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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———

PRAYER

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

prayer:
Sovereign God, it is You who
searches our hearts, examines our

minds, and tests our spirits. And in so
doing, You know us intimately and
completely. You know when we sit
down and when we rise. You perceive
our thoughts even before we have
voiced them. Before a word is on our
tongue, You, O Lord, know it com-
pletely.

Such knowledge is both over-
whelming and comforting. May we
come to understand and accept that
even knowing us as well as You do, You
love us anyway. When we are grieved
by various trials, may we trust that
You will perceive the genuineness of
our faith.

Even gold perishes when it is tested
by fire. Remind us again, and all those
who are overwhelmed by disaster and
destruction, warfare, and ill will, that
in Your esteem, we, as Your children,
are much more precious than the most
valuable treasure on Earth.

In all things, may we find it within
our hearts, minds, and spirits, even in
the face of the harshest of tests, to
bring praise and honor to You and pro-
claim our belief that Your powerful
hand directs our lives.

In Your enduring name we pray.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

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

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

————
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

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

———

GEORGIA AND AMERICA ARE
VALUED PARTNERS

(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 nation of Georgia and
America are valued partners. Geor-
gians served with Americans in the
global war on terrorism. Sadly, Geor-
gia faces a threat to its freedom.

In October, a scheming dictator,
backed by war criminal Putin, the Chi-
nese Communist Party, and the Iranian
regime, rigged an election.

Salome Zourabichvili, the legitimate
President of Georgia, is courageously
standing with protesters and peacefully
demanding free and fair elections.

I reintroduced the bipartisan
MEGOBARI Act to sanction those at-
tacking freedom.

Additionally, there is legislation to
prohibit recognizing the illegitimate
regime.

I am grateful that at my invitation,
President Zourabichvili will attend the
inauguration of President Donald
Trump.

In conclusion, God bless our troops as
the global war on terrorism continues.

Open borders for dictators puts 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.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Senator
MARCO RUBIO on prevailing at the con-
firmation hearing yesterday I at-
tended, which was so positively con-
ducted by Chairman JIM RISCH and
Ranking Member JEANNE SHAHEEN.

———

CALIFORNIANS DESERVE THE
SAME DISASTER RELIEF WITