supply, and that ultimately lowers
costs for you, for everyone.

As someone who grew up in a work-
ing-class family, I know what it is like
to work multiple jobs and rely on tips
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to make ends meet. That is why we
need to make sure we put money back
in the pockets of hard-working Nevad-
ans, which is why any package—any
package—should include the bipartisan
plan to eliminate income tax on tips
for service and hospitality workers. By
ending income tax on tips and adding
guardrails to prevent the ultrawealthy
and CEOs from exploiting loopholes, we
can make sure that Nevadans keep
more of their hard-earned money.

We also need to provide a broad-based
tax cut for working families and the
middle class and make sure that fami-
lies making less than $400,000 a year
don’t see a tax hike.

Instead of lowering already low tax
rates for corporations, we should be
providing much needed tax relief for
our businesses, like restoring research
and development expensing.

Our country’s strength has always
come from the middle class—our teach-
ers, our first responders, our small
business owners, our factory workers—
families who get up every morning,
every day, and they send their kids off
to school and then go out and work
hard to make our Nation run. They de-
serve—they deserve—tax policies that
work for them, not tax cuts that leave
them behind while the wealthiest of us,
the wealthiest of billionaires, the big
corporations, reap the tax rewards.

So let’s be clear, though. If Presi-
dent-elect Trump and Senate Repub-
licans don’t work with Democrats, Re-
publican tax proposals—well, they
won’t help you. They won’t help your
family. Republican tax policies are
only going to help billionaires.

We need to build an economy that
works for everyone, for you, not just
those at the top. So to all the families
feeling the stress, know you are not
alone. It is time for us to put your pri-
orities first, to lower costs, and to ex-
pand opportunity. I see you—all of
you—and I am ready and willing to
fight for you and for all those you care
about.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-
dent, I am joining my colleagues on the
Senate floor today for the same rea-
sons—and I so appreciate my friend and
colleague from the great State of Ne-
vada because she is absolutely right,
and my colleagues as well—drawing at-
tention to what really is happening
here in Washington that has an impact
on our individuals and families back
home.

Quite often, I see so many decisions
being made here in this bubble in
Washington without any true regard or
understanding of the impact on Main
Street, where we all live and we come
from. And what we are talking about
today is what incoming President Don-
ald Trump had passed previously when
he was President, which is this massive
tax giveaway to billionaires.

What the American people don’t
know, which we know and we are talk-
ing about—and that is why we are
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here—is that tax cut for billionaires is
about to expire, and many of my col-
leagues, Republican colleagues, want
to extend the entire bill at the expense
of middle-class families across the
country.

Now, the nonpartisan Congressional
Budget Office says that reauthorizing
the Trump tax bill as-is would add $4.6
trillion to our national debt. That
would raise interest rates and make it
more expensive for families to buy a
home, to send their kids to college, or
to start a business.

Based on how much time my col-
leagues across the aisle have spent the
last 4 years—as I have sat in the Pre-
siding Officer’s seat listening to my
colleagues, I have heard them say that
we should be talking about the deficit
and doing something about it. I would
hope that they would want to avoid
adding trillions of dollars to it, regard-
less of who is in the White House, even
now. Unfortunately, that doesn’t ap-
pear to be the case.

Instead, my colleagues now—my Re-
publican colleagues—have come up
with two options for selling this legis-
lation to the American people—again,
this legislation that will mainly ben-
efit the very wealthy in this country,
the billionaires—legislation that is
going to add $4 trillion to the deficit.
This is how they plan to do it. One op-
tion is Republican leadership in the
Senate has suggested that because they
want to extend policy that currently
exists, we should just ignore the cost of
extending it; there shouldn’t be a pay-
for; we don’t have to worry about it;
that all of a sudden, that $4 trillion in-
crease in deficit just doesn’t exist.

Now, I know we all wish we could for-
get about an actual debt sometimes,
but that is not what the American peo-
ple sent us here to do, and that is not
what American people do. I can tell
you that every family across this coun-
try has to live within their means and
manage their budget—my family, my
grandparents, my parents, everybody,
every individual. So we should be
working together to address this issue.

The other option that I have heard
from some of my colleagues across the
aisle to reauthorize this Trump tax bill
is they have suggested a pay-for which
is to gut Medicaid in order to pay for
tax breaks, again, for the wealthiest
people. I can’t stress this enough:
again, tax breaks for the very, very
wealthy—the top 1 percent—on the
backs of working families, on the backs
of individuals, our middle class. To me,
that is just outrageous. Padding the
pockets of the top 1 percent at the ex-
pense of hard-working families is unac-
ceptable, and nobody should stand for
that.

I urge my Republican colleagues and
leadership in this body to work in a bi-
partisan manner on this and find solu-
tions that will benefit all Americans,
not just CEOs and their board mem-
bers. There is a way we can come to-
gether to make sure our middle class
benefits, that our small businesses and
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companies—by the way, that are essen-
tial for that middle class and our labor
force, because you need both—work to-
gether to benefit, and really work and
identify a pay-for and how we are not
going to add to the deficit.

I can’t stress this enough: We need to
come together and build on spending
reductions from the bipartisan Fiscal
Responsibility Act instead of targeting
Americans’ healthcare. And let’s en-
sure that the wealthiest pay their fair
share to protect the middle class and
their children from the exorbitant tril-
lion-dollar bill the Republicans are
currently going to send to them.

The two options just do not work,
but there is an option that works, and
I will stress it one more time. We need
to work together in a bipartisan way.
This should not be a partisan issue.
This should not be done just through
reconciliation without any input from
the Democrats because, at the end of
the day, our families are no different,
our communities are no different.

My firefighters in Nevada are no dif-
ferent than firefighters in your State.
My hard-working laborers in my State,
whether they come from the service in-
dustry and it is somebody who is wash-
ing dishes in a restaurant in Nevada,
are no different than that person wash-
ing dishes in some of my colleagues’
States.

Everybody benefits if we come to-
gether in a bipartisan way, and that is
how this should work. And I am hope-
ful my colleagues are willing to do so.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, yes-
terday I came to the floor of the U.S.
Senate to talk about the importance of
promptly confirming President
Trump’s Cabinet. The American people
having voted for President Trump, hav-
ing said that they are unhappy with
the direction the country is going in is
entitled to his team to help him actu-
ally do what he said he would do during
the campaign.

Well, today I would like to reiterate
that message; but, in particular, I want
to highlight some of the hypocrisy of
our Democratic colleagues on this im-
portant matter as it pertains to our
country’s democratic processes.

We know that our colleagues are fre-
quently warning that ways of the Re-
publicans are allegedly undermining
democracy, but this is like the little
boy who cried wolf. If you cry wolf
often enough, the people begin to be-
lieve that it is not really serious; and,
indeed, it shouldn’t be taken seriously
in the case of the allegation that Re-
publicans are somehow trying to un-
dermine democracy.

Let me give you an example. Back in
2022, when Republicans passed State
laws that included commonsense elec-
tion integrity measures, like voter 1D,
Democratic Leader CHUCK SCHUMER
criticized these initiatives, which were
intended to ensure the integrity of our
elections.
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You would think that would be a no-
brainer, that everybody would want to
embrace measures that would protect
the integrity of our elections. But he
claimed somehow there was an attempt
to suppress people from voting. Well, 1
remember it wasn’t that long ago when
Barbara Jordan, a Democrat from
Texas, revered justly as an incredible
leader for our State and country, along
with James Baker III cochaired a com-
mission that came out with voter ID as
one of the consensus recommendations.

But now Democrats claim making
sure that people are who they say they
are and using the same sorts of things
that you need in order to get on an air-
plane or to buy tobacco or a six-pack of
beer, somehow that undermines democ-
racy. It just doesn’t make any sense.

But here is Senator SCHUMER on the
Senate floor. He said, ‘‘Republicans
across the country are trying to stop
the other side from voting. That tears
apart, rips apart, the very fabric of our
democracy.” I can almost see him cry-
ing crocodile tears as he says that.

Well, I did a rough check a moment
ago, and 152 million Americans voted
in 2024. If Republicans were trying to
suppress the vote, we are doing a lousy
job because you are seeing historic
numbers of people, a lot of whom have
not made a practice of voting before,
showed up at the ballot box this time
because they hated the direction our
country was going in and they felt like
this was our last chance, perhaps, to
save our country as we know it.

Well, the Senator from New York
used this argument to advocate for
changes to the Senate filibuster rule—
the requirement you get 60 votes to
close off debate—in order to pass what
he called Federal voting rights legisla-
tion. Well, first of all, what it would
have done, it would have preempted the
States’ laws when it came to voting
practices and created a single uniform
standard here at the Federal level,
which would have prevented some of
these commonsense measures like
voter ID from taking place.

Well, President Biden also expressed
the same sentiment. He pressed for the
filibuster to be changed to advance the
so-called voting rights package, saying
that the package must be passed ‘‘to
defend our democracy.” Well, actually,
it would have made it easier to cheat.

Now, ironically, they used the same
argument for democracy to undermine
the Senate filibuster, which is one of
the bedrocks of this institution. But
what I have noticed is that if an issue
can be framed as a threat to democ-
racy, Democrats throw any other con-
cerns out the window; hence, the sky is
falling.

More recently, in 2023, Democrats
brought up this same question of pro-
tecting democracy as a reason to ad-
vance legislation addressing artificial
intelligence. Well, as it turns out, arti-
ficial intelligence has been around for
decades. It has recently captured the
popular imagination because tech-
nology has taken us to places we never
dreamed we could go.
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Well, in 2023, the Committee on Rules
and Administration held a hearing on
AI, and the Democratic leader said
this:

If left unchecked—

Here he goes again. He said:

If left unchecked, [artificial intelligence]’s
use in our elections could erode our democ-
racy from within and from abroad, and the
damage, unfortunately, could be irreversible.

That is a pretty common scare tac-
tic. You scare people enough, well,
maybe they are willing to let you do
things that they, otherwise, wouldn’t
do upon calmer reflection.

He went on to stress the importance
of Republicans and Democrats working
together to protect and reinforce our
democracy. We are for that. But here is
what he said:

I can think of few issues that should both—
unite both parties faster than safeguarding
our democracy . . . It will take all of us, the
Administration, the private sector, Congress
working together to protect our democracy,
ensure robust transparency and safeguards,
and ultimately keep the vision of our found-
ers alive in the 21st century.

Well, taken at face value, that
sounds pretty good until you start be-
ginning to look at the details about
what he says we need to do in order to
accomplish that goal. That is where
you see—begin to see the huge dis-
connect. It is in pursuit of another
agenda.

Democrats have become the party
that cried wolf—or excuse me—threat
to democracy; and the more they say
it, the less meaning it actually holds.
For what it is worth, I agree that the
administration of private sector and
Congress should work together to pro-
tect rather than undermine democracy.
But we do have some different perspec-
tives or points of view about how we
might do it. That is a laudable goal,
but not in pursuit of a fairly cynical
and partisan policy agenda.

There is a very tangible way that
Democrats can join with us to do this,
this week. They can cooperate with the
President that the people elected as
Commander in Chief of the United
States by confirming his Cabinet. How
is that for protecting democracy?

The opposite, which is to stonewall
the President’s Cabinet nominees, to
burn as much time as possible before
we are able to get that done, is not pre-
serving and protecting democracy; it is
undermining it.

Our Democratic colleagues never
seem to lose an opportunity to say that
whatever the subject, it is a threat to
democracy. But here they are today
participating in a campaign to stone-
wall President Trump’s nominees,
which I would argue is undermining
the democratic process. It is denying
an elected President of the United
States, who won not only the electoral
college vote but the popular vote as
well—to deny him his team so he can
actually get to work on January 20th
doing what he was elected to do.

Just yesterday, Senator SCHUMER,
the Democratic leader, came to the
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floor to air his grievances on each of
the President’s nominees for the Cabi-
net. He argued that many of the poli-
cies they would implement would be
disastrous. But the fact of the matter
is the American people have chosen.
They did that on November 5 when
they went to the polls and they gave
President Trump a substantial major-
ity and even a mandate for a new direc-
tion in the country.

They repudiated the failed policies of
the Biden administration, starting
with what has been happening at the
border, which is an unmitigated dis-
aster from a public health and public
safety point of view. And it would, in-
deed, be a threat to democracy if our
Democrat colleagues chose to ignore
the will of the voters and deny the
President his Cabinet or delay it for no
good reason and prevent these nomi-
nees from going to work to implement
the policies that the American people
elected President Trump to enact.

Unfortunately, this is sort of reflex-
ive, it is kind of what our Democratic
colleagues do. I have been amazed to
listen on television and hear in-person
for the last—however it has been—
hour, Democratic colleagues who came
to the floor to speak, but they didn’t
talk about the pending business, the
Laken Riley Act.

This young woman was Killed by an
illegal immigrant who should not have
been in the country. I asked Pam
Bondi, who is the nominee for Attorney
General, this morning during her con-
firmation hearing, I said: If President
Biden and Harris had secured the bor-
der, do you think Laken Riley would
still be alive? And she said, yes, to-
gether with many others who have
been victimized by illegal immigrants
who come across the border to do
Americans harm in one way or an-
other. Not all of them. But when you
open the border to 10 or more million
people with 2 million of them ‘‘got-
aways,”’ evading law enforcement, you
don’t know what you are going to get.

Well, I take that back, you do know
what you are going to get. You are
going to get some people who do not in-
tend to come here for a better way of
life; they come here to rape and pillage
and rob and to commit crimes.

Well, Republicans are tired of hear-
ing excuse after excuse from our Demo-
crats, some of these hearings are being
delayed due to incomplete background
checks, but ask yourself who is respon-
sible for the background checks? Well,
it is Joe Biden’s FBI. The FBI owes it
to the American people to work around
the clock, 24/7, to get these background
checks done on a timely basis.

Otherwise, we are, literally, under-
mining a democratically elected Presi-
dent.

So I would urge our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle to heed their
own words when it comes to confirming
President Trump’s Cabinet.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle like to talk a big talk about
defending democracy, but I would like
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to see them put these commitments
into practice by ending the undemo-
cratic obstructionist tactics that they
are using to deny this President his
team.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Vermont.

H-1B VISA

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, as
we go forward in this new session of
Congress, I would hope very much that
there will be a serious focus on the cri-
ses facing the working families of our
country. We are the wealthiest nation
on Earth. In fact, we are the wealthiest
Nation in the history of the world. Yet,
today, we have more income and
wealth inequality than we have ever
had. Sixty percent of our people live
paycheck to paycheck. The life expect-
ancy of working people is far below
that in other wealthy countries.
Eighty-five million Americans are un-
insured or underinsured. Some 800,000
Americans are homeless. Twenty-five
percent of seniors are trying to survive
on $15,000 a year or less. We have the
highest rate of childhood poverty of al-
most any major nation on Earth. Fur-
ther, we remain, shamefully, the only
wealthy country not to guarantee
healthcare to all people as a human
right.

Meanwhile, while working families
struggle to put food on the table and
pay their bills, the wealthiest people in
our country have never, ever had it so
good. We are now in the absurd situa-
tion, the grossly unjust situation,
where the 3 wealthiest people on top
own more wealth than the bottom half
of American society, some 170 million
people. The 3 people on top have more
wealth than 170 million on the bottom.
That is not what America is supposed
to be about.

In truth, there are a number of rea-
sons why we are living in a nation
today where the wealth of the billion-
aire class is exploding while the work-
ing class of our country struggles to
keep their heads above water. There
are many causes as to why, despite a
huge increase in worker productivity,
real weekly wages for the average
American worker are less today than
they were 50 years ago—real weekly
wages are less than they were 50 years
ago—and why, during that period,
there was a $50 trillion transfer of
wealth from the bottom 90 percent to
the top 1 percent.

Now, a lot of the reasons as to why
the very rich are becoming richer and
working-class families are struggling
have to do with disastrous trade poli-
cies which have resulted in the loss of
millions of good-paying jobs. The fail-
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ure of Congress to raise the minimum
wage to a living wage is another reason
why millions and millions of workers
today are forced to try to survive on
starvation wages. Furthermore, we are
seeing and have seen aggressive and
often illegal union-busting activities
on the part of major employers. All of
those reasons, and more, are issues
that we have to deal with.

Today, I want to focus on one more
reason as to why the working class of
this country is struggling, and that has
to do with the H-1B guest worker pro-
gram.

Elon Musk, the wealthiest man in
the world, with a net worth of nearly
$430 billion, and other multibillionaires
in the high-tech industry claim that
the H-1B Federal guest worker pro-
gram is vital to our economy because
of the scarcity of highly skilled engi-
neers and other technology workers in
the United States. In other words, what
they say is that they are trying des-
perately to find highly skilled Amer-
ican workers to do their jobs; just can’t
find them; just not there.

In my view, Musk and the other bil-
lionaires who are strongly supporting
the H-1B Program are dead wrong.
American workers are there; they are
just not looking for them.

In my view, the main function of the
H-1B Program is not to hire the best
and the brightest. That is the theory—
we have to bring in the best and the
brightest to help our companies func-
tion and grow wealth in America. That
is the theory, but in truth, the reality
of what the H-1B Program is, is to re-
place good-paying American jobs with
hundreds of thousands of lower paid
guest workers from abroad who are
often treated as indentured servants.
The cheaper it is to hire guest workers,
the more money the multibillionaire
owners of large corporations make. In
other words, this program is not only
grossly unfair to American workers; in
many ways, it is unfair to foreign
workers as well.

According to the Economic Policy In-
stitute, between 2022 and 2023, the top
30 companies using the H-1B Program
laid off 85,000 American workers while
simultaneously bringing in over 34,000
guest workers from abroad.

In 2019 and 2020, 85 percent of H-1B
visas were awarded to entry level and
junior guest workers, who are paid be-
tween 20 to 40 percent less than Amer-
ican workers in similar occupations.

So, No. 1, it is simply not true that
the H-1B Program focuses on the very
rare and highly skilled workers that
American companies cannot find.
Eighty-five percent, to repeat, of H-1B
visas were awarded to entry level and
junior guest workers, and they are paid
20 to 40 percent less than American
workers in similar occupations.

Let me just give you a few examples
as to how unfair the H-1B Program is.
In Dallas, TX, H-1B software devel-
opers are making $44,000 less than
American workers doing the exact
same job. This is information from the
U.S. Department of Labor.
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In Houston, TX, H-1B accountants—I
did not know, to be honest with you,
that we had a scarcity in accountants,
but be that as it may, H-1B account-
ants are paid nearly $40,000 less than
American accountants doing the exact
same work.

In Santa Barbara, CA, H-1B workers
who are hired as computer system en-
gineers make just $45,000 a year. Does
that sound like the kind of salary that
would bring forth some extremely,
highly skilled people for jobs that
American workers cannot fill? Madam
President, you tell me. Why would a
corporation hire an American com-
puter systems engineer at a salary of
$110,000 a year when it is $65,000 cheap-
er to hire an H-1B worker for that
same exact position?

That is basically what this whole de-
bate is about, and that is that large
corporations are paying foreign work-
ers substantially lower salaries than
they are paying American workers.
Madam President, if you want to know
why multibillionaire owners of high-
tech companies love the H-1B Program
so much, that is the reason why. They
are using this program to substantially
undercut the wages of American work-
ers.

Moreover, there are estimates that as
many as 33 percent of all new informa-
tion technology jobs in America are
being filled by guest workers. Accord-
ing to the Census Bureau data, there
are millions of Americans with ad-
vanced degrees in science, technology,
engineering, and math who are not cur-
rently employed in those professions.
In other words, we tell kids ‘“Go out
and get involved in STEM work. Be-
come a scientist. Become an engineer.
Become a mathematician,”” whatever,
and then we bring in people from
abroad to fill the jobs they were edu-
cated to do.

Adding insult to injury, half of the
top 30 H-1B employers are companies
whose major function in life is to
outsource jobs, known in the industry
as body shops. In other words, the same
companies that are involved with sup-
plying American companies with cheap
foreign labor at home are the same
exact companies that provide even
cheaper labor to corporations when
they move abroad. They are two sides
of the same coin.

Madam President, if there is truly a
major shortage of skilled tech workers
in this country, as Elon Musk and oth-
ers have argued, why did Tesla lay off
over 7,600 American workers last year,
including many software developers
and engineers at its factory in Austin,
TX, while, at the same time, applying
to hire thousands of H-1B guest work-
ers? If these jobs are only going to the
“best and the brightest,” why has
Tesla employed H-1B guest workers as
associate accountants for as little as
$568,000 a year, associate mechanical en-
gineers for as little as $70,000 a year,
and associate material planners for as
little as $80,000 a year?

I will admit, I am not a rocket sci-
entist. But, to my mind, those occupa-
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tions don’t sound like highly special-
ized jobs that are primarily for the top
0.1 percent, as Mr. Musk claimed last
month.

If this program is really supposed to
be about importing workers with high-
ly advanced degrees in science and
technology, why are H-1B guest work-
ers being employed as fashion models,
lawyers, dog trainers, massage thera-
pists, cooks, and English teachers? One
might think that, in the United States
of America, we could find English
teachers and not need to bring in peo-
ple from abroad. Further, does anyone
really believe that in America we do
not have enough lawyers and need to
bring in more attorneys from abroad?

At a time of massive income and
wealth inequality, we need funda-
mental changes in our economic poli-
cies. We need an economy that works
for all, not just the few. And one small
but very important way forward in
that direction is to bring about major
reforms to the H-1B Program in order
to benefit American workers.

That is why I have filed an amend-
ment to the Laken Riley bill that we
are debating this week that will do just
that. I hope very much that the leaders
agree on allowing that amendment to
be debated and voted upon. Let me
very briefly describe what this amend-
ment does in terms of reforming the H-
1B Program.

First, this amendment would double
the major H-1B fee that corporations
pay before they can hire guest workers
from abroad. This provision would gen-
erate over $370 million in revenue each
year. And what would we use that rev-
enue for? Well, it would be used to pro-
vide nearly 20,000 scholarships each and
every year for American students pur-
suing advanced degrees in science,
technology, engineering, math, and
other fields vital to the competitive-
ness of our Nation.

If the Members of this body truly be-
lieve we need H-1B visas in order to
compensate for a shortage of skilled
American professionals, this amend-
ment will attract tens of thousands of
America’s best and brightest young
people into those fields.

Second, this amendment requires
corporations to substantially increase
wages for the jobs they need before
they would be allowed to hire H-1B
guest  workers. Specifically, this
amendment would raise the prevailing
wage for the H-1B Program to at least
the median local wage. In other words,
if the H-1B Program is truly meant for
‘“‘the best and the brightest,” it should
not be used as a tool to undercut the
wages of highly skilled American
workers. And that is what this amend-
ment would prevent.

Third, this amendment would pro-
hibit corporations from replacing laid-
off American workers with H-1B guest
workers from overseas. Corporations
that are engaged in mass layoffs should
not be allowed to replace American
workers with guest workers.

Finally, this amendment would pre-
vent corporations from treating H-1B
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guest workers, for all intents and pur-
poses, as indentured servants.

Under current law, H-1B guest work-
ers are often locked into lower paying
jobs and can have their visas taken
away from them by their corporate
bosses if they complain about dan-
gerous, unfair, or illegal working con-
ditions. That is unacceptable, and that
has got to change. This amendment
would make H-1B visas portable and
give guest workers the ability to easily
change jobs.

Mr. Musk and Mr. Ramaswamy and
others have argued that we need a
highly skilled and well-educated work-
force. I agree. But the answer is not to
bring in cheap labor from abroad
through the H-1B Program. The answer
is to hire qualified American workers
first and to make certain that we have
an education system that produces the
kind of workforce that our country
needs for the jobs of the future.

The bottom line: It must never be
cheaper for a corporation to hire a
guest worker from overseas than an
American worker at home. And that is
what this amendment is all about.

Let’s be clear. Thirty years ago, the
leaders of corporate America, the polit-
ical establishment in both major par-
ties, and the editorial boards of the
most influential papers in our country
told us not to worry about the loss of
millions of blue-collar manufacturing
jobs that would come as a result of un-
fettered free-trade agreements like
NAFTA and permanent normal trade
relations with China: Don’t worry
about the loss of those jobs.

And the reason they told us not to
worry is that that job loss would be
more than offset by the many good-
paying, white-collar information tech-
nology jobs that would be created in
the United States.

Yes, they said, you lose blue-collar
manufacturing jobs, but not to worry.
We will create zillions of good-paying,
white-collar information technology
jobs.

I, personally, was a Member of Con-
gress at that time and never believed
that. And I helped lead the effort
against NAFTA and PNTR with China.
Unfortunately, I and the many others
who opposed those trade agreements
were proven correct. NAFTA and PNTR
cost us millions of good-paying manu-
facturing jobs as large corporations
shut down here in America and fled to
China, Mexico, and other low-wage
countries in search of cheap labor.

And what about all of those great
high-tech jobs that supposedly were
going to be created? Well, that didn’t
quite happen either.

As a result of the H-1B guest worker
program and other guest worker pro-
grams, major corporations are now im-
porting hundreds of thousands of lower
paid guest workers from abroad to fill
the white-collar technology jobs that
are currently available.

In other words, heads, billionaires
wins; tails, American workers lose.

In my view, we can and must change
that reality. A good place to start
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would be to pass this amendment and
put American workers first. Multi-
billionaires and Big Tech should not be
allowed to hire guest workers to fill
entry-level and mid-level information
technology jobs. Those jobs should be
going to American workers who have,
among other things, the constitutional
right to form unions and collectively
bargain for better wages, benefits, and
working conditions.

Madam President, I will be asking for
a rollcall vote on this amendment, and
I hope very much we can get it to the
floor. In my view, the time has come
for the American people to know which
side their Senators stand on this issue.

In order to accomplish that goal, I
very much appreciated the statement
Majority Leader THUNE gave on the
floor of the Senate last November
about the need for more amendment
votes in the Senate. Here is what the
majority leader said on November 14
with respect to the amendment proc-
ess:

[A]ll Members of the Senate—and not just
the Members of a particular committee—
should have a voice in final legislation
through amendments on the floor. Members
should assume that amendment votes will be
the norm. That will mean taking tough votes
at times, but that is part of our jobs.

I would very much agree with Major-
ity Leader THUNE. The truth is that, in
the past, whether it has been Repub-
lican leaders or Democratic leaders, no
one debates that the amendment proc-
ess has been thwarted. I hope we will
see a new opening here where people
will be allowed to offer amendments
and take up votes. That is what we
were elected to do.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCHMITT). The Senator from Massachu-
setts.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 103

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to stop the unnecessary and dev-
astating consequences that will result
from a ban on TikTok in the United
States. In a few moments, I will ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
pass my legislation with Senator
WYDEN and Senator BOOKER, the Ex-
tend the TikTok Deadline Act, to ex-
tend the deadline by which ByteDance,
TikTok’s parent company, must sell
TikTok or face a ban in 270 days.

This simple, one-sentence bill would
avoid significant harm for TikTok’s
creators, who depend upon the app to
make a living, to find community, to
share resources during emergencies
such as the Los Angeles wildfires, and
to discuss everything from the latest
pop culture trends to controversial po-
litical topics.

It is the home to 170 million Amer-
ican users—170 million American users.
That is over half of the U.S. population
and 65 percent of the United States
adult population. It is 50 percent high-
er than the number of Americans who
watch the Super Bowl.

Those 170 million Americans will be
devastated by a TikTok ban. Many
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make their living on the app and could
face difficulties paying for groceries,
rent, or medical care. Others may lose
contact with a crucial support system,
leaving them isolated and scared.

If you don’t believe me, then I en-
courage my colleagues to view the
thousands of videos posted by TikTok
users over the past few days explaining
why TikTok is so important to them.
These testimonials are powerful evi-
dence about TikTok’s economic, social,
and cultural importance, and I implore
my colleagues to listen to these users.

Now, supporters of the TikTok ban
will claim that any delay will threaten
national security and allow China to,
supposedly, indoctrinate the youth
with anti-American views.

First, I stand behind no lawmaker
here in my commitment to protecting
children online. I am the original au-
thor of the only Federal online protec-
tion for children today: the Children’s
Online Privacy Protection Act. And I
have authored legislation to update
and modernize those protections. My
Children and Teens’ Online Privacy
Protection Act to lift it up to age 16,
that was blocked here on the Senate
floor just 1 month ago in December. We
had it out of committee. We could not
get it passed.

And I repeatedly sent letters to the
Federal Trade Commission and the De-
partment of Justice urging them to in-
vestigate and impose penalties on
TikTok for putting their younger users
at risk. When TikTok violates the law
and puts its users at risk, I will call
them out and I will demand account-
ability. In fact, the Federal Trade
Commission has fined TikTok for vio-
lation of my law, so, obviously, I am
concerned.

But I am also concerned about what
American social media companies do to
teenagers. They do the same thing. I
am very concerned about what they do
to young children. According to the
Surgeon General, we have a mental
health crisis in our country, pointing
the finger at social media—mot one
company, but all the companies that
are targeting teenagers and children in
our country.

As for the national security argu-
ments, I recognize that ByteDance’s
ownership of TikTok poses security
risks. I do not want China to have sig-
nificant influence over an important
communications channel in the United
States and access to Americans’ data,
but Congress must appropriately bal-
ance those risks with the serious hard-
ship imposed on TikTok’s 170 million
American users and the unintended
consequences of a nationwide TikTok
ban.

With the impending TikTok ban,
Congress has gotten that balance
wrong, and most importantly, the pro-
ponents of the ban have repeatedly ar-
gued that TikTok is ‘‘brainwashing
Americans,” but these claims are, at
best, just speculation. At worst, they
are a disguised effort to target Ameri-
cans’ speech.
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So don’t take it from me. In an affi-
davit in the District of Columbia Cir-
cuit, a senior intelligence officer stated
that the government has ‘‘no informa-
tion” that China coerced ByteDance to
covertly manipulate content on
TikTok. That is coming from our own
government. That alone should make
us pause.

This is in the DC Circuit Court. They
are not lying to a circuit court. So
they don’t have any information with
regard to that accusation.

Even worse, rather than addressing
China’s supposed influence over a key
communications channel, the TikTok
ban appears to be driving users to al-
ternative Chinese applications which
we know even less about. In fact, on
Monday, RedNote—a China social
media app—became the No. 1 most
downloaded app on the Apple app store.

Is that the outcome that the law’s
supporters were seeking or thought
about?

The TikTok ban not only threatens
to shut down a platform critical for 170
million Americans, but also, 7 million
American businesses use TikTok. They
use it as part of their business. All of
that will shut down on Sunday, 4 days
from now—just shut down—7 million
businesses who use it.

And it is taking effect, at least in
parts of America, at the single worst
period of time, a moment when TikTok
creators in Los Angeles are using the
app to share their stories and find re-
sources during the tragic wildfires; a
moment when a new President is set to
take office with different views on the
ban—and President-elect Trump is ask-
ing for a pause right now, asked the
Supreme Court of the United States for
a pause—Donald Trump—a moment
when the Supreme Court is still consid-
ering the case, hasn’t even rendered a
decision yet; a moment when the first
official bid for TikTok was just sub-
mitted last week.

It is time for Congress to acknowl-
edge that the rushed passage of this
law was a mistake. There were no hear-
ings in the Senate. There were no wit-
nesses in the Senate. No one got to
hear anything about this ban because
they put it into the bill that was going
to provide military aid for Ukraine, for
Israel—humanitarian aid—and they
just stuck the TikTok ban into the leg-
islation over in the House of Rep-
resentatives to send it over here.

We never had a hearing. We never
had any consideration. And it is time
for Congress to acknowledge that the
rushed passage of this law was a mis-
take, that we need more time to let the
courts and outside parties consider this
issue. We need to do a better job of un-
derstanding the importance of the
TikTok community and the impact of
a TikTok ban.

That is why I introduced the Extend
the TikTok Deadline Act. This bill
does not repeal the underlying act. It
simply gives TikTok, Congress, the
people here in the Senate, parties that
might want to buy TikTok, the incom-
ing Trump administration—he himself
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is asking for an extension—and outside
stakeholders additional time to get
this right.

We need time. We need time to figure
this out. The court process is still
going on for something that started
last April. That would never have been
expected to have occurred. We don’t
have any certainty as to the outcome,
one way or the other.

If this had happened in September,
October, or November—out of the
courts—we could have then deliberated
before the deadline on Sunday, 4 days
from now. But it didn’t happen that
way.

So to the millions of creators who
have bravely shared their stories and
explained why TikTok is important to
them, I hear you, I am listening, and I
encourage my colleagues to listen as
well and to give a short reprieve to
TikTok’s death sentence.

TikTok is far too important to let it
die like this on Sunday without having
given the extra time which is needed—
time for President-elect Trump, time
for everyone to think about what an al-
ternative pathway could be to letting
TikTok die.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of S. 103, intro-
duced earlier today; further, that the
bill be considered read a third time and
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Reserving the right to
object, which I most certainly do,
TikTok isn’t just another social media
platform, TikTok is a Chinese com-
munist spy app that addicts our Kkids,
harvests their data, targets them with
harmful and manipulative content, and
spreads communist propaganda.

Congress recognized the unique dan-
gers of TikTok when we voted on a
massive bipartisan basis last April to
give its Chinese communist-influenced
parent company ByteDance 270 days to
sell TikTok to an American buyer or to
be shut down in America. That dead-
line is Sunday.

What is more, ByteDance and
TikTok had plenty of additional warn-
ing for years about the possibility of
such action, long before Congress set
this firm Sunday deadline. The Trump
administration, in 2020, attempted to
shut down TikTok.

So there was no rush as the Senator
from Massachusetts asserted. We didn’t
pull the rug out from under TikTok,
and we didn’t ban it. Instead, Congress
simply demanded that the app could no
longer be owned and controlled by our
Nation’s worst enemy, communist
China.

In other words, TikTok’s owners had
plenty of time to find a buyer, and
there were plenty of willing buyers as
well. Instead, TikTok whined, lied,
complained, sued, and lobbied. Oh, how
they lobbied.
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One notable lobbyist told me that he
was offered $100,000 a month—$100,000 a
month—to represent TikTok, but he
refused because TikTok is a sewer of
vile anti-Semitism. Good for him.

Unfortunately, I can’t say that for
the army of lawyers and lobbyists who
saddled up on behalf of communist
China. They know who they are. They
should be ashamed of themselves, and
they should know that I, for one, won’t
forget it.

So let me be crystal clear. There will
be no extensions, no concessions, and
no compromises for TikTok.
ByteDance and the Chinese com-
munists had plenty of time to make a
deal. In fact, the legislation allows the
President to grant a 90-day extension
to the Sunday deadline, though only if
negotiations have substantially ad-
vanced, and the sale could likely close
in 90 days.

Neither is true today so I expect
President Biden will not grant the ex-
tension. And what President Biden can-
not do under current law, this Con-
gress—this Republican Congress—cer-
tainly won’t do by changing the law,
not over my objection, in any case.

And isn’t it telling that ByteDance
says communist China blocked the sale
of TikTok for these last 9 months?
What exactly does that tell us? Exactly
what I said earlier: TikTok is a Chinese
communist spy app. Consider one rea-
son why the bill passed with such a
huge bipartisan vote in April; namely,
the backlash against TikTok for its de-
ranged lobbying campaign against the
bill.

As the bill was being considered by a
House committee, TikTok sent push
notifications to its users demanding
that they call into Congress and ex-
press opposition to the bill. This wasn’t
a case of American citizens spontane-
ously rising up to exercise their First
Amendment rights but rather a foreign
power egging them on, meddling in our
politics, influencing our legislative de-
bates.

And what happened? Thousands of
children—kids—called into congres-
sional offices, some threatening to kill
themselves or to assassinate Members
of Congress. No foreign adversary
should have that kind of power over
our politics or our children.

Imagine how Chinese communists
would use TikTok to influence our po-
litical debates during, say, a moment
of heightened tensions over Taiwan.
And let’s examine a little more closely
just what TikTok does to our country.
Just last week, renowned social psy-
chologist Jonathan Haidt wrote that
“TikTok is Harming Children on an In-
dustrial Scale.”

China’s version of TikTok promotes
math, science, and learning, basically
telling Chinese kids to do their home-
work and eat their vegetables and re-
spect their elders—most especially
Chairman Xi, the Chinese dictator. In
America, by contrast, TikTok pro-
motes violence, obscenity, eating dis-
orders, drug use, and even suicide.
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Internal company documents even re-
vealed that content promoting
pedophilia has long flowed right past
TikTok’s supposed moderators.

Without question, TikTok’s lethal al-
gorithm has cost the lives of many
American kids. China also uses TikTok
to amplify its propaganda and suppress
information critical of the communist
tyranny in Beijing. Compared to other
platforms, TikTok suppresses content
related to China’s genocide against the
Uighur people, Tibet, Taiwan, the
South China Sea, Hong Kong,
Tiananmen Square, and the origins of
COVID, among other topics.

TikTok also meddles in the politics
of other countries by amplifying divi-
sive content in, for instance, Israel,
India, and, of course, America. And
don’t forget that TikTok harvests a
vast trove of user data, including
name, age, email, address, phone num-
ber, credit card number, facial fea-
tures, voiceprints, keystrokes, photos,
videos, and viewing habits.

This data can make users susceptible
to manipulation and even blackmail,
not only today but also years from now
when users may have become influen-
tial persons in the military, the intel-

ligence community, business, media,
and other walks of life.
We are sometimes assured that

TikTok has taken security measures to
prevent Chinese communists from ac-
cessing this data of American citizens,
but according to whistleblower testi-
mony and internal company materials,
these protections are about as airtight
as a screen door.

So the end is coming for Chinese
communist-controlled TikTok. Per-
haps the sale can be closed by Sunday,
though I seriously doubt it. Even so,
that sale would have to pass legal re-
view and guarantee that China retains
no residual influence at the company
or through its algorithm, no residual
influence whatsoever. But one way or
the other, communist China will no
longer exert this massive influence
over our Nation and our kids.

I will now yield to Senator RICKETTS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. RICKETTS. Reserving the right
to object. The Chinese Communist
Party is our chief foreign adversary in
the world and the only external exis-
tential threat to our Nation.

They threaten our freedom, our pros-
perity, our security, and our very way
of life. When I was Governor of Ne-
braska, I was the first Governor to ban
TikTok on State devices because of the
threat it posed. Why did I do that?
Well, because Xi Jinping said that he
wants to replace us as the world leader.
Dictators tend to say what they are
going to do and try and do it. We
should take him seriously.

TikTok is one of the ways that he is
trying to do it, trying to undermine
what we do around the world. The Chi-
nese Communist Party wants to re-
place us; TikTok is one of the ways
they are trying to influence our down-
fall.
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As many as 150 million Americans
use TikTok. Fifty-two percent of them
say they regularly get news through
TikTok, and we know that the CCP
uses TikTok to slant the news. This is
part of their propaganda.

Data shows, for example, my es-
teemed colleague from Arkansas ref-
erenced it, the anti-Semitism on
TikTok. If you go back and look, you
can see 50 times the posts on pro-
Hamas, pro-Palestinian content, 50
times the views, despite the fact that
overwhelmingly Americans support
Israel—the polling shows it—and that
is just one of the issues that they get
involved with.

We wouldn’t allow any foreign adver-
sary, TV stations, radio stations, or
newspapers to reach 150 million Ameri-
cans. Why are we allowing our chief ad-
versary in the world, one that seeks
our downfall, to have that kind of ac-
cess? It makes absolutely no sense.

And, of course, the Chinese Com-
munist Party has no free rights in
America. Those belong to American
citizens. We need to make sure we take
a step against this. And last April, we
did, overwhelmingly, bipartisan, bi-
cameral because this Congress saw the
threat that TikTok poses by the Chi-
nese Communist Party being able to
influence ByteDance because they have
to. ByteDance is a Chinese company. It
has to do whatever the Chinese Com-
munist Party says. That is their law.
They have to do what the Chinese Com-
munist Party says, so, therefore, they
push the propaganda.

As my colleague from Arkansas
pointed out, they spy on Americans,
collect data on Americans. So we saw a
bipartisan effort, over 350 votes in the
House, to pass this bill and, by the
way, the same bipartisan support here
in the Senate, passing 79 to 18.

The law gathered so much bipartisan,
bicameral support because we recog-
nized this was about keeping America
and Americans safe; that ByteDance
needed to divest TikTok so that we
could be assured that the Chinese Com-
munist Party wasn’t pushing its propa-
ganda or spying on us.

We acted with conviction against
that threat, and of course we know
from our classified briefings what that
threat for TikTok was. And this threat
is not something far off or imagined.
We have seen TikTok’s interference in
elections elsewhere around the world,
most recently in Romania. The Euro-
pean Commission just opened an inves-
tigation on TikTok’s failure to limit
election interference in Romania’s
election, and that has caused all sorts
of disruption in that country.

India has banned TikTok for the very
same reason that they are seeing the
push of Chinese propaganda slants on
their news media the same way we see
it here in America.

Albania, worried about Romania,
banned TikTok. We passed a law that
did not ban TikTok. We passed a law
that said you have to have an Amer-
ican owner like, I don’t know, radio
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stations, TV stations, newspapers. The
Senator from Massachusetts would like
to give us a 270-day extension. What is
going to be different? What is going to
be different?

ByteDance has had 270 days, and
rather than making legitimate at-
tempts to find a buyer—and, by the
way, you all recall the news stories
when this law was being discussed and
being passed. There were a number of
Americans who said they would be in-
terested in buying them. ByteDance
didn’t do anything.

Rather than looking for an American
buyer, they decided to hire an army of
lobbyists and lawyers to try and sub-
vert the will of the Congress. They
spent the last 270 days trying to avoid
being sold. As my colleague said, the
Chinese Communist Party will not let
them be sold.

That, in and of itself, should tell you
everything you need to know about
this. If the Chinese Communist Party
is refusing ByteDance to sell TikTok
to an American buyer, you know they
are using it to push their propaganda
and to collect data on us. They don’t
want those algorithms coming to
America because then they will be ex-
posed. That is what this is about.

This is a national security threat.
That is why we took action last April.
They have had these 270 days. They did
nothing with them. To extend would
mean nothing as well, except give the
Chinese Communist Party another 270
days to push their propaganda and to
Spy on more Americans.

Finally, today, in our Foreign Rela-
tions Committee hearing, we had the
confirmation hearing for Senator
RUBIO, who has been nominated for
Secretary of State.

I asked him in his confirmation hear-
ing earlier today why average Ameri-
cans in Nebraska should care about the
threat the Chinese Communist Party
poses to our way of life, and he had a
great response, and I want to read it
here.

He said:

If we stay on the road we’re on right now,
in less than ten years, virtually everything
that matters to us in life will depend on
whether China will allow us to have it or
not.

Folks, this is a clear test of whether
America is going to get off that road.
Are we willing to change direction? Are
we willing to say to the Chinese Com-
munist Party enough, no further, not
now? We are changing. We are getting
away from the bad practices of the past
that the Chinese Communist Party is
taking advantage of.

Let’s send a clear signal to Beijing
that America’s national security is
going to take priority. Let’s stand
strong. Let’s remember, we passed this
law for a reason, and it is to Kkeep
Americans safe, and, therefore, I ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I am
disappointed that my colleagues have
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objected to this simple legislation. I
recognize the national security risk
here. But the fearmongering about the
supposed anti-American content on
TikTok is the exact type of govern-
ment overreach that has left tens of
millions of Americans furious. The hy-
perbolic statements made by my col-
leagues are especially concerning,
given that the intelligence community
itself has acknowledged that it has no
information that China is covertly ma-
nipulating content on TikTok—no in-
formation.

Let me say that again: In the DC Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals, the government
was asked to present evidence that
ByteDance was covertly manipulating
content on TikTok for the benefit of
the Chinese Government, and the intel-
ligence community submitted an affi-
davit saying that the government has
no information that it is being manipu-
lated.

So as we are out here today—by the
way, that would change the whole de-
bate. If they had information, we would
be having a different debate. If there
were proof that they were manipu-
lating, provided by the intelligence
community, we would be having a dif-
ferent debate. They don’t have any in-
formation.

And I sat in the same intelligence
briefings that my colleagues did, and I
kept waiting to hear that information.
I never heard it. I don’t think it is giv-
ing up secrets to say: I didn’t hear any
secrets.

I didn’t hear them because there
weren’t any. And they made that filing
in the DC Circuit Court of Appeals.
They have no information.

And I have read the reports and news
articles. I have tracked the court case
closely. I am clear-eyed about the risk.
But unlike many of my colleagues, 1
am also clear-eyed about the profound
economic, political, and social impor-
tance of TikTok to 170 million users
and 7 million businesses in the United
States, and I understand how many
creators depend on TikTok to find
community, share their story, find re-
sources.

So my ask again here is simple: 270
days, and we can try to find a resolu-
tion of this issue that doesn’t have a
draconian cutoff on Sunday afternoon.

So this is the issue that we are con-
fronted with at this point. We don’t
have the evidence that is being cited by
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle. It doesn’t exist. They may be-
lieve it, but they don’t have the evi-
dence to present to this body because
the intelligence community has not
provided it. Otherwise, again, as I am
saying, we would have a very different
debate.

And this is a very important issue be-
cause the Supreme Court just had a
hearing—it is unbelievable that it is 9
months later—on the constitutionality
of your ban. So I think that the col-
leagues of mine who spoke on the other
side, they are saying: Well, they should
have already sold it.
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Well, they took it to court to find
out if this law was constitutional.
They have a right to do that. They
have a right to go to the Supreme
Court. They have a right to have a
hearing. They have a right to make
their case. They have a right to say it
is unconstitutional. It hasn’t been
ruled on yet. It hasn’t been ruled on.

And so because of that, all I am ask-
ing for is more time.

Listen to Donald Trump. He is say-
ing: Give it more time.

That is all I am asking for.

And I will say, as well, when my
friend cites suicides and other incred-
ible consequences of social media in
our society, I do agree with him 100
percent. But it is not just TikTok. It is
Instagram. It is Facebook. It is com-
pany after company after company
that is targeting 14-year-old girls with
bulimia, with anorexia, with informa-
tion that is making them even sicker
and sicker and sicker. That is why,
when my bill was killed here in Decem-
ber to pass a law which said that par-
ents can just say: Erase all that infor-
mation you are gathering about my
daughter—and it is the third Congress
in a row that happened. Yes, TikTok
should be stopped, and so should
Facebook, and so should Instagram—so
should all of them.

But just don’t raise it in a TikTok
context. Raise it in a Senate context.

That law should have passed. That
should have already been on the Presi-
dent’s desk. And it was bipartisan. It
was bipartisan. You want to talk about
lobbyists. You want to talk about stop-
ping legislation.

So I agree with the gentleman on the
fundamental fact that TikTok is a con-
tributor to this problem, but it is a
part of a larger problem. And I also
want to make the point that there is
no imminent threat of a compromise of
this information that we are talking
about here today because the intel-
ligence community does not, in fact,
have the information to say that that
is accurate.

So I agree with Donald Trump. Give
it more time. Allow for the process to
play out. Allow for the Supreme Court
to make a decision. Allow for potential
buyers to step forth. Allow for the
users of TikTok, the 7 million busi-
nesses that use it for their own fami-
lies—allow for the families in the fire
zone in L.A. to continue to use it to
build community, to run their small
businesses, and not cut it off on Sun-
day. And that is what I have been ask-
ing the Senate to do.

So I regret that the objection has
been raised by my colleagues. But I tell
you there is going to be real harm, and
my hope is that I can partner with
President-elect Trump to try to find a
resolution of this issue so that we do it
with the information that, right now,
we do not have to take such an action.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. I want to respond brief-
ly to a few points from my friend from
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Massachusetts, and he is my friend. I
want to make an underlying state-
ment, first off, for the RECORD, because
this is a notable day. Direct quotes
from the Senator from Massachusetts:
“Listen to Donald Trump,” and ‘I
agree with Donald Trump.”” Underline
that in the RECORD. I am not sure you
are going to see that again for the next
4 years.

But, more importantly, on this issue,
the Senator is correct that TikTok is
not alone in causing harm for Amer-
ican kids. I agree with him. Other apps
can result in eating disorders or de-
pression or mental illness.

I voted for his legislation in Decem-
ber. I had my own online safety legisla-
tion. The difference is that TikTok is
influenced and controlled by the Chi-
nese Communist Party. And this bill
did not just address TikTok; it ad-
dressed all foreign adversary-owned
apps.

You raised the question of RedNote.
Well, guess what. If TikTok users flood
to RedNote, they are going to face the
same challenge there because it is also
controlled by the Communist Party.

Second, the Senator has made a lot
about some affidavit by some intel-
ligence community official in some
case. I don’t know what it is referring
to. I do know this: I have been on the
Intelligence Committee for 10 years. 1
chair it now. I have heard the testi-
mony of senior leaders that TikTok
poses a great threat to our national se-
curity and our people’s well-being.

But I also know this: Third, you
don’t need intelligence. TikTok’s own
internal documents reveal the threat
that it poses to Americans. The State
attorneys general have brought law-
suits to defend their people. Those law-
suits have produced documents that
showed, chapter and verse, exactly
what TikTok has done to Americans.

And, finally, we Kkeep hearing: It is
only 270 days. It is only 270 days.

In 270 days, that is what TikTok will
say again because it will not have been
sold because Chinese communists won’t
allow it to be sold, because it is not
just another app. It is not Instagram or
Facebook or X or anything else. It is a
Chinese communist spy app.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. RICKETTS. I just want to briefly
build upon my colleague from Arkan-
sas.

Two quick points: One, our colleague
from Massachusetts has called this a
TikTok ban. That is inaccurate. The
law that was passed, as my colleague
pointed out, was about foreign adver-
saries and required TikTok to be sold
to an American owner.

If it had been sold, TikTok could con-
tinue to be in operation. And my un-
derstanding is, even if it is forced to
close down because it hasn’t sold by
Sunday, if it is sold in the future, it
will be able to reestablish operations,
as long as it is to an American buyer.

So it is not a ban.
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The reason it is a ban is because
TikTok and the Chinese Communist
Party chose to make it a Dban.
ByteDance has not tried to parallel-
path this, which was my colleague
from Massachusetts’ point. They could
have been trying to sell it, the same
time they were going through the
court, and had that ready. In fact, they
could have written a document saying:
I am only going to sell if the Supreme
Court says I have to. They could have
found a buyer and written a contract
that way—absolutely. They didn’t have
to make this a ban.

And with regard to my colleague
from Massachusetts’ other point, I did
offer a proof point based upon data
here in the United States about how
TikTok pushes a Chinese Communist
Party agenda to push their propa-
ganda. In this case, it was anti-Semi-
tism against Israel by promoting pro-
Hamas, the terrorist group, posts—its
posts—and then pro-Palestinian posts
versus Israeli pro-Israel ones. So I gave
data there.

But this is exactly the same kind of
pushing of propaganda which has led, I
presume, India to ban TikTok, as well,
because the Chinese Communist Party
is doing the same thing to them.

So a couple of points on this, and,
again, I don’t think anything will be
different 270 days from now because the
Chinese Communist Party will not
allow TikTok to be sold because their
algorithm would be exposed.

With that, I would just end by saying
that China must be deterred.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that, at 5:50 p.m.
today, the Senate vote in relation to
the following amendments: Cornyn No.
14 and Coons No. 23.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

AMENDMENT NO. 14 TO AMENDMENT NO. 8

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, we just
locked in a vote on my amendment.

I would like to call up my amend-
ment No. 14 to Senate amendment No.
8 and ask that it be reported by num-
ber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CORNYN] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 14 to amend-
ment No. 8.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To expand the list of criminal of-

fenses that subject inadmissible aliens to

mandatory detention)

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

‘“(ii) is charged with, is arrested for, is con-
victed of, admits having committed, or ad-
mits committing acts which constitute the
essential elements of any burglary, theft,
larceny, shoplifting, or assault of a law en-
forcement officer offense, or any crime that
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results in death or serious bodily injury to
another person,’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (4); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(2) DEFINITION.—For purposes of para-
graph (1)(E), the terms ‘burglary’, ‘theft’,
‘larceny’, ‘shoplifting’, ‘assault of a law en-
forcement officer’, and ‘serious bodily in-
jury’ have the meanings given such terms in
the jurisdiction in which the acts occurred.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I want
to offer an amendment that would add
one more crime to the list covered by
this legislation, and that would be as-
sault of a law enforcement officer.

Anyone who comes into the country
illegally and harms these brave men
and women in uniform is dangerous,
and dangerous not only to our first re-
sponders but also to the safety and se-
curity of all Texans and communities
all around the country.

Unfortunately, we know, under the
Biden-Harris administration, these
people who are committing these kinds
of crimes are routinely being released
back into the streets, as we saw last
February in New York City when seven
people were arrested for assaulting a
police officer—assaulting multiple po-
lice officers—outside of a migrant shel-
ter in Times Square. Manhattan Dis-
trict Attorney Alvin Bragg made the
decision to release five of these crimi-
nal suspects without bail.

There is no question that these
criminals should have been detained
and removed before they could go on
and commit other crimes against inno-
cent victims.

My amendment simply would require
ICE to promptly take migrants who as-
sault law enforcement officers into
custody and ensure that illegal mi-
grants who commit crimes against the
men and women in blue are swiftly de-
tained so they can be removed from our
country.

I urge adoption of my amendment.

I yield the floor.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
finish my brief remarks before we pro-
ceed to the vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 23

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, we are
about to consider two amendments to
the Laken Riley Act. I appreciate the
opportunity to speak to amendment
No. 23, which would strike section 3 of
the Laken Riley Act.

I respect that colleagues on both
sides of the aisle have expressed their
intention to vote for the Laken Riley
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bill and to advance it. I have not yet
made any such commitment out of con-
cern about the unintended con-
sequences of several provisions of this
bill. I want to briefly speak to the con-
sequences of the section that my
amendment would strike.

Amidst real resource constraints, un-
predictable migration patterns, and
fluctuating diplomatic sensitivities,
our Federal law enforcement officers at
ICE and CBP make thousands of com-
plex decisions day in and day out about
how to deal with interior enforcement,
about border encounters, who to de-
tain, and who to release. It is because
these decisions involve so many com-
plex factors that the Supreme Court
has repeatedly recognized that the Fed-
eral Government is and should be the
ultimate authority on enforcement of
our immigration laws.

Section 3, however, would mark a sea
change by inviting every State attor-
ney general to sue whenever they dis-
agree with even an individual-level
Federal decision regarding detention
and removal. This could create uncer-
tainty or even chaos by encouraging
conflicting lawsuits brought by dif-
ferent States in different courts.

I will remind my colleagues that this
provision may have been drafted when
the view was that Republican States’
attorneys general would sue a Demo-
cratic administration to move closer
towards the enforcement vision that
they prioritized. Roughly half of the
State attorneys general belong to each
political party.

I hope that my colleagues who have
reflected upon the consequences of this
provision will conclude that we should
not have the division and, frankly, ul-
timately the chaos in the enforcement
of our immigration laws that would
likely result from having a raft of law-
suits brought by State attorneys gen-
eral in courts all over the country test-
ing and challenging almost literally
every detention decision.

I believe it is possible for this act to
be improved, for it to advance public
safety, and for it to make a contribu-
tion to the country, and it is my hope
that the amendments being offered will
be taken up and passed.

I will urge a ‘yes” vote on my
amendment for all of my colleagues be-
cause I think an improved bill should
be the ultimate objective of this
amendment process.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 14

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the question is on
adoption of amendment No. 14 offered
by the Senator from Texas, Mr. COR-
NYN.

Mr. CORNYN. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
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ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
JUSTICE), and the Senator from Wyo-
ming (Ms. LUMMIS).

Further, if present and voting: the
Senator from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS)
would have voted ‘‘aye” and the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY)
would have voted ‘‘aye.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 70,
nays 25, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 3 Leg.]

YEAS—T70

Baldwin Fischer Ossoff
Banks Gallego Paul
Barrasso Graham Peters
Bennet Grassley Ricketts
Blackburn Hassan Risch
Blumenthal Hawley Rosen
Boozman Heinrich Rounds
Britt Hickenlooper :
Budd Hoeven Rubl()‘

. Schmitt
Cantwell Hyde-Smith
Capito Johnson Scott (FL)
Cassidy Kelly Scott (3C)
Collins Kennedy Shaheen
Coons Klobuchar Sheehy
Cornyn Lankford Slotkin
Cortez Masto Lee Sullivan
Cotton Lujan Thune
Cramer Marshall Tillis
Crapo McConnell Tuberville
Cruz McCormick Warner
Curtis Moran Warnock
Daines Moreno Wicker
Ernst Mullin Young
Fetterman Murkowski

NAYS—25
Alsobrooks King Schiff
Blunt Rochester ~ Markey Schumer
Booker Merkley Smith
Duckworth Murphy Van Hollen
Durbin Murray Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hirono Reed Whitehouse
Kaine Sanders
Kim Schatz
NOT VOTING—4

Hagerty Lummis
Justice Wyden

The amendment (No. 14) was agreed
to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
BRITT). The Senator from Delaware.

AMENDMENT NO. 23

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to set aside the
pending amendment and call up my
amendment No. 23, as provided under
the previous order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the amendment by
number.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. COONS]
proposes an amendment numbered 23.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To strike the section that author-

izes State attorneys general to sue Federal

immigration authorities for alleged viola-
tions relating to the detention of aliens)

Beginning on page 3, strike line 9 and all
that follows through page 8, line 10.

Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for 1
minute to this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
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Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask
my colleagues to vote in favor of this
amendment, which would focus and
streamline this bill and make more
likely its passage.

Many of us who have served here for
many Congresses regret the falling
away of the frequency of amendments
intended to improve the bill. My
amendment would remove the section
that will encourage endless litigation
by State attorneys general.

I will remind you, our States’ attor-
neys general are roughly equally di-
vided between the parties, and attor-
neys general can now and today sue
against what they believe is manifest
injustice in the Federal immigration
system. This provision would encour-
age them to sue down to individual de-
tention and release decisions.

I think it improves the bill to remove
that section and focus on its critical
public safety provisions.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on this amend-
ment and the consideration of addi-
tional amendments in the future that
will improve this bill.

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 23

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on adoption of the amend-
ment.

Mr. COONS. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-
ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
JUSTICE), and the Senator from Wyo-
ming (Ms. LUMMIS).

Further, if present and voting: the
Senator from Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS)
would have voted ‘“‘nay’” and the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY)
would have voted ‘‘nay.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) is
necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 46,
nays 49, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 4 Leg.]

YEAS—46
Alsobrooks Hickenlooper Rosen
Baldwin Hirono Sanders
Bennet Kaine Schatz
Blumenthal Kelly Schiff
Blunt Rochester K@m Schumer
Booker King Shaheen
gantwell Elqpuchar Slotkin

oons ujan X

Cortez Masto Markey \Slr;;tl];on en
Duckworth Merkley Warner
Durbin Murphy Warnock
Fetterman Murray arnoc
Gallego Ossoff Warren
Gillibrand Padilla Welch
Hassan Peters Whitehouse
Heinrich Reed

NAYS—49
Banks Britt Collins
Barrasso Budd Cornyn
Blackburn Capito Cotton
Boozman Cassidy Cramer
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Crapo Lankford Rubio
Cruz Lee Schmitt
Curtis Marshall Scott (FL)
Daines McConnell Scott (SC)
Ernst McCormick Sheehy
Fischer Moran Sullivan
Graham Moreno Thune
Grassley Mullin 3
Hawley Murkowski g&fwm .
Hoeven Paul Wicker
Hyde-Smith Ricketts
Johnson Risch Young
Kennedy Rounds

NOT VOTING—4
Hagerty Lummis
Justice Wyden

The amendment (No. 23) was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, filing
cloture does not signal an end to our
amendment process. We have been hav-
ing constructive conversations all day.
Those yielded the votes this evening,
and I expect those conversations to
continue tonight and into tomorrow so
we can vote on more amendments this
week. But at some point, we need to
pass this commonsense legislation and
get it to the House so that they can
ratify what we have done.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I send
a cloture motion to the desk for Cal-
endar No. 1, S. 5.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar
No. 1, S. 5, a bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody
aliens who have been charged in the United
States with theft, and for other purposes.

John Thune, John Barrasso, Steve
Daines, Bill Cassidy, Katie Britt, Mike
Lee, Kevin Cramer, Ted Budd, Jim
Banks, Dave McCormick, John Cornyn,
John Hoeven, Rick Scott of Florida,
Roger Marshall, Tommy Tuberville,
Ron Johnson, Dan Sullivan.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
consent that the mandatory quorum
call be waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNIZING THE STENNIS
CENTER FOR PUBLIC SERVICE
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President,
the Stennis Center for Public Service is
a legislative branch Agency with a con-
gressional mandate to attract young
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people to careers in public service, pro-
vide training for leaders in, or likely to
be in, public service, and offer training
and development opportunities for sen-
ior congressional staff, Members of
Congress, and other public service lead-
ers.

A strong civil society is the founda-
tion of a free society and essential for
our republican form of government to
work. That starts with public service
minded individuals identifying prob-
lems and working together to solve
them. This aspect of our society as-
tounded Alexis de Tocqueville when he
traveled our country in the early days
of our Republic and compared what he
saw to his native France.

But, as Ronald Reagan observed,
“Freedom is never more than one gen-
eration away from extinction. We
didn’t pass it to our children in the
bloodstream. It must be fought for,
protected, and handed on for them to
do the same, or one day we will spend
our sunset years telling our children
and our children’s children what it was
once like in the United States where
men were free.”

Part of perpetuating a free society is
encouraging civic minded thinking and
actions. So I am glad that the ‘‘Public
Service Review,” produced by the Sten-
nis Center for Public Service, features
stories from young leaders who are
making a difference in their commu-
nities. The publication, available on
the Stennis Center’s website at
www.stennis.gov, recognizes and high-
lights examples of young people engag-
ing in public service.

I am particularly proud that the en-
tire summer 2024 edition highlights the
Legislative Practice Center at Drake
University Law School in Des Moines,
IA. I encourage everyone to read this
edition of ‘“Public Service Review’ and
learn about how, for 25 years, the
Drake Law School Legislative Practice
Center has equipped students for public
service careers by blending rigorous
academic training with invaluable
hands-on experiences. You will hear
from staff and students in the Legisla-
tive Practice Center, learn about
prominent alumni of the program now
working in public service, and read
about prominent Iowans working in
public service, with stories written by
the students.

The Drake Law students featured in
this edition of Public Service Review
include:

Carter Forrest

Witt Harberts

Haley Ledford

Laura Book

Natalie Sherman

Charlotte Miller

Zach Goodrich

Taylor McDonald

Zach Engstrom

Tom Ashworth

Bernardo Granwehr

Jacob Shrader

J.T. Harris

I congratulate them on this recogni-
tion and thank them for their dedica-
tion to public service.
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ARMS SALES NOTIFICATIONS

Mr. RISCH. Madam President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the notifications
that have been received. If the cover
letter references a classified annex,
then such an annex is available to all
Senators in the office of the Foreign
Relations Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
24-125, concerning the Air Force’s proposed
letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Gov-
ernment of Japan for defense articles and
services estimated to cost $39 million. We
will issue a news release to notify the public
of this proposed sale upon delivery of this
letter to your office.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL F. MILLER,
Director.
Enclosures.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 24-125

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the

Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of
Japan.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $31 million.

Other $8 million.

Total $39 million.

(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

Sixteen (16) AGM-158B/B-2 Joint Air-to-
Surface Standoff Missiles with Extended
Range (JASSM-ER).

Non-Major Defense Equipment: The fol-
lowing non-MDE items will also be included:
AGM-158 JASSM Dummy Air Training Mis-
siles (DATM) and containers; JASSM Anti-
jam Global Positioning System Receivers
(JAGR); munitions support and support
equipment; spare parts, consumables, acces-
sories, and repair and return support; inte-
gration and test support and equipment;
classified and unclassified software delivery
and support; classified and unclassified pub-
lications and technical documentation; per-
sonnel training and equipment; airlift and
transportation support; U.S. Government
and contractor engineering, technical, and
logistics support services; studies and sur-
veys; and other related elements of logistics
and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (JA-
D-YBL).
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(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: JA-D-YBH.

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None known at
this time.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
January 15, 2025.

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
Japan—Joint Air-to-Surface Standoff
Missiles with Extended Range

The Government of Japan has requested to
buy sixteen (16) AGM-158B/B-2 Joint Air-to-
Surface Standoff Missiles with Extended
Range (JASSM-ER). The following non-MDE
items will also be included: AGM-158 JASSM
Dummy Air Training Missiles (DATM) and
containers; JASSM Anti-jam Global Posi-
tioning System Receivers (JAGR); munitions
support and support equipment; spare parts,
consumables and accessories, and repair and
return support; integration and test support
and equipment; classified and unclassified
software delivery and support; classified and
unclassified publications and technical docu-
mentation; personnel training and equip-
ment; airlift and transportation support;
U.S. Government and contractor engineer-
ing, technical, and logistics support services;
studies and surveys; and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support. The
estimated total cost is $39 million.

This proposed sale will support the foreign
policy goals and national security objectives
of the United States by improving the secu-
rity of a major ally that is a force for polit-
ical stability and economic progress in the
Indo-Pacific region.

The proposed sale will improve Japan’s ca-
pability to meet current and future threats
by providing stand-off capability via ad-
vanced, long-range strike systems for em-
ployment on Japan Air Self-Defense Force
(JASDF) fighter aircraft, including but not
limited to the F-15J and F-35A/B. Japan will
have no difficulty absorbing these articles
and services into its armed forces The pro-
posed sale of this equipment and support will
not alter the basic military balance in the
region.

The principal contractor will be Lockheed
Martin, located in Orlando, FL. At this time,
the U.S. Government is not aware of any off-
set agreement proposed in connection with
this potential sale. Any offset agreement
will be defined in negotiations between the
purchaser and the contractor.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
not require the assignment of any additional
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives to Japan.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 24-125
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act
Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The AGM-158B/B-2 Joint Air-to-Surface
Standoff Missile with Extended Range
(JASSM-ER) All Up Round (AUR) is a low-
observable, highly survivable, subsonic
cruise missile designed to penetrate next-
generation air defense systems enroute to
target. The JASSM-ER is designed to Kkill
hard, medium-hardened, soft, and area-type
targets. The extended range over the base-
line was obtained by going from a turbo jet
to a turbo-fan engine and by reconfiguring
the fuel tanks for added capacity.

a. The AGM-158B-2 system capabilities in-
clude all the capabilities of the AGM-158B.
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The AGM-158B-2 configuration will have dif-
ferent internal components to address mul-
tiple obsolescence issues as well as sub-
component updates to position for M-Code
and other potential upgrades. Global Posi-
tioning System/Precise Positioning Service
(GPS/PPS) to be provided by either Selective
Availability Anti-Spoofing Module (SAASM)
or M—-Code.

2. The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET.

3. If a technologically advanced adversary
were to obtain knowledge of the specific
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures that might reduce system effec-
tiveness or be used in the development of a
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties.

4. A determination has been made that
Japan can provide substantially the same de-
gree of protection for the sensitive tech-
nology being released as the U.S. Govern-
ment. This sale is necessary in furtherance
of the U.S. foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification.

5. All defense articles and services listed in
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of
Japan.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

RECOGNIZING 100 YEARS OF THE
GRAND OLE OPRY

e Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President,
100 years ago this November, the world
of American music changed forever:
Nashville’s Grand Ole Opry hit the air-
waves for the very first time. Ever
since, ‘“‘Country’s Most Famous Stage”’
has hosted the music tradition’s big-
gest stars, from Hank Williams and
Dolly Parton to Patsy Cline and John-
ny Cash. Along the way, the Opry has
become the longest running radio show
in U.S. history, reaching millions of
listeners in America and across the
world with its weekly broadcasts.

Today, the Grand Ole Opry is Nash-
ville’s most cherished institution, pre-
serving country music’s history while
minting new stars who join the re-
markable group of musicians who have
stepped into its famous wooden circle.
Earlier this month, the Opry kicked off
its 100th anniversary celebrations with
performances that brought together
Country Music Hall of Fame members
like Charlie McCoy, Don Schlitz,
Connie Smith, and Bill Anderson—the
Opry’s longest serving cast member
after joining in 1961.

On behalf of all Tennesseans, I extend
my heartfelt congratulations to the
Grand Ole Opry as it celebrates 100
years of incredible music, legendary
performances, and musical heritage.
Here is to 100 more.®

———

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR HEATH
DRAKE
e Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President,
our time is one of the most valuable
things that we can give. For MAJ
Heath Drake of Leeds, he invests
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countless hours in his local commu-
nity. Heath was inspired to join the
Army National Guard from his dad—an
Air Force veteran—and his brother,
who is currently a lieutenant colonel
in the Air Force.

Heath decided to open two small
businesses that employ Alabamians in
his community. He developed an inter-
est in vegetation management while
doing summer jobs as a teenager, but
credits the skills learned in the mili-
tary for helping him build a successful
company.

Despite his busy schedule, Heath
never turns down an opportunity to
give back to his community. His im-
pact is perhaps best evidenced in his
role as a coach. For the last 20 years,
Heath has been a volunteer coach in
the Leeds Youth Baseball League. He
most recently began volunteering with
the baseball team at Lawson State
Community College. Heath has helped
hundreds of young people learn life les-
sons through participating in sports.
Despite the huge time commitment
that comes with being a coach, Heath
finds all the long hours worthwhile. His
devotion has clearly made an impact
on the many young men he has coached
throughout the year, including Dax
who nominated him for this recogni-
tion.

Dax says that to him, Heath is not
only a coach but ‘‘a mentor and some-
one he can look up to.” Heath’s story is
a reminder that our time is best spent
helping those around us. He is a true
role model for his players, employees,
family, and friends. It is my honor to
recognize Heath Drake as the January
Veteran of the Month.e

————

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Hanley, one of his
secretaries.

———————

PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGES

REPORT RELATIVE TO THE
ISSUANCE OF AN EXECUTIVE
ORDER IN ORDER TO TAKE ADDI-
TIONAL STEPS WITH RESPECT
TO THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY
WITH RESPECT TO THE SITUA-
TION IN AND IN RELATION TO
SYRIA DECLARED IN EXECUTIVE
ORDER 13894 OF OCTOBER 14,
2019—PM 6

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.), the National Emergencies
Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), and section
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301 of title 3, United States Code, I
hereby report that I have issued an Ex-
ecutive Order in order to take addi-
tional steps with respect to the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive
Order 13894 of October 14, 2019 (Block-
ing Property and Suspending Entry of
Certain Persons Contributing to the
Situation in Syria).

The order makes minimal edits to
Executive Order 13894 in light of the
fact that certain operations referenced
in that order ceased 5 years ago. In par-
ticular, under the amended order, the
United States may still sanction any
person determined to be responsible for
or complicit in, or to have directly or
indirectly engaged in, or attempted to
engage in actions or policies that fur-
ther threaten the peace, security, sta-
bility, or territorial integrity of Syria
or the commission of serious human
rights abuse.

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order I have issued.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 15, 2025.

———

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER
14064 OF FEBRUARY 11, 2022, WITH
RESPECT TO THE WIDESPREAD
HUMANITARIAN CRISIS IN AF-
GHANISTAN—PM 7

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States, together with an accompanying
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs:

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 the
widespread humanitarian crisis in Af-
ghanistan and the potential for a deep-
ening economic collapse in Afghani-
stan declared in Executive Order 14064
of February 11, 2022, is to continue in
effect beyond February 11, 2025.

The Widespread humanitarian crisis
in Afghanistan—including the urgent
needs of the people of Afghanistan for
food security, livelihoods support,
water, sanitation, health, hygiene, and
shelter and settlement assistance,
among other basic human needs—and
the potential for a deepening economic
collapse in Afghanistan continue to
pose an unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. In ad-
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dition, the preservation of certain
property of Da Afghanistan Bank
(DAB) held in the United States by
United States financial institutions is
of the utmost importance to addressing
this national emergency and the wel-
fare of the people of Afghanistan. Var-
ious parties, including representatives
of victims of terrorism, have asserted
legal claims against certain property
of DAB or indicated in public court fil-
ings an intent to make such claims.
This property is blocked under Execu-
tive Order 14064.

Therefore, I have determined that it
is necessary to continue the national
emergency declared in Executive Order
14064 with respect to the widespread
humanitarian crisis in Afghanistan and
the potential for a deepening economic
collapse in Afghanistan.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 15, 2025.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:02 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 28. An act to amend the Education
Amendments of 1972 to provide that for pur-
poses of determining compliance with title
IX of such Act in athletics, sex shall be rec-
ognized based solely on a person’s reproduc-
tive biology and genetics at birth.

H.R. 153. An act to provide for an online re-
pository for certain reporting requirements
for recipients of Federal disaster assistance,
and for other purposes.

———

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bill was read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 153. An act to provide for an online re-
pository for certain reporting requirements
for recipients of Federal disaster assistance,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

————

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME

The following bill was read the first
time:

S. 6. A bill to amend title 18, United States
Code, to prohibit a health care practitioner
from failing to exercise the proper degree of
care in the case of a child who survives an
abortion or attempted abortion.

————

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-70. A communication from the Director
of the Regulatory Management Division, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Implementing Statutory Addition of
Certain Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances
to Toxics Release Inventory Beginning with
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Reporting Year 2025 ((RIN2070-AL23) (FRL
No. 9427.2-01-OCSPP)) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on January 13,
2025; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

EC-7T1. A communication from the Chair
and President of the Export-Import Bank,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a transaction involving U.S. exports
to Azerbaijan; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-72. A communication from the Senior
Congressional Liaison, Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Truth in Lending (Regulation Z); Consumer
Credit Offered to Borrowers in Advance of
Expected Receipt of Compensation for
Work” (Docket No. CFPB-2024-0032) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on January 13, 2025; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-73. A communication from the Senior
Congressional Liaison, Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Civil Penalty Inflation Adjustments’ re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 13, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-74. A communication from the Deputy
Director of Congressional Affairs, Bureau of
Industry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Framework for Arti-
ficial Intelligence Diffusion’” (RIN0694-AJ90)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 13, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-75. A communication from the Senior
Congressional Liaison, Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Defin-
ing Larger Participants of a Market for Gen-
eral-Use Digital Consumer Payment Applica-
tions” (RIN3170-ABI17) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on January 13,
2025; to the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs.

EC-76. A communication from the Senior
Congressional Liaison, Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Resi-
dential Property Assessed Clean Energy Fi-
nancing (Regulation Z)” (RIN3170-AB17) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on January 13, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-77. A communication from the Senior
Congressional Liaison, Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Prohibi-
tion on Creditors and Consumer Reporting
Agencies Concerning Medical Information
(Regulation V)’ (RIN3170-AAb4) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
January 13, 2025; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-78. A communication from the Deputy
Director of National Marine Sanctuaries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Papahanaumokuakea National Ma-
rine Sanctuary; Final Regulations™
(RIN0648-BL33) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on January 14, 2025;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-79. A communication from the Deputy
Director of National Marine Sanctuaries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Regulations for the Florida Keys Na-
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tional Marine Sanctuary Management Re-
view: Blueprint for Restoration’ (RIN0648—
BJ14) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on January 14, 2025; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-80. A communication from the Program
Analyst, Bureau of Ocean Energy Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘2025 Civil Penalties Inflation Adjust-
ments for Oil, Gas, and Sulfur Operations in
the Outer Continental Shelf’ (RIN1010-AE22)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on January 13, 2025; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

EC-81. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to the Depart-
ment’s proposal to accept a gift of lands in
Washington County, Utah from The Wilder-
ness Land Trust totaling approximately 715
acres; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. LANKFORD (for himself, Mr.
BANKS, Mr. THUNE, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH,
Mr. RISCH, Ms. LuMMIS, Mrs. BRITT,
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. WICKER, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. FISCH-
ER, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr.
MARSHALL, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. BUDD, Mr.
ScoTT of South Carolina, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr. TUBERVILLE,
Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. CURTIS, Mr. YOUNG,
Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. CORNYN,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. ROUNDS, Ms. ERNST,
Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Mr. DAINES,
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. CRUZ,
Mr. SCHMITT, Mr. LEE, Mr. SULLIVAN,
Mr. MORAN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. HAWLEY,
and Mr. McCORMICK):

S. 6. A bill to amend title 18, United States
Code, to prohibit a health care practitioner
from failing to exercise the proper degree of
care in the case of a child who survives an
abortion or attempted abortion; read the
first time.

By Mr. CRAMER (for himself, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr.
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. CURTIS, Mr.

PETERS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. ROUNDS, and Ms. SMITH):

S. 94. A bill to award 3 Congressional Gold
Medals to the members of the 1980 United
States Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in
recognition of their extraordinary achieve-
ment at the XIII Olympic Winter Games
where, being comprised of amateur colle-
giate players, they defeated the dominant
Soviet ice hockey team in the historic ‘‘Mir-
acle on Ice”, revitalizing morale in the
United States at the height of the Cold War,
inspiring generations, and transforming the
sport of ice hockey in the United States; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself and Mr.
ScoTT of South Carolina):

S. 95. A bill to prohibit the use of Federal
funds to close or realign the Marine Corps
Recruit Depot located at Parris Island,
South Carolina; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. TiLLIS, Mr. BARRASSO,
Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. SCHMITT, Mr.
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HAGERTY, Mr. RISCH, Mrs. CAPITO,
Mr. MARSHALL, and Mr. CRAMER):

S. 96. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to prohibit certain activities
constituting preparation of tax returns by
the Secretary of the Treasury, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, and Mr. ScoTT of Flor-
ida):

S. 97. A bill to require SelectUSA to co-
ordinate with State-level economic develop-
ment organizations to increase foreign direct
investment in semiconductor-related manu-
facturing and production; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, and Mr. CURTIS):

S. 98. A bill to require the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to establish a vetting
process for prospective applicants for high-
cost universal service program funding; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mrs.
BLACKBURN):

S. 99. A bill to require the Secretary of
Commerce to produce a report that provides
recommendations to improve the effective-
ness, efficiency, and impact of Department
of Commerce programs related to supply
chain resilience and manufacturing and in-
dustrial innovation, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

By Mr. TUBERVILLE (for himself, Mr.
CRUZ, Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. MORENO, Ms.
LuMMIS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. B0OOZz-
MAN, Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr.

TILLIS, Mr. BUDD, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
HAGERTY, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. MAR-

SHALL, Mr. SCHMITT, Mr. BARRASSO,
Mr. DAINES, Mr. RISCH, Mr. YOUNG,
and Mr. LEE):

S. 100. A bill to repeal the Corporate Trans-
parency Act; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself
and Ms. ROSEN):

S. 101. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to obtain the consent of affected
State and local governments before making
an expenditure from the Nuclear Waste Fund
for a nuclear waste repository, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.

By Mr. KENNEDY:

S. 102. A bill to require Federal agencies to
impose in-person work requirements for em-
ployees of those agencies and to occupy a
certain portion of the office space of those
agencies, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr.
WYDEN, and Mr. BOOKER):

S. 103. A bill to amend the Protecting
Americans from Foreign Adversary Con-
trolled Applications Act to extend the dead-
line by which TikTok must be sold in order
to avoid being banned; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. CRUZ:

S. 104. A bill to rescind Presidential memo-
randa on the withdrawal of certain areas of
the outer Continental Shelf from oil or nat-
ural gas leasing; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

By Mr. ROUNDS (for himself and Mr.
THUNE):

S. 105. A bill to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to complete all actions necessary
for certain land to be held in restricted fee
status by the Oglala Sioux Tribe and Chey-
enne River Sioux Tribe, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.
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SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAMER):

S. Res. 27. A resolution congratulating the
North Dakota State University Bison foot-
ball team for winning the 2024 National Col-
legiate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title; consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mrs. BRITT (for herself and Mr.
TUBERVILLE):

S. Con. Res. 5. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the pro-
posed ‘‘joint interpretation’ of Annex 14-C of
the United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement
prepared by United States Trade Representa-
tive Katherine Tai is of no legal effect with
respect to the United States or any United
States person unless it is approved by Con-
gress; to the Committee on Finance.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 70
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from South Carolina
(Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 70, a bill to require the imposition
of sanctions with respect to Ansarallah
and its officials, agents, or affiliates
for acts of international terrorism.
S. T4
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN,
the names of the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. DAINES) and the Senator
from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER) were
added as cosponsors of S. 74, a bill to
require the Attorney General to submit
to Congress a report relating to vio-
lence against women in athletics.
S. 83
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Missouri (Mr.
SCHMITT) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 83, a bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide enhanced pen-
alties for convicted murderers who kill
or target America’s public safety offi-
cers.
S. 84
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the
names of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) and the Senator
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK)
were added as cosponsors of S. 84, a bill
to require U. S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement to take into custody
certain aliens who have been charged
in the United States with a crime that
resulted in the death or serious bodily
injury of another person, and for other
purposes.
S. 89
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. MULLIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 89, a bill to reform restrictions on
the importation of firearms and ammu-
nition.
S. RES. 21
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN,
the names of the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mr. RICKETTS), the Senator
from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER) and the
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Senator from Indiana (Mr. BANKS) were
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 21, a res-
olution designating October 10, 2025, as
“American Girls in Sports Day’’.
S. RES. 22
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN,
the names of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) and the
Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ) were
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 22, a res-
olution concerning the National Colle-
giate Athletic Association policy for
eligibility in women’s sports.
AMENDMENT NO. 9
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
names of the Senator from Arizona
(Mr. GALLEGO) and the Senator from
Colorado (Mr. HICKENLOOPER) were
added as cosponsors of amendment No.
9 intended to be proposed to S. 5, a bill
to require the Secretary of Homeland
Security to take into custody aliens
who have been charged in the United
States with theft, and for other pur-
poses.
AMENDMENT NO. 10
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 10 intended
to be proposed to S. 5, a bill to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 12
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 12 intended
to be proposed to S. 5, a bill to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 17
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. LUJAN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 17 intended to be
proposed to S. 5, a bill to require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 20
At the request of Mr. KING, the name
of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 20 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 5, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 28
At the request of Mr. KING, the name
of the Senator from Delaware (Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 28 intended
to be proposed to S. 5, a bill to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 35
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
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(Mr. BOOKER), the Senator from Illinois
(Ms. DUCKWORTH) and the Senator from
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 35 intended
to be proposed to S. 5, a bill to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 36

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER), the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE), the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 36 intended
to be proposed to S. b, a bill to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 27—CON-
GRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY BISON
FOOTBALL TEAM FOR WINNING
THE 2024 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE
ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION DIVI-
SION I FOOTBALL CHAMPION-
SHIP SUBDIVISION TITLE

Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Mr.
CRAMER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. REs. 27

Whereas, on January 6, 2025, the North Da-
kota State University (NDSU) Bison football
team won the 2024 National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association (NCAA) Division I Football
Championship Subdivision (FCS) title game
in Frisco, Texas, in a well-fought victory
over the Montana State University Bobcats
by a score of 35-32;

Whereas, including the 2024 NCAA Division
I FCS title, the NDSU Bison have won 18 na-
tional football championships;

Whereas the NDSU Bison have won 10 of
the last 14 NCAA Division I FCS titles, from
2011 to 2024, an achievement that continues
to be unmatched in modern collegiate foot-
ball history;

Whereas the NDSU Bison have displayed
tremendous resilience and skill since 2011,
with 186 wins to 21 losses, including a streak
of 39 consecutive wins from 2017 to 2021;

Whereas head coach Tim Polasek, his staff,
and their victorious student-athletes led the
NDSU Bison to a championship in his first
year as head coach at NDSU, continuing the
culture of excellence of the NDSU Bison;

Whereas thousands of NDSU Bison fans at-
tended the championship game in Frisco,
Texas, reflecting the tremendous pride and
dedication of Bison Nation, which has sup-
ported and helped drive the achievement of
the NDSU Bison; and

Whereas the 2024 NCAA Division I FCS
title was a victory for both the NDSU Bison
and the entire State of North Dakota: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates the North Dakota State
University Bison football team for winning
the 2024 National Collegiate Athletic Asso-
ciation (NCAA) Division I Football Cham-
pionship Subdivision (FCS) title;
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(2) commends the players, coaches, and
staff of the North Dakota State University
Bison football team for—

(A) their tireless work and dedication; and

(B) fostering a continued tradition of ex-
cellence;

(3) congratulates the North Dakota State
University President David Cook, North Da-
kota State University Athletic Director
Matt Larsen, and all the faculty and staff of
North Dakota State University for creating
an environment that emphasizes excellence
in both academics and athletics; and

(4) recognizes the students, alumni, and
fans of North Dakota State University and
all of Bison Nation for supporting the North
Dakota State University Bison football team
so well during its successful quest to bring
home yet another NCAA Division I FCS tro-
phy for North Dakota State University.

———

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 5—EXPRESSING THE SENSE
OF CONGRESS THAT THE PRO-
POSED “JOINT INTERPRETA-
TION” OF ANNEX 14-C OF THE
UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA
AGREEMENT PREPARED BY
UNITED STATES TRADE REP-
RESENTATIVE KATHERINE TAI
IS OF NO LEGAL EFFECT WITH
RESPECT TO THE UNITED
STATES OR ANY UNITED STATES
PERSON UNLESS IT IS AP-
PROVED BY CONGRESS

Mrs. BRITT (for herself and Mr.
TUBERVILLE) submitted the following
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance:

S. CON. RES. b

Whereas section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States vests Congress
with authority over international trade and
Congress has accordingly and unanimously
found that the executive branch lacks au-
thority to enter into binding trade agree-
ments absent the approval of Congress;

Whereas Congress has delegated some of its
authority to negotiate intermational trade
matters to the executive branch provided the
executive branch consults closely with Con-
gress and Congress has final authority over
the United States entering any binding
international trade agreements;

Whereas the USMCA (as defined in section
3 of the United States-Mexico-Canada Agree-
ment Implementation Act (19 U.S.C. 4502)) is
an international trade agreement that was
approved by Congress with significant bipar-
tisan support and replaced the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement (commonly
known as “NAFTA”);

Whereas Annex 14-C of the USMCA ensures
that United States persons who make invest-
ments in Canada or Mexico have appropriate
recourse for arbitrary or discriminatory
treatment or expropriation of certain invest-
ments made when NAFTA was in force and
for 3 years thereafter;

Whereas the United States Trade Rep-
resentative, Ambassador Katherine Tai, is
attempting to secure a ‘‘joint interpreta-
tion” with the governments of Canada and
Mexico that could limit and curtail the
rights of certain United States persons under
Annex 14-C of the USMCA;

Whereas Ambassador Katherine Tai has
failed to consult with Congress appropriately
regarding the proposed ‘‘joint interpreta-
tion”” of Annex 14-C, including by applying
unreasonable procedures that have inhibited
Members of Congress from viewing the text
of the proposed ‘‘joint interpretation’; and
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Whereas the approval of Congress is a nec-
essary prerequisite for Ambassador Kath-
erine Tai to agree to a ‘‘joint interpretation”
with the governments of Canada and Mexico
under the USMCA: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of Congress that—

(1) the proposed ‘‘joint interpretation’ of
Annex 14-C of the USMCA (as defined in sec-
tion 3 of the United States-Mexico-Canada
Agreement Implementation Act (19 U.S.C.
4502)) prepared by Ambassador Katherine Tai
is of no legal effect with respect to the
United States or any United States person,
unless it is approved by Congress; and

(2) the Office of the United States Trade
Representative, the Department of State, or
any other agency of the United States can-
not invoke the ‘‘joint interpretation’ in any
legal proceeding or assert that it has any
legal consequence for any claims made by a
United States person, unless and until the
‘‘joint interpretation’ is formally approved
by Congress.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 50. Mrs. BLACKBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 5, to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody
aliens who have been charged in the United
States with theft, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 51. Mrs. BLACKBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 52. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 53. Mr. KAINE (for himself, Mr. BEN-
NET, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. KING, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. WARNER, and Mr. LUJAN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 5, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 54. Mr. COONS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 55. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 56. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr.
KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 57. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 58. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 59. Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr.
SANDERS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 5, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 60. Mr. KING submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
5, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 61. Mr. KING submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
5, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 62. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 63. Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Mr.
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 5, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 64. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 65. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 66. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 67. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 68. Mr. MURPHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 69. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself and
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 8
proposed by Mr. THUNE (for Ms. ERNST (for
herself and Mr. GRASSLEY)) to the bill S. 5,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 70. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself and
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 8
proposed by Mr. THUNE (for Ms. ERNST (for
herself and Mr. GRASSLEY)) to the bill S. 5,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 71. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 72. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 73. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 74. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 75. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 76. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 77. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill 8. 5, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 78. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

————
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 50. Mrs. BLACKBURN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 5, to require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the TUnited States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 5, strike ‘‘Section’ and in-
sert the following:

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section

On page 2, line 21, strike ‘“(4)”” and insert
().
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On page 3, line 8, strike the end quote and
final period and insert the following:

‘“(4) CONSTRUCTION OR ACQUISITION OF FED-
ERAL DETENTION FACILITIES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security shall construct or acquire, in
addition to existing facilities for the deten-
tion of aliens, as provided in paragraph (3), 20
detention facilities in the United States,
which shall be used to temporarily house
aliens detained pending removal from the
United States or a decision regarding such
removal. Each facility shall have a sufficient
number of beds necessary to house such
aliens.

‘“(B) DETERMINATIONS.—The location of any
detention facility built or acquired pursuant
to this subsection shall be determined by the
Assistant Director of the Custody Manage-
ment Division of Enforcement and Removal
Operations.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 241(g)(1) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(g)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘“‘may expend from the
appropriation ‘Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service—Salaries and Expenses’,” and
inserting ‘‘shall expend from the appropria-
tion ‘U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement—Operations and Support’,”.

SA 51. Mrs. BLACKBURN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 5, to require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. SHORT TITLES.

Sections 4 through 17 of this Act may be
cited as the ‘‘Clear Law Enforcement for
Criminal Alien Removal Act of 2025 or the
“CLEAR Act”.

SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) SECRETARY.—The term ¢Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of Homeland Security.

(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’” has the
meaning given such term in section 101(a)(36)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1101(a)(36)).

SEC. 6. FEDERAL AFFIRMATION OF ASSISTANCE
IN THE IMMIGRATION LAW EN-
FORCEMENT BY STATES AND POLIT-
ICAL SUBDIVISIONS OF STATES.

Reaffirming the existing inherent author-
ity of States, law enforcement personnel of a
State, or of a political subdivision of a State,
have the inherent authority of a sovereign
entity to investigate, identify, apprehend,
arrest, detain, or transfer to Federal custody
aliens in the United States (including the
transportation of such aliens across State
lines to detention centers), for the purposes
of assisting in the enforcement of the immi-
gration laws of the United States in the
course of carrying out routine duties. This
State authority has never been displaced or
preempted by Congress.

SEC. 7. STATE AUTHORIZATION FOR ASSISTANCE
IN THE ENFORCEMENT OF IMMIGRA-
TION LAWS ENCOURAGED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date
that is 1 year after the date of the enactment
of this Act, a State, or a political subdivision
of a State, that has in effect a statute, pol-
icy, or practice that prohibits law enforce-
ment officers of the State, or of a political
subdivision of the State, from assisting or
cooperating with Federal immigration law
enforcement in the course of carrying out
the officers’ routine law enforcement duties
may not receive any of the funds that would
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otherwise be allocated to the State under
section 241(i) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(1)).

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section may be construed to require law
enforcement officials from States, or from
political subdivisions of States, to report or
arrest victims or witnesses of a criminal of-
fense.

(c) REALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Any funds
that are not allocated to a State, or to a po-
litical subdivision of a State, due to the fail-
ure of such State, or of the political subdivi-
sion of such State, to comply with sub-
section (a) shall be reallocated to States, or
to political subdivisions of States, that com-
ply with such subsection.

SEC. 8. LISTING OF IMMIGRATION VIOLATORS IN
THE NATIONAL CRIME INFORMA-
TION CENTER DATABASE.

(a) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO THE NA-
TIONAL CRIME INFORMATION CENTER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act
and periodically thereafter as updates may
require, the Commissioner for U.S. Customs
and Border Protection shall provide the Na-
tional Crime Information Center of the De-
partment of Justice with such information
as the Commissioner may possess regarding
any aliens—

(A) against whom a final order of removal
has been issued;

(B) who have signed a voluntary departure
agreement;

(C) who have overstayed their authorized
period of stay; or

(D) whose visas have been revoked.

(2) IMMIGRATION VIOLATORS FILE.—The Na-
tional Crime Information Center shall enter
all of the information received pursuant to
paragraph (1) into the Immigration Violators
File regardless of whether—

(A) the alien concerned received notice of a
final order of removal;

(B) the alien concerned has already been
removed; or

(C) sufficient identifying information is
available with respect to the alien con-
cerned.

(b) INCLUSION OF INFORMATION IN THE NCIC
INDEX.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 534(a) of title 28,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)
as paragraphs (b) and (6), respectively; and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(4) acquire, collect, classify, and preserve
records of violations by aliens of the immi-
gration laws of the United States, regardless
of whether—

‘“(A) any such alien has received notice of
any such violation;

“(B) sufficient identifying information is
available with respect to any such alien; and

‘(C) any such alien has already been re-
moved from the United States;”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Attorney Gen-
eral shall implement the amendment made
by paragraph (1) not later than 6 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 9. STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT

PROVISION OF INFORMATION
ABOUT APPREHENDED ALIENS.

(a) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—In compli-
ance with section 642(a) of the Illegal Immi-
gration Reform and Immigrant Responsi-
bility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373(a)) and sec-
tion 434 of the Personal Responsibility and
Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996
(8 U.S.C. 1644), each State, and each political
subdivision of a State, shall submit to the
Secretary, in a timely manner, the informa-
tion specified in subsection (b) with respect
to each alien apprehended in the jurisdiction
of the State, or of a political subdivision of
the State, who is believed to be in violation
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of the immigration laws of the United
States.

(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED.—The informa-
tion specified in this subsection is—

(1) the alien’s name;

(2) the alien’s address or place of residence;

(3) a physical description of the alien;

(4) the date, time, and location of the en-
counter with the alien and reason for stop-
ping, detaining, apprehending, or arresting
the alien;

(5) if applicable—

(A) the alien’s driver’s license number and
the State of issuance of such license;

(B) the type of any other identification
document issued to the alien, the designa-
tion number contained on the identification
document, and the issuing entity for the
identification document; and

(C) the license plate number, make, and
model of any automobile registered to, or
driven by, the alien; and

(6) if available or readily obtainable—

(A) a photo of the alien, ; and

(B) the alien’s fingerprints.

(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall
annually submit to Congress a detailed re-
port listing the States, and the political sub-
divisions of States, that provided informa-
tion pursuant to subsection (a) with respect
to the preceding year.

(d) REIMBURSEMENT.—The Secretary shall
reimburse States, and political subdivisions
of a State, for all reasonable costs, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, incurred by each
State, and each political subdivision of a
State, as a result of submitting the informa-
tion required to be submitted pursuant to
subsection (a).

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section may be construed to require law
enforcement officials of a State, or of a po-
litical subdivision of a State, to submit to
the Secretary information related to a vic-
tim of a crime or witness to a criminal of-
fense.

SEC. 10. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STATE AND
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT AGEN-
CIES THAT ASSIST IN THE ENFORCE-
MENT OF IMMIGRATION LAWS.

(a) GRANTS FOR SPECIAL EQUIPMENT FOR
HOUSING AND PROCESSING CERTAIN ALIENS.—
The Secretary shall award grants to States
and political subdivisions of States for the
procurement of equipment, technology, fa-
cilities, and other products that facilitate
and are directly related to investigating, ap-
prehending, arresting, detaining, or trans-
porting aliens who have violated the immi-
gration laws of the United States, including
additional administrative costs incurred to
comply with the requirements under this
Act.

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—A State or political sub-
division of a State desiring a grant under
this section shall have the authority to as-
sist, and shall have a written policy and
practice of assisting, in the enforcement of
the immigration laws of the United States in
the course of carrying out the routine law
enforcement duties of such State or political
subdivision. Entities covered under this sec-
tion may not have any policy or practice
that prevents local law enforcement from in-
quiring about a suspect’s immigration sta-
tus.

(c) GAO AUDIT.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct an audit of funds distributed to
States and political subdivisions of a State
pursuant to subsection (a).

SEC. 11. INCREASED FEDERAL DETENTION
SPACE.

(a) CONSTRUCTION OR ACQUISITION OF DE-

TENTION FACILITIES.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
struct or acquire, in addition to existing fa-
cilities for the detention of aliens, 20 deten-
tion facilities in the United States, for aliens
detained pending removal from the United
States or a decision regarding such removal.
Each facility shall have a sufficient number
of beds necessary to effectuate the purposes
of this Act.

(2) DETERMINATIONS.—The location of any
detention facility built or acquired pursuant
to this subsection shall be determined by the
Assistant Director of the Custody Manage-
ment Division of the Enforcement and Re-
moval Directorate.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 241(g)(1) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(g)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘“‘may expend’” and in-
serting ‘‘shall expend”’.

SEC. 12. FEDERAL CUSTODY OF ALIENS UNLAW-
FULLY PRESENT IN THE UNITED
STATES APPREHENDED BY STATE
OR LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT.

(a) STATE APPREHENSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 4 of title II of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1221 et seq.) is amended by inserting after
section 240C the following:

“SEC. 240D. CUSTODY OF ALIENS UNLAWFULLY
PRESENT IN THE UNITED STATES.

‘‘(a) DEFINED TERM.—In this section, the
term ‘alien who is unlawfully present in the
United States’ means an alien who—

‘(1) entered the United States without in-
spection or at any time, manner, or place
not designated by the Secretary of Homeland
Security;

“(2) was admitted as a nonimmigrant and
who, at the time the alien was taken into
custody by the State, or a political subdivi-
sion of the State, failed—

‘“(A) to maintain the nonimmigrant status
in which the alien was admitted or to which
it was changed pursuant to section 248; or

‘“(B) to comply with the conditions of any
such status;

“(3) was admitted as an immigrant and
subsequently failed to comply with the re-
quirements of such status; or

‘“(4) failed to depart the United States
under a voluntary departure agreement or
under a final order of removal.

‘“(b) TRANSFER OF CUSTODY BY STATE AND
LocAL OFFICIALS.—If a State, or a political
subdivision of the State, exercising author-
ity with respect to the apprehension or ar-
rest of an alien who is unlawfully present in
the United States, submits to the Secretary
of Homeland Security a request that such
alien be taken into Federal custody, the Sec-
retary—

‘(1) not later than 48 hours after the con-
clusion of the State, or the political subdivi-
sion of a State, charging process or dismissal
process, or if no State or political subdivi-
sion charging or dismissal process is re-
quired, not later than 48 hours after the alien
is apprehended, shall take the alien into the
custody of the Federal Government and in-
carcerate the alien; or

‘(2) shall request that the relevant State
or local law enforcement agency temporarily
incarcerate or transport the alien for trans-
fer to Federal custody.

‘(c) POLICY ON DETENTION IN STATE AND
LOCAL DETENTION FACILITIES.—In carrying
out section 241(g)(1), the Attorney General or
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall en-
sure that an alien arrested pursuant to this
Act is detained, pending the alien being
taken for an examination under this section,
in a State or local prison, jail, detention cen-
ter, or other comparable facility. Such a fa-
cility is adequate for detention if—

‘(1) the facility is the most suitably lo-
cated Federal, State, or local facility avail-
able for such purpose under the cir-
cumstances;
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‘“(2) an appropriate arrangement for such
use of the facility can be made; and

““(3) the facility satisfies the standards for
the housing, care, and security of persons
held in custody of a United States marshal.

‘“(d) REIMBURSEMENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security shall reimburse States and po-
litical subdivisions of a State for all reason-
able expenses, as determined by the Sec-
retary, incurred by the State, or political
subdivision as a result of the incarceration
and transportation of an alien who is unlaw-
fully present in the United States.

¢“(2) CALCULATION.—Compensation provided
pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be equal to
the sum of—

“(A) the average cost of incarceration of a
prisoner in the relevant State for the period
the alien was incarcerated, as determined by
the chief executive officer of a State, or of a
political subdivision of a State; and

‘(B) the cost of transporting the alien
from the point of apprehension to the place
of detention, and to the custody transfer
point if the place of detention and the place
of custody are different.

‘‘(e) SECURE FACILITIES.—The Secretary of
Homeland Security shall ensure that aliens
incarcerated in Federal facilities pursuant to
this section are held in facilities that pro-
vide an appropriate level of security.

¢“(f) TRANSFER.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary of Homeland Security
shall establish a regular circuit and schedule
for the prompt transfer of apprehended
aliens from the custody of States and polit-
ical subdivisions of a State to Federal cus-
tody.

‘“(2) CONTRACTS.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security may enter into contracts, in-
cluding appropriate private contracts, to im-
plement this subsection.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section
240C the following:

‘“Sec. 240D. Custody of aliens unlawfully
present in the United States.”’.

(b) GAO AUDIT.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct an audit of compensation to
States and political subdivisions of a State
for the incarceration of aliens unlawfully
present in the United States under section
240D of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, as added by subsection (a)(1).

SEC. 13. TRAINING OF STATE AND LOCAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT PERSONNEL RELAT-
ING TO THE ENFORCEMENT OF IM-
MIGRATION LAWS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAINING MANUAL
AND POCKET GUIDE.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall develop—

(1) a manual to train law enforcement per-
sonnel of a State, or of a political subdivi-
sion of a State, on the investigation, identi-
fication, apprehension, arrest, detention, and
transfer to Federal custody of aliens unlaw-
fully present in the United States (including
the transportation of such aliens across
State lines to detention centers and the
identification of fraudulent documents); and

(2) an immigration enforcement pocket
guide for law enforcement personnel of a
State, or of a political subdivision of a State,
to provide a quick reference for such per-
sonnel in the course of carrying out their du-
ties.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The training manual
and pocket guide developed pursuant to sub-
section (a) shall be made available to all
State and local law enforcement personnel.
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(c) CosTs.—The Secretary shall be respon-
sible for any costs incurred in developing the
training manual and pocket guide pursuant
to subsection (a).

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section may be construed to require
State or local law enforcement personnel to
carry the training manual or pocket guide
with them while on duty.

(e) TRAINING FLEXIBILITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make
training of State and local law enforcement
officers available through as many means as
possible, including through—

(A) residential training at the Center for
Domestic Preparedness of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency;

(B) onsite training held at State or local
police agencies or facilities;

(C) online training courses by computer,
teleconferencing, and videotape; or

(D) training courses made available on
DVD.

(2) E-LEARNING.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall ensure that—

(A) an e-learning portal is made available
through the Federal Law Enforcement
Training Center’s Distributed Learning Pro-
gram to train State and local law enforce-
ment officers through a secure, encrypted
distributed learning system; and

(B) the system described in subparagraph
(A) is scalable and survivable and has all its
servers based in the United States.

(3) PRIORITY.—In carrying out this section,
priority funding shall be given for existing
web-based immigration enforcement training
systems.

(4) FEDERAL PERSONNEL TRAINING.—The
training of State and local law enforcement
personnel under this section shall not dis-
place the training of Federal personnel.

() SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
Act or in any other provision of law may be
construed as making any immigration-re-
lated training a requirement for, or pre-
requisite to, any State or local law enforce-
ment officer assisting in the enforcement of
Federal immigration laws in the normal
course of carrying out the law enforcement
duties of such officers.

SEC. 14. IMMUNITY.

(a) PERSONAL IMMUNITY.—A law enforce-
ment officer of a State or local law enforce-
ment agency who is acting within the scope
of the officer’s official duties shall be im-
mune, to the same extent as a Federal law
enforcement officer, from personal liability
arising out of the performance of any duty
described in this Act.

(b) AGENCY IMMUNITY.—A State or local
law enforcement agency shall be immune
from any claim for money damages based on
Federal, State, or local civil rights law for
an incident arising out of the enforcement of
any Federal immigration law, except to the
extent a law enforcement officer of such
agency committed a violation of Federal,
State, or local criminal law in the course of
enforcing such immigration law.

SEC. 15. INSTITUTIONAL REMOVAL PROGRAM.

(a) CONTINUATION AND EXPANSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
tinue to operate and implement the program
known as the Institutional Removal Pro-
gram, which—

(A) identifies removable criminal aliens in
Federal and State correctional facilities;

(B) ensures such aliens are not released
into the community; and

(C) removes such aliens from the United
States after the completion of their respec-
tive sentences.

(2) EXPANSION.—The Institutional Removal
Program shall be extended to all States. Any
State that receives Federal funds for the in-
carceration of criminal aliens shall—
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(A) cooperate with officials of the Institu-
tional Removal Program;

(B) expeditiously and systematically iden-
tify all criminal aliens in its prison and jail
populations; and

(C) promptly convey such information to
officials of the Institutional Removal Pro-
gram as a condition of receiving such Fed-
eral funds.

(b) AUTHORIZATION FOR DETENTION AFTER
COMPLETION OF STATE OR LOCAL PRISON SEN-
TENCE.—Law enforcement officers of a State,
or of a political subdivision of a State, may—

(1) hold a criminal alien for a period of up
to 14 days after the alien has completed the
alien’s State prison sentence in order to ef-
fectuate the transfer of the alien to Federal
custody when the alien is removable or not
lawfully present in the United States; or

(2) issue a detainer that would allow aliens
who have served a State prison sentence to
be detained by the State prison until per-
sonnel from U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement can take such alien into cus-
tody.

(c) TECHNOLOGY UsAGE.—Technology, such
as video conferencing, shall be used to the
maximum extent practicable to make the In-
stitutional Removal Program available in
remote locations. Mobile access to Federal
databases of aliens, such as IDENT, and live
scan technology shall be used, to the max-
imum extent practicable, to make such re-
sources available to State and local law en-
forcement agencies in remote locations.

SEC. 16. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to the Department of Home-
land Security, for fiscal year 2025 and for
each subsequent fiscal year, such sums as
may be necessary to carry out sections 4
through 15 of this Act.

(b) STATE CRIMINAL ALIEN ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAM.—Section 241(i)(6) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(1)(5)) is
amended to read as follows:

“(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this subsection such sums as may
be necessary for fiscal year 2025 and for each
subsequent fiscal year.”.

SEC. 17. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act or of any
amendment made by this Act, or the applica-
tion of such provision or amendment to any
person or circumstance, is held to be invalid,
the remainder of the provisions of this Act
and of the amendments made by this Act,
and the application of any such provision or
amendment to other persons not similarly
situated or to other circumstances, shall not
be affected.

SA 52. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 19, insert ‘“‘any crime in-
volving the use or operation of a motor vehi-
cle, or any crime that victimizes a minor
child,” after ‘‘offense,”.

SA 53. Mr. KAINE (for himself, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. HICKENLOOPER, Mr. KING,
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
WELCH, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. WARNER, and
Mr. LUJAN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into cus-
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tody aliens who have been charged in
the United States with theft, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Laken Riley
Act”.

SEC. 2. MANDATORY DETENTION OF CERTAIN
ALIENS.

Section 236(c) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1226(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or’’;

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the
comma at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following:

“(E)({) is inadmissible under paragraph
(6)(A), (6)(C), or (7) of section 212(a); and

‘“(ii)(I) is convicted of a crime resulting in
serious bodily injury;

‘“(IT) is convicted of any burglary, theft, or
larceny offense; or

‘“(IIT) has been arrested for, or is charged
with, a criminal offense described in sub-
clause (I) or (II) and was ordered removed in
absentia under section 240(b)(5) or is subject
to a bench warrant for failing to appear in
connection with a criminal charge or cita-
tion described in subclause (I) or (I1),”’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (6); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of para-
graph (1)(E), the terms ‘burglary’, ‘theft’,
and ‘larceny’, have the meanings given such
terms in the jurisdiction in which the acts
occurred.

“(3) TREATMENT OF CHILDREN.—No child
who is younger than 16 years of age may be
detained pursuant to subclause (II) or (III) of
paragraph (1)(E)(ii). A child who is 17 or 18
years of age may not be detained pursuant to
subclause (IT) or (III) of paragraph (1)(E) un-
less the Secretary of Homeland Security de-
termines, based on available evidence, that
the child poses a danger to the community
or is a flight risk.

‘“(4) PROCEDURE.—Any alien detained
longer than 3 months pursuant to paragraph
(1)(E) may request a custody determination
hearing before an immigration judge, who
shall determine bond or other conditions for
release only after determining that such
alien does not poses a danger to the commu-
nity.

‘“(5) DETAINER.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security shall—

‘“(A) issue a detainer for any alien de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(E); and

‘“(B) if such alien is not otherwise being de-
tained by Federal, State, or local law en-
forcement officials, effectively and expedi-
tiously take custody of such alien.”’.

SA 54. Mr. COONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 21, strike ‘‘(4)” and insert
<5,

On page 3, line 8, strike the end quote and
final period and insert the following:

‘“(4) EXCEPTION.—The requirement to take
into custody an alien described in paragraph
(1)(E) shall not apply if such detention would
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result in the release of, or the inability to
detain or remove, an alien determined to be
a more serious public safety threat or flight
risk.”.

SA 55. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 7, line 2, strike the period at the
end.

On page 7, between lines 2 and 3, insert the
following:

‘(D) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION WITH RESPECT
TO UKRAINIAN AND AFGHAN NATIONALS.—Noth-
ing in subparagraph (C) may be construed to
limit the authority or impose liability on
any Department or officer of the Federal
Government pursuant to a determination to
provide humanitarian parole to Afghan na-
tionals who entered the United States after
August 1, 2021 or Ukrainian nationals who
entered the United States after February 24,
2022.”.

SA 56. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr.
KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr. WARNOCK, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, and Ms. BALDWIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill S. 5, to re-
quire the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to take into custody aliens who
have been charged in the United States
with theft, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. IMMIGRATION-RELATED ARREST WAR-

RANTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the “Improving Public Safety
Through Immigration Warrant Issuance
Act”.

(b) WARRANT AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 9 of title II of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1351 et seq.) is amended by inserting after
section 287 the following:

“SEC. 287A. AUTHORIZATION OF FEDERAL
COURTS TO ISSUE ARREST WAR-
RANTS.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF FEDERAL COURTS TO
ISSUE ARREST WARRANTS.—Upon receiving an
application from a Federal law enforcement
officer or an attorney for the Federal Gov-
ernment, a magistrate judge is authorized to
issue a warrant to seize an alien located
within the district over which the mag-
istrate judge has jurisdiction if there is prob-
able cause to believe that the alien—

‘(1) is removable (as defined in section
240(e)(2)); and

‘“(2)(A) has been charged with, or convicted
of, a felony;

‘“(B) has been charged with, or convicted
of, a crime of violence, including any crime
that endangers the safety or welfare of chil-
dren; or

‘(C) is a threat to national security.

‘“(b) ENSURING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF WAR-
RANTS FOR PERSONS IN STATE OR LOCAL CUS-
TODY.—

‘(1) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES.—If such ac-
tions are reasonably necessary to ensure the
effectiveness of an arrest warrant issued pur-
suant to subsection (a), a magistrate judge
may order the State or local jurisdiction
with custody over the alien subject to such
warrant—

““(A) to transfer the alien to Federal cus-
tody;
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“(B) to notify the Federal Government of
the impending release of the alien to facili-
tate such transfer; and

“(C) to hold the alien for such time as may
be necessary to facilitate such transfer,
which may not exceed 48 hours.

‘(2) TIMING OF ORDER.—AnN order described
in paragraph (1) may be issued contempora-
neously with an arrest warrant issued pursu-
ant to subsection (a) if, based on reliable evi-
dence, a State or local jurisdiction with cus-
tody over the alien subject to such warrant
is unlikely to assist in effectuating the war-
rant.

‘(3) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this subsection may be construed—

““(A) to limit any inherent or statutory
power of the Federal courts to issue orders in
aid of their jurisdiction, including writs of
habeas corpus and writs authorized under
section 16561 of title 28, United States Code
(commonly known as the ‘All Writs Act’); or

‘““(B) to interfere with the Department of
Homeland Security’s ability to issue de-
tainer requests, as authorized by law.

‘‘(c) ISSUING THE WARRANT.—Each warrant
issued pursuant to this section shall—

‘(1) be issued to an officer authorized to
execute it;

‘“(2) identify the alien to be seized and des-
ignate the magistrate judge to whom the
warrant shall be returned;

“‘(3) require the officer to submit the issued
warrant to any State or locality with cus-
tody over the alien subject to the warrant as
quickly as practicable; and

‘“(4) be returned to the magistrate judge
designated in the warrant.

‘(d) PROCEDURE FOR OBTAINING A WAR-
RANT.—

‘(1) EX PARTE PROCEEDINGS.—Warrant pro-
ceedings under this section may be con-
ducted ex parte.

¢(2) WARRANT ON AN AFFIDAVIT.—When a
Federal law enforcement officer or an attor-
ney for the Federal Government presents an
affidavit in support of a warrant, the mag-
istrate judge may—

‘“(A) require the affiant to appear person-
ally before the judge; and

‘“(B) examine under oath the affiant and
any witness produced by the affiant.

“(3) RECORDING TESTIMONY.—Testimony
taken in support of a warrant shall be re-
corded by a court reporter or by a suitable
recording device. The magistrate judge shall
file the transcript or recording with the
clerk, along with any related affidavit.

“(4) REQUESTING A WARRANT BY TELEPHONIC
OR OTHER RELIABLE ELECTRONIC MEANS.—In
accordance with rule 4.1 of the Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, a magistrate judge
may issue a warrant based on information
communicated by telephone or other reliable
electronic means.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ATTORNEY FOR THE FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT.—The term ‘attorney for the Federal
Government’ means an attorney rep-
resenting the Federal Government, as au-
thorized by the Attorney General.

‘“(2) CRIME OF VIOLENCE.—The term ‘crime
of violence’ has the meaning given such term
in section 16 of title 18, United States Code.

‘“(3) FELONY.—The term ‘felony’ means a
crime classified as a felony in the convicting
jurisdiction, excluding Federal, State, or
local offenses for which an essential element
was the alien’s immigration status.

‘“(4) MAGISTRATE JUDGE.—The term ‘mag-
istrate judge’ means a United States mag-
istrate judge appointed pursuant to section
631 of title 28, United States Code.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents for the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
287 the following:
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‘“Sec. 287TA. Authorization of Federal courts
to issue arrest warrants.”’.

SA 57. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

Beginning on page 3, strike line 9 and all
that follows through page 8, line 10, and in-
sert the following:

SEC. 3. ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.

(a) STANDING.—The attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer, al-
leging that firearms shipped, transported,
transferred, or otherwise disposed to another
person across the border of the United States
in or otherwise affecting interstate or for-
eign commerce, harms such State or its resi-
dents shall have standing to bring an action
against the Secretary of Homeland Security
on behalf of such State or the residents of
such State in an appropriate district court of
the United States to obtain appropriate in-
junctive relief.

(b) DISPOSITION OF CIVIL ACTION.—The
court shall advance on the docket and expe-
dite the disposition of a civil action filed
pursuant to subsection (a) to the greatest ex-
tent practicable.

(¢) HARM DEFINED.—For purposes of this
section, a State or its residents shall be con-
sidered to have been harmed if such State or
its residents experience harm, including fi-
nancial harm in excess of $100.

SA 58. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 15, insert ‘‘after the date of
the enactment of the Laken Riley Act,” be-
fore ‘‘is charged with”’.

SA 59. Mr. DURBIN (for himself and
Mr. SANDERS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:

SEC. 4. NONDISPLACEMENT REQUIREMENT FOR
UNITED STATES WORKERS.

Section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 TU.S.C.
1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b)) is amended by inserting
“‘will not displace United States workers ca-
pable of performing such occupations and’
after ‘‘the intending employer’’.

SA 60. Mr. KING submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:
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At the end, add the following:

SEC. 4. ALTERNATIVES TO DETENTION FOR CER-
TAIN ALIENS.

Section 236(c) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1226(c)), as amended
by this Act, is further amended by adding at
the end the following:

() ALTERNATIVES TO DETENTION FOR CER-
TAIN ALIENS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security shall impose ankle monitoring
or a similar level of supervision, as an alter-
native to detention, in the case of an alien
described in paragraph (1)(E)—

‘(i) who does not pose a threat to public
safety; and

‘“(ii) with respect to whom there are ex-
tenuating circumstances.

‘“(B) EXTENUATING CIRCUMSTANCES.—In de-
termining whether there are extenuating cir-
cumstances for purposes of subparagraph
(A)(ii), the Secretary shall consider as rel-
evant factors—

‘(i) whether the alien’s detention would re-
sult in the loss of a provider or caregiver for
a child or dependent; and

‘‘(ii) whether the alien is pregnant or suf-
fering from a serious medical condition.

¢“(C) PROCEDURES AND GUIDANCE.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, in consultation
with the Director of U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement, shall—

‘‘(i) establish procedures for an alien de-
tained pursuant to paragraph (1)(E) to peti-
tion U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment for an alternative mandatory custodial
arrangement; and

‘“(ii) issue guidance to U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement for determining
whether an alien described in paragraph
(1)(E) poses a threat to public safety.”.

SA 61. Mr. KING submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 21, strike ‘“‘and’’.

On page 3, line 8, strike the period at the
end and insert ‘; and’’.

On page 3, between lines 8 and 9, insert the
following:

(4) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(5) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1)(E) shall not
apply with respect to the following individ-
uals:

“(A) An individual under the age of 18.

‘“(B) An individual eligible for relief under
the deferred action for childhood arrivals
program described in the memorandum of
the Department of Homeland Security enti-
tled ‘Exercising Prosecutorial Discretion
with Respect to Individuals Who Came to the
United States as Children’ issued on June 15,
2012 (commonly known as the ‘DACA pro-
gram’).”’.

SA 62. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 3, strike lines 9 and 10 and insert
the following:
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SEC. 3. CONTINUANCE FOR IMMIGRATION PRO-
CEEDINGS.

The Executive Office of Immigration Re-
view shall grant at least 1 motion for a con-
tinuance of any hearing for a period of not
less 6 months if such continuance is re-
quested in writing before such scheduled
hearing, on behalf of an alien detained pursu-
ant to section 236(c)(1)(E) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, as added by section
2(1)(C).

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.

SA 63. Mr. SANDERS (for himself and
Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 5, to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into cus-
tody aliens who have been charged in
the United States with theft, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. PROTECTING WORKERS.

(a) MEDIAN LOCAL WAGE LEVEL FOR H-1B
NONIMMIGRANTS.—Section 212 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (n)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(A)(A)AI), by striking
“prevailing wage level” and inserting ‘‘the
higher of the median local wage level or the
actual wage of similarly employed workers’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2)(H)(iii), by striking
“prevailing wage’ each place such term ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘the higher of the me-
dian local wage level or the actual wage of
similarly employed workers’’;

(2) by striking subsection (p);

(3) by redesignating subsections (q), (r),
and (8) as subsections (p), (q), and (r), respec-
tively; and

(4) by redesignating subsection (t), as
added by section 1(b)(2)(B) of Public Law 108—
449, as subsection (s).

(b) INCREASE OF H-1B FEES AND USE OF
FEES FOR NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
SCHOLARSHIPS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 214(c)(9)(B) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1184(c)(9)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘$1,500”
and inserting ‘‘$3,000"".

(2) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION SCHOLAR-
SHIPS IN SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, ENGINEERING,
AND MATHEMATICS PROGRAM.—Fifty percent
of the funds available under section 286(s)(2)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1356(s)(2)), shall be made available for
the Scholarships in Science, Technology, En-
gineering, and Mathematics program of the
National Science Foundation.

(c) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Section
214(c)(14) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(c)(14)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as
subparagraph (G); and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

‘(D) Except as provided in subparagraph
(F), a petition by an employer seeking to
hire an alien described in section
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) may not be approved until
such employer has provided written certifi-
cation, under penalty of perjury, to the Sec-
retary of Labor that—

‘(i) the employer or employer under com-
mon law has not been required by law to pro-
vide a notice of a mass layoff pursuant to the
Worker Adjustment and Retraining Notifica-
tion Act (29 U.S.C. 2101 et seq.) during the 12-
month period immediately preceding the
date on which the alien is to be hired; and

‘“(ii) the employer or employer under com-
mon law does not intend to provide a notice
of a mass layoff pursuant to such Act.
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‘‘(E) Except as provided in subparagraph
(F), if an employer or employer under com-
mon law is required by law to provide a no-
tice of a mass layoff pursuant to such Act
after hiring nonimmigrants granted status
pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b), the
status of such nonimmigrants shall expire on
the date that is 120 days after the date on
which such notice is provided.

‘(F) An employer shall be exempt from the
requirements under subparagraphs (D) and
(BE) if such employer provides written certifi-
cation, under penalty of perjury, that the
total number of the employees of the em-
ployer or the employer under common law in
the United States will not be reduced as a re-
sult of a mass layoff.”.

(d) ELIMINATING IMPEDIMENTS TO WORKER
MOBILITY.—

(1) EFFECT OF ENDING EMPLOYMENT RELA-
TIONSHIP.—Section 214(n) of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1184(n)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

““(3) A nonimmigrant admitted under sec-
tion 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) whose employment re-
lationship ends (either voluntarily or invol-
untarily) before the expiration of the non-
immigrant’s period of authorized admission
shall be deemed to have retained such legal
status throughout the 120-day period begin-
ning on such employment ending date if an
employer files a petition to extend, change,
or adjust the status of the nonimmigrant
during such period.”.

(2) VISA REVALIDATION.—Section 222(c) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1202(c)) is amended by adding at the
end the following ‘‘The Secretary of State
shall authorize an alien admitted under sub-
paragraph (E), (H), (L), (O), or (P) of section
101(a)(15) to renew his or her nonimmigrant
visa in the United States if the alien has re-
mained eligible for such status.”.

SA 64. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. IMPROVING BORDER SECURITY.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘“‘Stop Fentanyl at the Border
Act”.

(b) FUNDING.—

(1) ENHANCING LAW ENFORCEMENT CAPABILI-
TIES AT THE BORDER.—There is appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, for the Department of
Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2026, $3,409,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2028, to support
and enhance law enforcement capabilities at
land borders of the United States, of which—

(A) $300,000,000 shall be for additional civil-
ian U.S. Border Patrol processing coordina-
tors;

(B) $1,750,000,000 shall be for additional U.S.
Customs and Border Protection officers, U.S.
Border Patrol agents, and mission support
staff within the Office of Field Operations
and U.S. Border Patrol;

(C) $950,000,000 shall be for hiring bonuses,
retention bonuses, and retention-focused
support services, including mental health
services, for U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection officers, U.S. Border Patrol agents,
U.S. Border Patrol processing coordinators,
and any other U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection staff whose work supports operations
at the land borders of the United States; and

(D) $409,000,000 shall be for “U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services—Operations
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and Support” to contribute to improved op-
erations along the land borders of the United
States.

(2) INCREASING FENTANYL INTERDICTION AND
ENHANCING PROCESSING CAPABILITIES AT THE
BORDER.—There is appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2026, $1,090,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to increase drug interdic-
tion and processing capabilities at land bor-
ders of the United States, of which—

(A) $960,000,000 shall be for technology im-
provements and upgrades, which may in-
clude—

(i) the procurement and deployment of
large-scale, small-scale, and handheld non-
intrusive inspection scanning systems at
ports of entry along the land borders of the
United States; and

(ii) upgrades to the information technology
infrastructure upon which these systems and
associated software are operated;

(B) $30,000,000 shall be for technological
and procedural improvements to the process
of analyzing and adjudicating images from
non-intrusive inspection scanning tech-
nology at land ports of entry, which may in-
clude support for the continued development
of anomaly detection algorithms to enhance
detection of illegal drugs at land ports of
entry; and

(C) $100,000,000 shall be for other tech-
nology and infrastructure upgrades that the
Commissioner for U.S. Customs and Border
Protection deems necessary for the agency’s
drug interdiction work.

(3) DISRUPTING THE OUTBOUND FLOW OF FIRE-
ARMS AND CURRENCY FROM THE UNITED
STATES.—There is appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2026, $285,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, for increasing outbound
inspection capabilities, including disrupting
the flow of firearms and currency out of the
United States, of which—

(A) $10,000,000 shall be for supporting the
Outbound Enforcement Branch within the
Office of Field Operations to develop and im-
plement a comprehensive outbound inspec-
tion policy and performance metrics to
measure the impact of outbound inspections;
and

(B) $275,000,000 shall be for outbound in-
spections infrastructure projects at the land
borders of the United States, including—

(i) technology and connectivity improve-
ments at rural ports of entry; and

(ii) safety and technology upgrades to out-
bound inspection lanes at ports of entry.

(4) DISRUPTING TRANSNATIONAL FENTANYL
NETWORKS.—There is appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2026—

(A) $223,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement to expand efforts to
interdict fentanyl and other illegal drugs,
and disrupt networks operated by
transnational criminal organizations within
the United States, of which—

(i) $113,000,000 shall be for additional Home-
land Security Investigations special agents;

(ii) $80,000,000 shall be for the implementa-
tion of Homeland Security Investigations’
Strategy for Combating Illicit Opioids; and

(iii) $30,000,000 shall be for joint surge oper-
ations along the land borders of the United
States by Homeland Security Investigations
and U.S. Customs and Border Protection;

(B) $68,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to the Drug Enforcement
Administration, which shall be used for sala-
ries and expenses relating to increased law
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enforcement activities along the land bor-
ders of the United States;

(C) $60,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to the White House Office
of National Drug Control Policy for the High
Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Program;

(D) $110,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to the Department of
Justice for the Organized Crime Drug En-
forcement Task Forces; and

(E) $50,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2028, to the U.S. Marshals
Service for salaries and expenses relating to
increased law enforcement activities along
the land borders of the United States.

(¢) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) REPORT ON U.S. BORDER PATROL PROC-
ESSING COORDINATORS.—Not later than March
31, 2028, the Commissioner for U.S. Customs
and Border Protection shall submit a report
to Congress that—

(A) details the impacts of Border Patrol
Processing Coordinator positions; and

(B) describes how such positions are sup-
porting the mission of U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection.

(2) REPORT ON NEW OUTBOUND INSPECTIONS
PROGRAM.—Not later than March 31, 2028, the
Executive Assistant Commissioner of the Of-
fice of Field Operations of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection shall submit a report to
Congress that details the equipment that
would be needed to establish a permanent
outbound inspections program to increase
the rate of scanning of motor vehicles de-
parting the United States.

(3) REPORT ON EXISTING AND PLANNED SCAN-
NING TECHNOLOGY.—Not later than March 31,
2028, the Executive Assistant Commissioner
of the Office of Field Operations of U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection shall submit a
report to Congress that details, for each
United States land port of entry—

(A) a summary of the non-intrusive inspec-
tion technology that is in use or is being
built out; and

(B) the major factors to consider regarding
the future procurement and deployment of
large-scale, non-intrusive inspection ma-
chines at the port of entry, including—

(i) existing limitations, including—

(I) the footprint of the port of entry;

(IT) land that is available for use by U.S.
Customs and Border Protection at the port
of entry; and

(IIT) any geological or environmental fac-
tors that would affect construction timelines
or costs;

(ii) the volume and modes of traffic at the
port of entry, and an estimate of the poten-
tial impacts of additional large-scale, non-
intrusive inspection systems being deployed,
in terms of additional seizures and impacts
on transit times; and

(iii) an analysis of the cost-effectiveness of
deploying additional large-scale non-intru-
sive inspection systems at the port of entry.

(d) PENALTIES FOR HINDERING IMMIGRATION,
BORDER, AND CUSTOMS CONTROLS.—

(1) PERSONNEL AND STRUCTURES.—Chapter 8
of title II of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1321 et seq.) is amended by
inserting after section 274D the following:
“SEC. 274E. DESTROYING OR EVADING BORDER

CONTROLS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful to
knowingly and without lawful authoriza-
tion—

“(1)(A) destroy or significantly damage
any fence, barrier, sensor, camera, or other
physical or electronic device deployed by the
Federal Government to control an inter-
national border of, or a port of entry to, the
United States; or

‘““(B) otherwise construct, excavate, or
make any structure intended to defeat, cir-
cumvent or evade such a fence, barrier, sen-
sor camera, or other physical or electronic

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

device deployed by the Federal Government
to control an international border of, or a
port of entry to, the United States; and

‘(2) in carrying out an act described in
paragraph (1), have the intent to knowingly
and willfully—

‘“(A) secure a financial gain;

‘(B) further the objectives of a criminal
organization; and

“(C) violate—

(1) section 274(a)(1)(A)(1);

‘“(ii) the customs and trade laws of the
United States (as defined in section 2(4) of
the Trade Facilitation and Trade Enforce-
ment Act of 2015 (19 U.S.C. 4301(4)));

‘(iii) any other Federal law relating to
transporting controlled substances, agri-
culture, or monetary instruments into the
United States; or

‘“(iv) any Federal law relating to border
control measures of the United States.

‘“(b) PENALTY.—Any person who violates
subsection (a) shall be fined under title 18,
United States Code, imprisoned for not more
than 5 years, or both.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents for the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
274D the following:

‘“‘Sec. 274E. Destroying or evading border
controls.”.

SA 65. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. EXPANSION OF REIMBURSEMENTS

UNDER STATE CRIMINAL ALIEN AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM.

(a) REIMBURSEMENTS UNDER IMMIGRATION
AND NATIONALITY ACT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 241(i) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(i))
is amended—

(A) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting
the following:

‘“(2)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph
(B), compensation under paragraph (1)(A)
shall be the average cost of incarceration of
a prisoner in the relevant State as deter-
mined by the Attorney General.

‘“(B) Compensation under paragraph (1)(A)
with respect to an undocumented criminal
alien described under paragraph (3)(A)
shall—

‘(1) be provided for each day such undocu-
mented criminal alien is detained by a State
or a political subdivision of a State; and

‘“(ii) be equal to the average daily cost of
incarceration of a prisoner at facilities in
the same level of security as such undocu-
mented criminal alien for the relevant State,
as determined by the Attorney General.”’;
and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by redesignating
clauses (ii) and (iii) as subclauses (II) and
(I1I), respectively;

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and
(B)(i) as subparagraph (B)(i) and clause
(ii)(I), respectively; and

(iii) by inserting after the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (B)(i), as so redesig-
nated, the following:

‘“(A) is described in section 236(c)(E); or’’.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary such sums as are necessary to
carry out the amendments made by this sub-
section.
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(b) REIMBURSEMENTS UNDER IMMIGRATION
REFORM AND CONTROL ACT OF 1986.—Section
501(a) of the Immigration Reform and Con-
trol Act of 1986 (8 U.S.C. 1365(a)) is amended
by inserting ‘‘or any alien described in sec-
tion 236(c)(E) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1226(c)(E)” after ‘“by such
State’.

SA 66. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 3, line 8, strike the end quote and
final period and insert the following:

‘“(4) EXEMPTION FOR YOUNG CHILDREN.—The
mandatory detention requirement set forth
in paragraph (1)(E) shall not apply to chil-
dren who are younger than 14 years of age.”.

(b) SPECIAL RULE.— Nothing in this Act, or
the amendments made by this Act, may be
construed to supersede or modify the Stipu-
lated Settlement Agreement filed in Reno v.
Flores in the United States District Court
for the Central District of California on Jan-
uary 17, 1997 (CV 85-4544-RJK) (commonly
known as the ‘‘Flores Settlement Agree-
ment’’), or subsequent court decisions re-
lated to such agreement.

SA 67. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 3, line 9, strike ‘‘sEcC. 3’ and insert
the following:

SEC. 3. PROTECTION OF CHILDREN.

(a) EXEMPTION FOR YOUNG CHILDREN.—Sec-
tion 236(c) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act, as amended by section 2, is further
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(5) EXEMPTION FOR YOUNG CHILDREN.—The
mandatory detention requirement set forth
in paragraph (1)(E) shall not apply to chil-
dren who are younger than 14 years of age.”.

(b) SPECIAL RULE.— Nothing in this Act, or
the amendments made by this Act, may be
construed to supersede or modify the Stipu-
lated Settlement Agreement filed in Reno v.
Flores in the United States District Court
for the Central District of California on Jan-
uary 17, 1997 (CV 85-4544-RJK) (commonly
known as the ‘‘Flores Settlement Agree-
ment’’), or subsequent court decisions re-
lated to such agreement.

SEC. 4.

SA 68. Mr. MURPHY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 5, strike ‘‘Section’ and in-
sert the following:

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section

On page 2, beginning on line 14, strike
“and” and all that follows through ‘‘(ii)”’ on
line 15, and insert the following:

‘‘(ii) is 14 years of age or older; and
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“(iii)
On page 3, between lines 8 and 9, insert the

following:

(b) SPECIAL RULE.— Nothing in this Act, or
the amendments made by this Act, may be
construed to supersede or modify the Stipu-
lated Settlement Agreement filed in Reno v.
Flores in the United States District Court
for the Central District of California on Jan-
uary 17, 1997 (CV 85-4544-RJK) (commonly
known as the ‘‘Flores Settlement Agree-
ment’’), or subsequent court decisions re-
lated to such agreement.

SA 69. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself
and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 8 proposed by Mr.
THUNE (for Ms. ERNST (for herself and
Mr. GRASSLEY)) to the bill S. 5, to re-
quire the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to take into custody aliens who
have been charged in the United States
with theft, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

‘“(ii) is charged with, is arrested for, is con-
victed of, admits having committed, or ad-
mits committing acts which constitute the
essential elements of any burglary, theft,
larceny, or shoplifting offense, a crime of do-
mestic violence, or any crime that results in
death or serious bodily injury to another
person,’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (4); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of para-
graph (1)(E)—

‘“(A) the terms ‘burglary’, ‘theft’, ‘larceny’,
‘shoplifting’, and ‘serious bodily injury’ have
the meanings given such terms in the juris-
diction in which the acts occurred; and

‘“(B) the term ‘crime of domestic violence’
has the meaning given such term in section
237(a)(2)(E)().

SA 70. Mr. MARSHALL (for himself
and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 8 proposed by Mr.
THUNE (for Ms. ERNST (for herself and
Mr. GRASSLEY)) to the bill S. 5, to re-
quire the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to take into custody aliens who
have been charged in the United States
with theft, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

‘“(ii) is charged with, is arrested for, is con-
victed of, admits having committed, or ad-
mits committing acts which constitute the
essential elements of any burglary, theft,
larceny, shoplifting, or assault of a law en-
forcement officer offense, a crime of domes-
tic violence, or any crime that results in
death or serious bodily injury to another
person,’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (4); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of para-
graph ()(E)—

‘“(A) the terms ‘burglary’, ‘theft’, ‘larceny’,
‘shoplifting’, ‘assault of a law enforcement
officer’, and ‘serious bodily injury’ have the
meanings given such terms in the jurisdic-
tion in which the acts occurred; and
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‘“(B) the term ‘crime of domestic violence’
has the meaning given such term in section
237(a)(2)(E){).

SA 71. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 3, line 8, strike the end quote and
final period and insert the following:

‘(4) CHILD CUSTODY DETERMINATION HEAR-
ING.—If any noncitizen who is 18 years of age
or older and is the parent or guardian of a
child who is younger than 17 years of age re-
mains in custody pursuant to paragraph
(1)(E) for 30 consecutive days, the Secretary
of Homeland Security shall provide a cus-
tody determination hearing to determine
whether it is in the best interests of such
child for such noncitizen to be released in
order to care for such child. The Secretary
shall determine bond or other conditions for
release only after determining that the non-
citizen does not pose a flight risk or a danger
to the community.”.

SA 72. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILD STAND-

ARD.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
the Act, the Secretary of Homeland Security
shall detain noncitizen children younger
than 18 years of age in a manner that—

(1) is consistent with the best interest of
such noncitizen children; and

(2) does not abrogate, modify, or replace
protections for children in applicable Fed-
eral law, Federal regulations, court orders,
or consent decrees.

SA 73. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, beginning on line 14, strike
“‘and” and all that follows through ‘‘(ii)”’ on
line 15, and insert the following:

‘‘(ii) is 18 years of age or older; and

C(iii)

SA 74. Mr. VAN HOLLEN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill S. 5, to require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

On page 2, line 5, strike ‘“‘Section’ and in-
sert the following:

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section

On page 3, between lines 8 and 9, insert the
following:
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(b) WAIVER.—

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of
Homeland Security or the Attorney General
shall waive the mandatory detention re-
quirement set forth in section 236(c)(1)(E) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, as
added by subsection (a)(1), upon determining
that the implementation of such require-
ment would require the diversion of re-
sources away from the apprehension, deten-
tion, and removal of aliens convicted of vio-
lent crimes.

(2) QUARTERLY ASSESSMENTS.—Not less fre-
quently than quarterly, the Secretary of
Homeland Security or the Attorney General
shall conduct an assessment to determine
whether resources are being diverted from
the apprehension, detention, and removal of
violent criminals due to the implementation
of the mandatory detention requirement
under such section 236(c)(1)(E).

(3) REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Not later than
90 days after the first date on which re-
sources are diverted from the deportation of
violent criminals due to the implementation
of the mandatory detention requirement
under such section 236(c)(1)(E), the Secretary
of Homeland Security, in consultation with
the Attorney General, shall submit a report
to Congress that identifies which resources
were so diverted.

SA 75. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, or the applica-
tion of such provision to any person or cir-
cumstance, is held by a Federal court to be
unconstitutional, the remainder of this Act,
and the application of such provisions to any
other person or circumstance shall not be af-
fected.

SA 76. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the TUnited States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. JUDICIAL AUTHORIZATION.

Any Federal district court or immigration
court is authorized to enter appropriate or-
ders related to this Act, or the amendments
made by this Act, requiring Federal law en-
forcement authorities to arrest and pros-
ecute aliens violating Federal law.

SA 77. Mr. SCHMITT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 5, to require the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to take
into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

Beginning on page 3, strike line 9 and all
that follows through page 8, line 10, and in-
sert the following:

SEC. 3. ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.

(a) INSPECTION OF APPLICANTS FOR ADMIS-

SION.—Section 235(b) of the Immigration and
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Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1225(b)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and

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

¢(3) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.—The attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer, al-
leging a violation of the detention and re-
moval requirements under paragraph (1) or
(2) that will harm such State or its residents
shall have standing to bring an action
against the Secretary of Homeland Security
on behalf of such State or the residents of
such State in an appropriate district court of
the United States to obtain appropriate in-
junctive relief. The court shall advance on
the docket and expedite the disposition of a
civil action filed under this paragraph to the
greatest extent practicable. For purposes of
this paragraph, the attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer,
shall have standing if the State or its resi-
dents are experiencing harm or will experi-
ence harm that is fairly traceable to a viola-
tion of any such detention or removal re-
quirement or an intent to commit such vio-
lation, including—

“(A) financial harm in excess of $1; or

‘““(B) an increased probability of future
harm, including future encounters or inter-
actions with aliens who are unlawfully
present in the United States.”.

(b) APPREHENSION AND DETENTION OF
ALIENS.—Section 236 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1226), as amended
by this Act, is further amended—

(1) in subsection (e)—

(A) by striking ‘‘or release’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘grant, revocation, or de-
nial”’ and insert ‘‘revocation or denial’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(f) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.—The attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer, al-
leging an action or decision by the Attorney
General or Secretary of Homeland Security
under this section to release any alien or
grant bond or parole to any alien that will
harm such State or its residents shall have
standing to bring an action against the At-
torney General or Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity on behalf of such State or the resi-
dents of such State in an appropriate district
court of the United States to obtain appro-
priate injunctive relief. The court shall ad-
vance on the docket and expedite the disposi-
tion of a civil action filed under this sub-
section to the greatest extent practicable.
For purposes of this subsection, the attorney
general of a State, or other authorized State
officer, shall have standing if the State or its
residents are experiencing harm or will expe-
rience harm that is fairly traceable to such
action or decision to release or grant bond or
parole to an alien or an intent to take such
action or make such decision, including—

‘(1) financial harm in excess of $1; or

‘“(2) an increased probability of future
harm, including future encounters or inter-
actions with aliens who are unlawfully
present in the United States.”.

(c) PENALTIES.—Section 243 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1253) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(e) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.—The attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer, al-
leging a violation of the requirement to dis-
continue granting visas to citizens, subjects,
nationals, and residents as described in sub-
section (d) that will harm such State or its
residents shall have standing to bring an ac-
tion against the Secretary of State on behalf
of such State or the residents of such State
in an appropriate district court of the United
States to obtain appropriate injunctive re-
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lief. The court shall advance on the docket
and expedite the disposition of a civil action
filed under this subsection to the greatest
extent practicable. For purposes of this sub-
section, the attorney general of a State or
other authorized State officer shall have
standing if the State or its residents are ex-
periencing harm or will experience harm
that is fairly traceable to a violation of the
requirement to discontinue granting visas to
aliens described in subsection (d) or an in-
tent to commit such violation, including—

‘(1) financial harm in excess of $1; or

‘“(2) an increased probability of future
harm, including future encounters or inter-
actions with aliens who are unlawfully
present in the United States.”’.

(d) CERTAIN CLASSES OF ALIENS.—Section
212(d)(5) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(5)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Attorney General’” each
place such term appears and inserting ‘‘Sec-
retary of Homeland Security’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(C) The attorney general of a State, or
other authorized State officer, alleging a
violation of the limitation under subpara-
graph (A) that parole solely be granted on a
case-by-case basis and solely for urgent hu-
manitarian reasons or a significant public
benefit, that will harm such State or its resi-
dents shall have standing to bring an action
against the Secretary of Homeland Security
on behalf of such State or the residents of
such State in an appropriate district court of
the United States to obtain appropriate in-
junctive relief. The court shall advance on
the docket and expedite the disposition of a
civil action filed under this subparagraph to
the greatest extent practicable. For purposes
of this subparagraph, the attorney general of
a State, or other authorized State officer,
shall have standing if the State or its resi-
dents are experiencing harm or will experi-
ence harm that is fairly traceable to a viola-
tion of the limitation under subparagraph
(A) or an intent to commit such violation,
including—

‘(1) financial harm in excess of $1; or

‘“(ii) an increased probability of future
harm, including future encounters or inter-
actions with aliens who are unlawfully
present in the United States.”.

(e) DETENTION.—Section 241(a)(2) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1231(a)(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“During the removal pe-
riod,” and inserting the following:

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—During the removal pe-
riod,”; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(B) ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF A STATE.—The attorney general of a
State, or other authorized State officer, al-
leging a violation of the detention require-
ment under subparagraph (A) that will harm
such State or its residents shall have stand-
ing to bring an action against the Secretary
of Homeland Security on behalf of such
State or the residents of such State in an ap-
propriate district court of the United States
to obtain appropriate injunctive relief. The
court shall advance on the docket and expe-
dite the disposition of a civil action filed
under this subparagraph to the greatest ex-
tent practicable. For purposes of this sub-
paragraph, the attorney general of a State,
or other authorized State officer, shall have
standing if the State or its residents are ex-
periencing harm or will experience harm
that is fairly traceable to a violation of the
detention requirement under subparagraph
(A) or an intent to commit such violation,
including—

‘(1) financial harm in excess of $1; or

‘“(ii) an increased probability of future
harm, including future encounters or inter-
actions with aliens who are unlawfully
present in the United States.”’.
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(f) LIMIT ON INJUNCTIVE RELIEF.—Section
242(f) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1252(f)) is amended by adding at
the end following:

‘(3) CERTAIN ACTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall
not apply to an action brought pursuant to
section 235(b)(3), subsections (e) or (f) of sec-
tion 236, or section 241(a)(2)(B).”.

SA 78. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill S. 5, to require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
take into custody aliens who have been
charged in the United States with
theft, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC. 4. DETENTION PRIORITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—If available Federal de-
tention facilities or Federal detention re-
sources are insufficient to house all of the
aliens required to be detained under sections
236(c)(1) and 236A of the Immigration and
Naturalization Act (8 U.S.C. 1226(c)(1) and
1226a), U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement shall place a higher priority on
the detention of aliens described in subpara-
graphs (A) through (D) of section 236(c)(1)
and section 236A of such Act.

(b) PERMISSIVE DETENTIONS.—U.S. Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement may de-
tain aliens described in section 236(c)(1)(E) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, as
added by section 2, if sufficient detention
space and personnel resources are available
for such detentions.

———

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I have
seven requests for committees to meet
during today’s session of the Senate.
They have the approval of the Majority
and MinorityLeaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

The Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, January 15, 2025,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on a
nomination.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, January 15, 2025, at 10 a.m.,
to conduct a hearing on a nomination.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, Janu-
ary 15, 2025, at 10 a.m., to conduct a
hearing on a nomination.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Wednesday, January 15,
2025, at 1 p.m., to conduct a hearing on
a nomination.
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COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, January
15, 2025, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hear-
ing on a nomination.
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING
The Special Committee on Aging is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, January
15, 2025, at 3:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing.
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, January 15, at 10 a.m., to conduct
a hearing on a nomination.

——————

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 6

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I un-
derstand that there is a bill at the
desk, and I ask for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
first time.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 6) to amend title 18, United
States Code, to prohibit a health care practi-
tioner from failing to exercise the proper de-
gree of care in the case of a child who sur-
vives an abortion or attempted abortion.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I now
ask for a second reading, and in order
to place the bill on the calendar under
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the provisions of rule XIV, I object to
my own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will re-
ceive its second reading on the next
legislative day.

———

CONGRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY BISON
FOOTBALL TEAM FOR WINNING
THE 2024 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE
ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION DIVI-
SION I FOOTBALL CHAMPION-
SHIP SUBDIVISION TITLE

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, this
one causes me great pain, but I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. Res.
27, which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 27) congratulating the
North Dakota State University Bison foot-
ball team for winning the 2024 National Col-
legiate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. THUNE. Go Jacks.

I ask unanimous consent, Madam
President, that the resolution be
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to,
and that the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res. 27) was agreed
to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

———

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY,
JANUARY 16, 2025

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 12 noon on
Thursday, January 16; that following
the prayer and pledge, the Journal of
proceedings be approved to date, the
morning hour be deemed expired, the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day, and the Sen-
ate resume consideration of Calendar
No. 1, S. 5.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TOMORROW

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 7:09 p.m., adjourned until Thursday,
January 16, 2025, at 12 noon.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. BRITTANY PETTERSEN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Ms. PETTERSEN. Mr. Speaker, due to trav-
el restrictions related to my pregnancy, | was
unable to travel to D.C. to vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 8 and YEA on Roll Call No. 9.

CALIFORNIA CONDITIONING AIDE

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, there is a
great tragedy occurring in California.

As we speak, tens of thousands of people
have been displaced as the fires in Los Ange-
les have raged on and have yet to be con-
tained.

Members of the California Delegation have
been speaking out about the devastating dam-
age, loss of life, and the lives that have been
disrupted.

| was shocked to watch on television the
elected leader of this House suggesting that
federal assistance to respond to this tragedy
be conditioned.

He didn’t specify on what, but | would re-
mind Speaker MIKE JOHNSON that $120 billion
dollars has gone to Louisiana just for Hurri-
cane Katrina and Rita.

It would be unconscionable for this House to
place any condition on the necessary assist-
ance that the United States should give to
Angelenos, Californians, and, most impor-
tantly, Americans who have lost everything.

| would ask that the elected leader of the
most powerful legislative body in the world to
search his conscience and for all of us who
are privileged enough to serve in this body to
do the right thing and support your fellow
Americans in need.

———

RECOGNIZING THE 35TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF BLACK JANUARY

HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, this month,
our friend and partner, the Republic of Azer-
baijan marks the 35th anniversary of “Black
January.”

This period symbolizes the beginning of the
end of Soviet rule over Azerbaijan, an occupa-
tion that lasted for much of the 20th Century.
This was a time of oppression and horror. But
uncowed by the evil of communism, the peo-
ple of Azerbaijan yearned for freedom.

On January 19, 1990, violence erupted in
Azerbaijan’s capital city of Baku where Soviet
troops killed over 100 Azeri demonstrators and
wounded another 700. Undeterred, the people
of Azerbaijan continued their peaceful protests
until  declaring independence from the
U.S.S.R. on October 18, 1991.

| ask my colleagues to join me in observing
the events of Black January in Azerbaijan and
honoring those who lost their lives in pursuit of
freedom. The United States continues to stand
with the people of Azerbaijan and their right to
live free.

———————

HONORING HAROLD GROSS ON HIS
100TH BIRTHDAY

HON. DARREN SOTO

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, born in Berlin, Ger-
many, Harold Gross’ childhood was marked by
resilience and adaptability. His family left Ger-
many when he was 15 years old and resettled
in the Dominican Republic, where he began
learning English. He later spent time in Haiti,
where he picked up French before moving to
the United States and settling in Detroit, Michi-
gan as a teenager.

Gross was drafted into the Army at age 18
in April of 1943 and gained his U.S. citizen-
ship. Trained as an interpreter and interro-
gator, his skills as a German-to-English inter-
preter proved pivotal during World War Il, par-
ticularly in interrogations of German prisoners.

Gross served heroically while assigned to
the Military Intelligence Service during D-Day,
Normandy Beach (1944), France and Ger-
many (1945-1946), and the Nuremberg Trials
(1945-1946).

After his service, Gross returned to the
United States and immersed himself in the
world of breeding horses and horse racing.
His lifelong connection to horses was inspired
by his grandfather in Germany, who was also
in the horse business. Gross bred and trained
racehorses in Michigan, Florida. and Ken-
tucky, achieving significant success.

Gross and his wife Elaine turned their mu-
tual love of horses into a very successful busi-
ness called Boot and Saddle, which sold
horse supplies and medicines for racehorses.
They were married for 44 years until she
passed away in 2002. One of his proudest ac-
complishments was naming a racehorse, Jef-
frey’s Gyro, in honor of their late son Jeffrey,
who passed away at an early age.

Harold Gross’ 100 years are a testament to
resilience, love, and the enduring spirit of a
veteran who has lived life to the fullest. His
story inspires those around him, a beacon of
wisdom and joy.

HONORING DR. AMARJIT SINGH
MARWAH

HON. JUDY CHU

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to honor
and commemorate the life of Dr. Amarjit Singh
Marwah, who passed away on January 7,
2025, at the age of 98, just weeks shy of his
99th birthday. Dr. Marwah was a philan-
thropist, activist, and beloved leader in the
Sikh-American community.

Born in Lahore in 1926, Dr. Marwah came
to the United States on a Fulbright scholarship
in 1950. He earned a Master of Science from
the University of lllinois and a Doctor of Dental
Surgery at Howard University. At the time, he
was the only foreign dentistry student at How-
ard. Dr. Marwah became the first dentist of In-
dian origin in America, establishing himself as
a “dentist to the stars” in Malibu, California.
His patients included Elizabeth Taylor, Sidney
Poitier, and Muhammad Ali.

In 1956, Dr. Marwah served as the Cam-
paign Manager for Dalip Singh Saund when
he ran for the U.S. House of Representatives.
Dr. Marwah worked behind the scenes, out of
public view, explaining: “If | showed my tur-
ban, he wouldn’t get one vote.” Their history-
making campaign was won by only 300 votes,
making Dalip Singh Saund the first Sikh, In-
dian, and Asian American elected to the U.S.
Congress. Dr. Marwah’s work was instru-
mental in opening the doors for future Indian
Americans and Asian Americans in public
service.

As a philanthropist, Dr. Marwah was dedi-
cated to supporting young people and his Sikh
community. His work included establishing the
first Sikh temple in the U.S. after India’s Inde-
pendence from the British, establishing a new
state-of-art dentistry clinic at Howard Univer-
sity, and funding scholarships for over 100 In-
dian American students. He also founded KK
Marwah Girls College in Faridkot, India, which
was named in honor of his late wife, Kuljit K.
Marwah whose contributions were equally sig-
nificant.

Throughout his life, Dr. Marwah was recog-
nized as a leader, activist, and beacon of cul-
tural pride. The City of Los Angeles honored
him by renaming an intersection on Hollywood
Boulevard as Amarjit Singh Marwah Square.
In describing his work, Dr. Marwah remained
characteristically humble, stating it is “a serv-
ice to both my motherland and my adopted
country.”

Dr. Marwah is survived by his children and
a community that mourns his loss and cele-
brates his legacy of perseverance, selfless-
ness, and civic engagement. May his memory
inspire others to follow in his footsteps and
lead a life of generosity and kindness.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF BROTHER RONALD GALLAGHER

HON. MARK DeSAULNIER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to recognize the life and service of Brother
Ronald Gallagher. Ronald was born in Oak-
land, California and grew up in Santa Cruz
and Central California. He later moved to
Napa, California where he attended the Chris-
tian Brothers Juniorate at Mont La Salle. Ron-
ald entered the Novitiate in 1964 then took his

final vows in 1972.
He received his B.A. from Saint Mary’s Col-

lege, his M.A. from San Francisco State Uni-
versity, and his PhD in Comparative Literature
from the University of Washington. Shortly
after earning his Masters, Brother Ron be-
came a teacher, going on to shape genera-
tions of students. He was a devoted educator
and encouraged students to grow both aca-
demically and spiritually. He taught at Saint
Mary’s College High School in Berkeley, Jus-
tin-Siena in Napa, and joined Saint Mary’s
College faculty as a professor of English in the

early 1980s.

Brother Ron was a monumental figure at
Saint Mary’s College and his authenticity and
commitment to faith were evident to all who
knew him. He served as Residence Hall Direc-
tor and Assistant to the President before serv-
ing as the 28th President of Saint Mary’s Col-
lege from 2005 through 2013. During his ten-
ure as President, Ronald spearheaded the
construction of the Kalmanovitz School of
Education building, improvements to Oliver
Hall, and the creation of the Athletics and
Recreation Corridor. He returned to the col-
lege in 2018 as President Emeritus where he
remained involved in campus activities and
continued supporting the college’s mission. In
2023, the college’s newly renovated baseball
facility was named Brother Ronald Gallagher
Stadium in recognition of his outstanding serv-
ice.

Further, Ronald served as Vice Chancellor
of Bethlehem University in Palestine and as
Secretary General of the global Lasallian Insti-
tute. He was a regular attendee at Collegiate
Seminar retreats at the Russian River and
Huntington Lake and started a class at Saint
Mary’s to share his love of Irish literature and
culture with students. Additionaljy, Brother Ron
was known for his sense of humor, love of
sports, and passion for literature.

Sadly, Ronald passed away on January 4,
2025. He will be remembered for his unwaver-
ing commitment to service, education, and his
faith. Please join me in recognizing Brother
Ronald Gallagher for his indelible impact on
our community.

TRIBUTE TO LOUISVILLE METRO
COUNCILMAN JECOREY ARTHUR

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY

OF KENTUCKY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to pay tribute to Louisville Metro Councilman
Jecorey Arthur, whose historic election in 2020
led to him becoming the youngest city legis-
lator in Louisville, Kentucky’s history, and to
honor his unwavering dedication to the citi-
zens of Louisville Metro Council District 4.
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Representing  neighborhoods  including
Butchertown, California, Clifton Heights,
Downtown, Old Louisville, Parkland, Phoenix
Hill, Portland, Russell, and Smoketown, Coun-
cilman Arthur worked tirelessly to uplift his dis-
trict. His investments in youth, arts, financial
literacy, mental health, violence prevention,
and mentoring programs provided essential re-
sources and opportunities for our community.

Councilman Arthur’s leadership has brought
significant improvements to public amenities
such as libraries, community centers, parks,
and affordable housing, while also enhancing
infrastructure through street and alley re-
paving, sidewalk repairs, lighting, and beautifi-
cation efforts. His commitment to community
pride is evident through the annual district
events he has funded, which celebrate the rich
history and culture of his district.

As councilman, he championed innovative
and impactful policies that reflect a deep com-
mitment to equity and justice. From spon-
soring the country’s first anti-displacement law
to proactive rental inspections, protections
against concentrated short-term rentals, and
language access policies, his efforts have cre-
ated a more inclusive and equitable Louisville.

Councilman Arthur’s leadership has also ex-
tended to addressing systemic challenges, in-
cluding supporting federal reparations for de-
scendants of slavery, funding a community
grocery store, and requiring city government
and vendors to accept job applications from
unhoused individuals. These efforts, along
with community benefits agreements and pro-
tections for vulnerable populations, have left a
lasting legacy of progress and opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, Councilman Arthur's service
has uplifted communities, inspired change,
and strengthened the bonds between govern-
ment and the people it serves. | express my
profound gratitude for his dedication, vision,
and tireless efforts to build a brighter future for
all Kentuckians, and | wish him well in his fu-
ture endeavors.housed individuals. These ef-
forts, along with community benefits agree-
ments and protections for vulnerable popu-
lations, have left a lasting legacy of progress
and opportunity.

HONORING JOSEPH DINGMAN
UPON HIS FAREWELL

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor and recognize the distinguished ca-
reer and dedicated service of Mr. Joseph M.
Dingman, who has honorably served as the
Executive Director of Travis Air Force Base in
California. Mr. Dingman has meritoriously
served our country and community for over
three decades.

Mr. Dingman has been a vital leader and
served as the senior civilian advisor to the
commander on both civic and military matters,
overseeing 24 wing agencies that play an es-
sential role in the mission readiness and oper-
ational success of the largest base in Air Mo-
bility Command.

Mr. Dingman graduated from the United
States Air Force Academy in 1995 and has
since devoted his career to excellence in serv-
ice, both in uniform and as a civilian leader.
His military career, which culminated in his re-
tirement in 2015, included key leadership roles
such as Military Assistant to the Department of
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Defense Executive Secretary and a member
of the Secretary of Defense’s Immediate Of-
fice. Over the course of two decades, Mr.
Dingman demonstrated exemplary skill, dedi-
cation, and leadership in positions spanning
levels in the squadron, group, wing, Air Staff
and Department of Defense.

Mr. Dingman’s achievements include his
role as the Chief of Mobility Operations in the
Air Force Executive Action Group. His service
as the Deputy Chief of the Corporate Liaison
Branch was responsible for managing a $119
billion budget. Mr. Dingman also holds distinc-
tion as a McCourt Scholar at Georgetown Uni-
versity’s Public Policy Institute. With over
2,900 hours as a senior pilot in airlift and tank-
er mobility aircraft, he exemplified the highest
standards of professionalism and commitment
to mission success.

In his civilian career, Mr. Dingman has con-
tinued to embody service, leadership, and in-
novation. Over the past five years, he has ex-
celled in various executive positions, fostering
collaboration and advancing organizational ex-
cellence. Mr. Dingman has demonstrated a
passion for entrepreneurship and community
service as a business owner, a founding mem-
ber of the Avalon Institute Leadership Devel-
opment firm, and a dedicated contributor to
numerous community boards and foundations.

As Mr. Dingman transitions from his role at
Travis Air Force Base, we reflect on his ex-
traordinary contributions to our Nation and the
enduring legacy of leadership he leaves be-
hind. His service has been marked by unwav-
ering commitment, exceptional expertise, and
a deep dedication to the mission and people
he served. On behalf of the constituents of
California’s 8th Congressional District, | wish
to extend my sincere gratitude for his many
years of steadfast dedication and tireless serv-
ice to the community and best wishes in all his
new endeavors.

———

COMMEMORATING AZERBAIJAN’S
“BLACK JANUARY”

HON. STEVE COHEN

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate the 35th anniversary of the
“Black January” killings, one of the most tragic
events in Azerbaijan’s history.

On the night of January 20, 1990, approxi-
mately 26,000 Soviet troops stormed Azer-
baijan’s capital city of Baku in tanks and ar-
mored vehicles. The Soviet military bulldozed
innocent Azerbaijanis and opened fire indis-
criminately on peaceful demonstrators, includ-
ing women and children. As a result of these
merciless acts, 147 people were killed, about
800 were injured, 841 were arrested, and five
went missing.

The Human Rights Watch report “Black
January in Azerbaijan” states that “among the
most heinous violations of human rights during
the Baku incursion were the numerous attacks
on medical personnel, ambulances, and even
hospitals.” | offer my thoughts and prayers to
the families of the victims and to those who
gave their lives to help their fellow citizens.
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The United States was one of the first coun-
tries to recognize independence and fully es-
tablished diplomatic relations on February 28,
1992. Today, the United States and Azer-
baijan are still strategic allies and share com-
mon interests in the region and globally.

As the co-chairman of the Congressional
Azerbaijan Caucus, | urge my colleagues to
recognize the sacrifices of the Azerbaijani
people in their steps towards independence
and encourage a recommitment to the demo-
cratic values for which many Azerbaijanis sac-
rificed their lives.

———

RECOGNIZING LOWER MAKEFIELD
CHIEF OF POLICE AND EMER-
GENCY MANAGEMENT COORDI-
NATOR KENNETH D. COLUZZI'S
RETIREMENT

HON. BRIAN K. FITZPATRICK

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to recognize an outstanding constituent of my
district, Lower Makefield Chief of Police and
Emergency Management Coordinator Kenneth
D. Coluzzi who retired on December 31, 2024,
after a distinguished 48-year career in law en-
forcement, including 24 years of dedicated
and faithful service to the citizens of Lower
Makefield, Pennsylvania.

Prior to becoming Chief of Police, Chief
Coluzzi began his career as a police officer in
Philadelphia. Starting out as an officer in the
Transit Unit and moving to the 14th district of
Germantown, he quickly rose through the
ranks as corporal, detective, and then detec-
tive sergeant. Around this time, Chief Coluzzi
was assigned to work with the elite Homicide
Unit showing his dedication to his community
and commitment to justice. Chief Coluzzi
transferred to the Special Investigative Unit
and Fugitive Squad and prior to leaving the
Philadelphia Police Department, he went back
to the Homicide Unit as their Commander.
Throughout his 22 years serving the Philadel-
phia community, he was a well-known pres-
ence in the media, drawing attention to var-
ious high-profile investigations.

Chief Coluzzi has had extensive police train-
ing including attending the Northwestern Uni-
versity School of Staff and Command and the
Pennsylvania State University Police Execu-
tive Management Program . The Chief has a
bachelor’'s degree in business communications
from Chestnut Hill College and holds a mas-
ter's degree in business administration with a
public administration concentration.

In 2000, Chief Coluzzi became the Chief of
Police for the Lower Makefield Police Depart-
ment in Bucks County, Pennsylvania. Under
his leadership, the Lower Makefield Police De-
partment was transformed. Chief Coluzzi
brought new initiatives to the community in-
cluding introducing the use of Narcan to police
officers and advocating for all police agencies
in Bucks County to use Naloxone.

After a dedicated career to law enforcement,
Chief Coluzzi plans to spend time with his wife
Karen, eight children and his thirteen grand-
children. Retirement for Chief Coluzzi means
traveling and spending time fishing at the Jer-
sey Shore,

| wish to congratulate Kenneth on his almost
five decades of service to the citizens of
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Bucks and Philadelphia Counties and on his
well-deserved retirement from the Lower
Makefield Police Department.

——

RECOGNIZING THE TENTH ANNI-
VERSARY GALA HELD IN HONOR
OF THE EPISCOPAL ORDINATION
OF HIS EMINENCE METROPOLI-
TAN APOSTOLOS OF NEW JER-
SEY

HON. FRANK PALLONE, Jr.

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize His Eminence  Metropolitan
Apostolos of New Jersey as he is honored for
his profound devotion to the Greek Orthodox
Church and to the Greek American Commu-
nity. | join the Greek Orthodox Metropolis of
New Jersey as they commemorate the ordina-
tion of His Eminence Metropolitan Apostolos
to the Holy Episcopacy. It is my privilege to
join in celebration during the Metropolitan 10th
Anniversary Gala, His Eminence Metropolitan
Apostolos of New Jersey is truly deserving of
this body’s recognition.

Metropolitan Apostolos began his service to
the Greek Orthodox church on July 28, 1996,
when he was ordained to the Holy Priesthood
and received the Offikion of Archimandrite by
Metropolitan Apostolos of Rhodes. In March of
2000, he continued his theological education
at the Aristotle University of Thessaloniki,
where he was granted the degree of Master of
Divinity. To expand his studies and service
globally, he attended Boston University School
of Theology. His Eminence Metropolitan
Methodios of Boston assigned Archimandrite
Apostolos as the visiting priest at the Annun-
ciation Church in Brockton, Massachusetts.

Archimandrite Apostolos went on to serve
many others throughout the country, including
the  historic parish of St. George in
Southbridge, Massachusetts, the Saints
Anargyroi parish of Marlborough, Massachu-
setts, Metropolis of San Francisco and more.
Notably, Archimandrite Apostolos Koufallakis
was granted the title of honorary president
during his service as the Dean of the historic
Cathedral of St. Demetrios in Astoria by the
president and members of Society of Patmos.
Metropolitan Apostolos was also recognized
for his devotion to the community during the
2008 Greek Independence Day Celebrations
by the President of the Borough of Queens,
New York. His Eminence Archbishop
Demetrios of America appointed Archimandrite
Apostolos Koufallakis as the director of the
Archdiocesan Hellenic Cultural Center.

On July 24, 2023, His Eminence Metropoli-
tan Apostolos upon the recommendation of
His All Holiness, Ecumenical Patriarch Bar-
tholomew was unanimously elected by the
members of the Holy and Sacred Synod of the
Ecumenical Patriarchate as the New Metro-
politan of the Greek Orthodox Metropolis of
New Jersey. His leadership is currently re-
sponsible for parishes in New Jersey, Mary-
land, Pennsylvania, Virginia and Delaware.

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in
congratulating Metropolitan Apostolos on an-
other honorable year of his enthronement. The
continued efforts to honor the Hellenic herit-
age are truly admirable.
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ILLEGITIMATE COURT
COUNTERACTION ACT

SPEECH OF

HON. LATEEFAH SIMON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, January 9, 2025

Ms. SIMON. Mr. Speaker, Congress should
support an impatrtial international criminal jus-
tice system to promote accountability and jus-
tice around the world. Imposing mandatory
sanctions and visa restrictions on foreign indi-
viduals interacting with International Criminal
Court prosecutors is a broad, dangerous ap-
proach, which is why | oppose this bill.

International law is effective only when it ap-
plies to actors and states regardless of who
they are. Weakening and discrediting inves-
tigations into allegations of war crimes and
human rights violations undermines peaceful
tools of resolving and preventing conflicts.

Taking a blanket approach as proposed in
this bill could implicate any foreign individual
who interacts with the ICC and may even pun-
ish people like cafeteria workers and janitors
for simply doing their jobs. Undermining the
rule of law and freedom of speech as this bill
proposes will threaten international justice and
accountability. For those reasons, | oppose
the bill.

——————

HONORING DR. ROZZANA VERDER-
ALIGA UPON HER RETIREMENT

HON. JOHN GARAMENDI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor Dr. Rozzana Verder-Aliga, EDD,
LMFT, on the occasion of her retirement. Dr.
Verder-Aliga’s unwavering commitment to our
community and her remarkable contributions
to Vallejo, Solano County, and beyond have
been invaluable to our community.

For nearly three decades, Dr. Verder-Aliga
has served with distinction as a community or-
ganizer, educator, mental health professional,
and public servant. A role model for aspiring
leaders, especially young women and girls,
she has exemplified the values of representa-
tion, diversity, inclusion, and equity. Her dedi-
cation to serving children, seniors, veterans,
and families in need has been the cornerstone
of her work.

Dr. Verder-Aliga made history as the first
Filipino American woman elected to public of-
fice in Vallejo and Solano County. She began
her public service career on the Vallejo School
Board in 1993, where she served three terms
as Board President during her 12-year tenure.
She later served on the Solano County Board
of Education Area 7, for six years, including a
term as Board President. In 2013, she was
elected to the Vallejo City Council, where she
served for 11 years, earning the distinction of
being the longest-serving Vice Mayor in
Vallejo’s history.

Born in Manila, Philippines, Dr. Verder-Aliga
immigrated to the United States in 1981,
bringing with her a passion for service and a
vision for a better future. She and her hus-
band, Nestor Aliga, a retired U.S. Marine
Corps and Army Colonel, raised three sons,
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all of whom graduated from California public
universities. The Aligas recently welcomed
their first grandchild, Nestor IlI.

As a mental health professional, Dr. Verder-
Aliga dedicated 28 years to Solano County
Behavioral Health, providing critical services to
children, seniors, veterans, and families. It is a
pleasure to celebrate Dr. Rozzana Verder-
Aliga as a trailblazing leader, dedicated public
servant, and champion of equity and em-
powerment. On behalf of the constituents of
California’s 8th Congressional District, | wish
Dr. Verder-Aliga best wishes in her well-
earned retirement and extend my sincere grat-
itude for her many years of service to the
community.

——————

TRIBUTE TO JUDGE GINA KAY
CALVERT

HON. MORGAN McGARVEY

OF KENTUCKY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. MCGARVEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to pay tribute to Judge Gina Kay Calvert in
recognition of her outstanding career in law
and her significant contributions to the legal
system of Kentucky.

Judge Calvert's impressive career began
with twenty years of practice, where she
gained experience as a prosecutor, defense
attorney, civil litigator, and family court attor-
ney. Her extensive background in the legal
field, coupled with her unwavering dedication
to justice, paved the way for her election to
the Jefferson District Court Bench in 2010,
where she was re-elected in 2014. As Juvenile
Court Judge, Judge Calvert served with dis-
tinction, also stepping in as a substitute judge
for Family Court, Circuit Court, and Circuit
Drug Court.

As an Assistant Commonwealth’s Attorney,
Judge Calvert prosecuted some of the most
sensitive and important cases, including phys-
ical and sexual crimes against children and
felony domestic violence. Her 17 years of ex-
perience in Family Court, where she rep-
resented abused and neglected children, indi-
gent parents, and handled divorce, custody,
paternity, and adoption cases, has made her
a respected voice in family law. Judge Cal-
vert’s role as a certified Family Court Mediator
and Parenting Coordinator has further solidi-
fied her reputation as a compassionate and
highly skilled legal professional.

In addition to her service on the bench,
Judge Calvert is actively involved in organiza-
tions such as the Kosair Charities Advisory
Council, the FACE IT movement to end child
abuse, and the National Council of Juvenile
and Family Court Judges. Her commitment to
advancing the welfare of children and families
is evident in both her professional and per-
sonal endeavors.

Judge Calvert has earned the highest praise
and endorsement from her peers, with more
than 90 percent of attorneys rating her as
highly qualified or qualified in the 2016 Louis-
ville Bar Association candidate poll.

Mr. Speaker, Judge Calvert’s lifelong dedi-
cation to justice, children’s advocacy, and the
families of Kentucky has made a lasting im-
pact. | express my deepest appreciation for
her exemplary service and tireless commit-
ment to ensuring justice for all.
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ILLICIT NICOTINE POUCHES FROM
CHINA

HON. DON BACON

OF NEBRASKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
discuss an increasingly alarming problem fac-
ing America’s public health, which is the flow
of unregulated illicit nicotine pouch products.
These fllicit products, most of which are com-
ing from China, avoid FDA regulation, con-
fusing adult consumers seeking safer alter-
natives and retailers, and muddying the waters
for manufacturers that are following the rules.

While enforcement action has largely fo-
cused on e-cigarettes, the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration has paid little attention to illicit
Chinese nicotine pouches and enforcing the
rules—especially when the foreign manufac-
turer failed to apply for FDA authorization.

Congress established the FDA’s Center for
Tobacco Products to regulate the tobacco and
nicotine market. But the FDA has failed to de-
termine which nicotine pouch products should
remain available or be removed, making it dif-
ficult for retailers and consumers to know what
to do.

The FDA must follow the science. By doing
so, the FDA will authorize nicotine pouch
products that are appropriate for the protection
of public health and stem the flow of illicit
products coming in from China.

———

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
YUVAL SHOHAM

HON. RITCHIE TORRES

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. TORRES of New York. Mr. Speaker, we
remember Staff Sergeant Yuval Shoham who
was tragically killed while defending his be-
loved Israel. Yuval, a brave member of the 9th
Battalion of the 401st Brigade of the Israeli
Defense Forces was only 22 years old.

Yuval was the beloved son of Oshrat and
Effie Shoham, former members of Riverdale’s
SAR Academy community, where Yuval was
part of the third-grade class during the 2010-
2011 school year.

Yuval will be remembered not only as a sol-
dier who made the ultimate sacrifice but also
as the child who so eagerly learned and grew.

He will be sorely missed, and may we honor
his courage by continuing to stand in support
of community and the values that he held
dear.

IN MEMORY OF CHUCK LARSEN

HON. JOE WILSON

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, the Midlands of South Carolina is humbled
to remember President Chuck Larsen of the
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Greater Irmo Chamber of Commerce. With his
leadership, the Chamber has been so effective
promoting small businesses for creating jobs
and opportunities, now led by President Kerry
Powers.

| especially appreciate his achievements as
a member of the Chamber evolving from the
Irmo Business and Professional Association.
In 2001, | was grateful to be selected as the
first Irmo Chamber Ambassador of the Year
with my predecessor Armed Services Com-
mittee Chairman Floyd Spence attending.

Celebrating the life of Chuck Larsen, serv-
ices were conducted by Reverend Andrew
Davis of the St. Andrews Presbyterian Church
at Dunbar Funeral Home of Irmo with a
thoughtful eulogy by Don Gilbert of Chapin
and a musical remembrance of “Danny Boy”
by Ted Lightle.

The program of the services featured an in-
spiring obituary,

‘““Charles ‘‘Chuck” Larsen, Sr., 96, passed
away January 5, 2024. Chuck was born in 1928
in Pensacola, Florida to Karl and Alma
Bishop Larsen.

At an early age, Chuck had a radio show
where he performed, sang, and tap danced.
This was the start of his lifetime love of
music and dance. In Chuck’s early twenties,
in the big band era, he started the Chuck
Larsen Band in Pensacola, Florida which
toured in the west Florida area.

Chuck attended Pensacola Junior College
and Furman University before serving in the
Navy and was an Air Force veteran of the
Korean War.

Chuck had a varied career in business and
politics working for Monsanto in South
Carolina and various politicians including
South Carolina senators and governors. He
received numerous awards and commenda-
tions from the South Carolina Senate and
House of Representatives for his service to
the state including the South Carolina Order
of the Palmetto.

Chuck was instrumental in the formation
of the Greater Irmo Chamber of Commerce
and worked with the Chamber for over 20
years. Chuck served as the President and Ex-
ecutive Director of the Greater Irmo Cham-
ber of Commerce and retired at the age of 80.
Chuck was well known in Irmo through his
work with the Greater Irmo Chamber of
Commerce, Okra Strut Festival, and Miss
Irmo pageants. Chuck was commonly known
as “Mr. Irmo.” He picked this up due to his
active support of the Chamber as well as all
the activities in Irmo.

Chuck was preceded in death by his wife of
46 years Merlyne ‘‘Mert’”’ Thornton Larsen;
daughter-in-law Sharon Renee Baker Larsen;
and great-grandson Kage Archer Larsen. He
is survived by sons Charles Lars Larsen, Jr.
(Jamie) and James Karl Larsen; grand-
children Karl (Heather), Kevin (Kristin), Jes-
sica Mitchum (Chase), Kyle (Courtney) and
Justin (Maggie); and great-grandchildren
June Mitchum and Rheese Larsen.

A viewing will be held from 5:00 p.m. until
8:00 pm on Thursday, January 9 at Dunbar
Funeral Home in Irmo, South Carolina. A fu-
neral service will be held Friday, January 10,
2025 at 2 p.m. at the Dunbar Funeral Home
Dutch Fork Chapel in Imo, South Carolina,
7600 Woodrow Street.

In lieu of flowers, the family requests do-
nations to Tunnel to Towers Foundation or
the local Irmo based charity of your choice.”’
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RECOGNIZING 15 YEARS OF SELF-
LESS SERVICE OF THE NA-
TIONAL CEMETERY HONOR
GUARD

HON. BRIAN K. FITZPATRICK

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, January 15, 2025

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to recognize the Guardians of the National
Cemetery Honor Guard, an extraordinary
group comprised solely of volunteer veterans
who have dedicated themselves to honoring
our nation’s heroes. Since 2010, these selfless
individuals have conducted over 23,000 mili-
tary honors at Washington Crossing National
Cemetery, ensuring that every veteran laid to
rest receives the dignity, respect, and recogni-
tion they so rightfully deserve for their service
to our country.

The Guardians’ commitment extends far be-
yond their daily military honors. They have
played an integral role in outreach efforts,
working tirelessly to inform the public about
the mission of Washington Crossing National
Cemetery and the essential services available
to veterans and their families. Through their
generosity, they have funded promotional vid-
eos highlighting the cemetery’s importance.
These videos, aired on public access net-
works, have helped foster community aware-
ness and engagement, furthering support for
this sacred space.

Their dedication goes beyond Washington
Crossing National Cemetery. The Guardians
provide military honors for veterans interred in
private cemeteries upon request, dem-
onstrating their profound respect for all vet-
erans, regardless of where they are laid to
rest. This unwavering commitment is a testa-
ment to their honor, compassion, and belief in
the sacredness of military service.

In addition to their ceremonial duties, the
Guardians have left a lasting legacy through
their contributions to Washington Crossing Na-
tional Cemetery. They were instrumental in se-
curing donations for significant monuments, in-
cluding the Gold Star Monument—the first of
its kind dedicated to a national cemetery—and
the General George Washington in Prayer
Monument. Their efforts also brought forth a
commemorative garden honoring the 100th
anniversary of the Tomb of the Unknown Sol-
dier and a United States Flag Rock Garden.
Moreover, their dedication to the maintenance
of the Avenue of Flags ensures that the ceme-
tery remains a place of reverence and pride
for generations to come.

Beyond their contributions to the cemetery,
the Guardians serve as a vital bridge con-
necting the Veterans Administration, veterans,
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their families, and the broader community.
They offer critical support to veterans in need,
cultivating a network of compassion and care
throughout Southeastern Pennsylvania. Their
unwavering efforts underscore the profound
importance of service, community, and soli-
darity, leaving an enduring impact that cannot
be overstated.

For their tireless dedication, extraordinary
service, and contributions to preserving the
memory and honoring the legacy of our Na-
tion’s veterans. | am proud to recognize and
honor the Guardians of the National Cemetery
Honor Guard. These volunteer veterans em-
body the highest ideals of service, bringing
great honor not only to themselves but also to
the veterans they serve and the country they
so proudly defended.

———

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4,
agreed to by the Senate of February 4,
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference.
This title requires all such committees
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose
of the meetings, when scheduled and
any cancellations or changes in the
meetings as they occur.

As an additional procedure along
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest will prepare this information for
printing in the Extensions of Remarks
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
on Monday and Wednesday of each
week.

Meetings scheduled for Thursday,
January 16, 2025 may be found in the
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD.

MEETINGS SCHEDULED

JANUARY 17

9 a.m.
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs
To hold hearings to examine the ex-
pected nomination of Kristi Noem, to
be Secretary of Homeland Security.
SD-342

JANUARY 20

Time to be announced
Select Committee on Intelligence
Closed business meeting to consider
pending intelligence matters.
TBA

E37

3:15 p.m.
Committee on Foreign Relations
Business meeting to consider the ex-
pected nomination of Marco A. Rubio,
of Florida, to be Secretary of State.
S-116

JANUARY 21

Time to be announced
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
To hold hearings to examine the ex-
pected nomination of Douglas A. Col-
lins, to be Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs.
SR-418
10 a.m.
Committee on Foreign Relations
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Elise M. Stefanik, of New York,
to be the Representative of the United
States of America to the United Na-
tions, with the rank and status of Am-
bassador, and the Representative of the
United States of America in the Secu-
rity Council of the United Nations and
the Representative of the TUnited
States of America to the Sessions of
the General Assembly of the United
Nations, during her tenure of service as
Representative of the United States of
America to the United Nations.
SD-419
Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions
Organizational business meeting to con-
sider committee rules for the 119th
Congress, and other pending calendar
business.
SD-562

JANUARY 22

10 a.m.
Committee on the Budget
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Russell T. Vought, of Virginia,
to be Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget.
SD-608
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation
Business meeting to consider the nomi-
nation of Sean Patrick Duffy, of Wis-
consin, to be Secretary of Transpor-

tation.
SR-253
JANUARY 23
10 a.m.
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Brooke Rollins, of Texas, to be
Secretary of Agriculture.

SD-106
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Senate

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S159-8196

Measures Introduced: Thirteen bills and two reso-
lutions were introduced, as follows: S. 6, 94—-105, S.
Res. 27, and S. Con. Res. 5. Pages S185-86

Measures Passed:

Congratulating the North Dakota State Univer-
sity Bison Football Team: Senate agreed to S. Res.
27, congratulating the North Dakota State Univer-
sity Bison football team for winning the 2024 Na-
tional Collegiate Athletic Association Division I
Football Championship Subdivision title.  Page S$196

Measures Considered:

Laken Riley Act—Agreement: Senate continued
consideration of S. 5, to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody aliens who
have been charged in the United States with theft,
taking action on the following amendments and mo-
tion proposed thereto: Pages S161-82

Adopted:

By 70 yeas to 25 nays (Vote No. 3), Cornyn/Budd
Amendment No. 14 (to Amendment No. 8), to ex-
pand the list of criminal offenses that subject inad-
missible aliens to mandatory detention. Page S181

Rejected:

By 46 yeas to 49 nays (Vote No. 4), Coons
Amendment No. 23, to strike the section that au-
thorizes State attorneys general to sue Federal immi-
gration authorities for alleged violations relating to
the detention of aliens. Page S182

Pending:

Thune (for Ernst/Grassley) Amendment No. 8, to
include crimes resulting in death or serious bodily
injury to the list of offenses that, if committed by
an inadmissible alien, require mandatory detention.

Page S161

A motion was entered to close further debate on
the bill, and, in accordance with the provisions of
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate, a
vote on cloture will occur on Friday, January 17,
2025. Page S182

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the bill at ap-

D40

proximately 12 noon, on Thursday, January 16,
2025. Page S196

Message from the President: Senate received the
following messages from the President of the United
States:

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
the issuance of an Executive Order in order to take
additional steps with respect to the national emer-
gency with respect to the situation in and in relation
to Syria declared in Executive Order 13894 of Octo-
ber 14, 2019; which was referred to the Committee
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. (PM-0)

Page S184

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
continuation of the national emergency that was
originally declared in Executive Order 14064 of Feb-
ruary 11, 2022, with respect to the widespread hu-
manitarian crisis in Afghanistan; which was referred
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban

Affairs. (PM-7) Page S184
Messages from the House: Page S184
Measures Referred: Page S184

Measures Read the First Time: Pages S184, S196

Executive Communications: Pages S184-85

Additional Cosponsors: Page S186

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions:
Pages S186-87

Additional Statements: Pages S183-84

Amendments Submitted: Pages S187-95

Authorities for Committees to Meet:
Pages S195-96

Record Votes: Two record votes were taken today.
(Total—4) Pages S181-82

Adjournment: Senate convened at 12 noon and ad-
journed at 7:09 p.m., until 12 noon on Thursday,
January 16, 2025. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on
page S196.)
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Committee Meetings

(Committees not listed did not meet)

NOMINATION

Committee on  Commerce, Science, and Transportation:
Committee concluded a hearing to examine the ex-
pected nomination of Sean Duffy, of Wisconsin, to
be Secretary of Transportation, after the nominee,
who was introduced by Senators Johnson and Bald-
win, testified and answered questions in his own be-

half.
NOMINATION

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Committee
concluded a hearing to examine the expected nomi-
nation of Chris Wright, to be Secretary of Energy,
after the nominee, who was introduced by Senators
Hickenlooper and Hoeven, testified and answered
questions in his own behalf.

NOMINATION

Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded
a hearing to examine the expected nomination of
Marco A. Rubio, of Florida, to be Secretary of State,
after the nominee, who was introduced by Senator
Scott (FL), testified and answered questions in his
own behalf.

NOMINATION

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
Jairs: Committee concluded a hearing to examine the
expected nomination of Russell Vought, to be Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, after the
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nominee testified and answered questions in his own

behalf.
NOMINATION

Committee on the Judiciary: Committee began hearings
to examine the expected nomination of Pamela Jo
Bondi, to be Attorney General, Department of Jus-
tice. The nominee, who was introduced by Senators
Scott (FL) and Schmitt, testified and answered ques-
tions in her own behalf, but the Committee did not
complete action thereon. Hearing recessed subject to
the call and will meet again at 10:15 a.m., on

Thursday, January 16, 2025.
NOMINATION

Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee concluded
open and closed hearings to examine the expected
nomination of John L. Ratcliffe, to be the Director
of the Central Intelligence Agency, after the nomi-
nee, who was introduced by former Senator Ashcroft,
testified and answered questions in his own behalf.

IMPROVING WELLNESS AMONG SENIORS

Special Committee on Aging: Committee concluded a
hearing to examine improving wellness among sen-
iors, focusing on setting a standard for the American
Dream, after receiving testimony from Bill
Prummell, Florida Sheriffs Association, Punta Gorda,
Florida; Maria Alvarez, New York StateWide Senior
Action Council, Inc., Long Island City, New York;
Dawn Carr, Florida State University Claude Pepper
Center, Tallahassee; and Susan L. Hughes, University
of Illinois Center for Research on Health and Aging,
Chicago.

House of Representatives

Chamber Action

Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 66 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 404-469; and 8 resolutions, H.J. Res.
19-20; and H. Res. 42-47, were introduced.

Pages H182-86
Additional Cosponsors: Page H187
Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today.

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he
appointed Representative De La Cruz to act as
Speaker pro tempore for today. Page H151

Recess: The House recessed at 11:03 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 p.m. Page H158

Recess: The House recessed at 12:20 p.m. and re-
convened at 1 p.m. Page H160

United States-Taiwan Expedited Double-Tax
Relief: The House passed H.R. 33, to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide special rules
for the taxation of certain residents of Taiwan with
income from sources within the United States, by a
yea-and-nay vote of 423 yeas to 1 nay, Roll No. 15.

Pages H160-68, H170

H. Res. 5, the rule providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 33), was agreed to on Friday, January
3, 2025.

Recess: The House recessed at 1:39 p.m. and recon-
vened at 4 p.m. Page H168
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Suspensions—Proceedings Resumed: The House
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following
measures. Consideration began Monday, January
13¢h:

Promoting Opportunities to Widen Electrical
Resilience: H.R. 164, to amend the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act
to authorize Federal agencies to provide certain es-
sential assistance for hazard mitigation for electric
utilities, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 419 yeas to
2 nays, Roll No. 13 and Pages H168—69

Tennessee Valley Authority Salary Trans-
parency: HR. 144, to provide that the Federal Re-
ports Elimination and Sunset Act of 1995 does not
apply to certain reports required to be submitted by
the Tennessee Valley Authority, by a 2/3 yea-and-
nay vote of 423 yeas with none voting “nay”’, Roll
No. 14. Pages H169-70

Committee Elections: The House agreed to H. Res.
42, electing Members to certain standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives.  Pages H170-71

Providing for the Attendance of the House at
the Inaugural Ceremonies: The House agreed to
H. Res. 43, providing for the attendance of the
House at the Inaugural Ceremonies of the President
and Vice President of the United States. Page H171

Committee Elections: The House agreed to H. Res.
44, electing Members to certain standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives. Page H171

Meeting Hour: Agreed by unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet
at 9 a.m. on Thursday, January 16th. Page H171

Presidential Message: Read a message from the
President wherein he notified Congress that the na-
tional emergency declared with respect to the wide-
spread humanitarian crisis in Afghanistan and the
potential for a deepening economic collapse in Af-
ghanistan is to continue in effect beyond February
11, 2025—referred to the Committees on Foreign
Affairs and Financial Services and ordered to be
printed (H. Doc. 119-11). Page H171

Presidential Message: Read a message from the
President wherein he notified Congress of an Execu-
tive Order taking additional steps with respect to
the national emergency declared in Executive Order
13894 of October 14, 2019 (Blocking Property and
Suspending Entry of Certain Persons Contributing to
the Situation in Syria)—referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed (H.
Doc. 119-12). Pages H171-72

Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear
on pages H168-69, H169, and H170.
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Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:23 p.m.

Committee Meetings

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Armed Services: Full Committee held an
organizational meeting. The Committee adopted its
Rules, Procedures, Authorization and Oversight
Plan, and Staff Roster for the 119th Congress.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Education and Workforce: Full Committee
held an organizational meeting. The Committee
adopted its Rules and Oversight Plan for the 119th
Congress.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee
held an organizational meeting. The Committee
adopted its Rules and Subcommittee Jurisdictions
for the 119th Congress.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee held an
organizational meeting. The Committee adopted its
Rules and Subcommittee Assignments for the 119th
Congress.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Full
Committee held a hearing entitled “The Stay-at-
Home Federal Workforce: Another Biden-Harris

Legacy”. Testimony was heard from public witnesses.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Full
Committee held an organizational meeting. The
Committee adopted its Rules for the 119th Con-

gress.

AMERICA BUILDS: THE STATE OF THE
NATION’S TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
Committee on  Transportation and Infrastructure: Full
Committee held a hearing entitled “America Builds:
the State of the Nation’s Transportation System’.
Testimony was heard from Jeff Landry, Governor,
Louisiana; and public witnesses.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.
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COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY,
JANUARY 16, 2025

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: to
hold hearings to examine the expected nomination of Eric
Scott Turner, to be Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, 10 a.m., SD-538.

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold heat-
ings to examine the expected nomination of Doug
Burgum, to be Secretary of the Interior, 10 a.m.,
SD-366.

Committee on Environment and Public Works: to hold hear-
ings to examine the expected nomination of Lee M.
Zeldin, to be Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 10 a.m., SD—406.

Committee on Finance: to hold hearings to examine the
expected nomination of Scott Bessent, to be Secretary of
the Treasury, 10:30 a.m., SD-215.
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Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs:
to hold hearings to examine Remain in Mexico; to be im-
mediately followed by a business meeting to consider an
original resolution expressing the sense of the Senate that
the President of the United States possesses the authority
under current law to take immediate and necessary action
to secure the southwest border of the United States, and
committee rules of procedure, 9 a.m., SD-342.

Committee on the Judiciary: to continue hearings to ex-
amine the expected nomination of Pamela Jo Bondi, to
be Attorney General, Department of Justice, 10:15 a.m.,
SH-216.

House

Committee on  Rules, Full Committee, organizational
meeting, 10 a.m., H-313 Capitol.

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Full Committee, organi-
zational meeting, 9 a.m., 360 Cannon.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE
12 noon, Thursday, January 16

Senate Chamber

Program for Thursday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of S. 5, Laken Riley Act. The filing deadline for

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
9 a.m., Thursday, January 16

House Chamber

Program for Thursday: Consideration of H.R. 30—Pre-
venting Violence Against Women by Illegal Aliens Act.

first degree amendments is at 1 p.m.
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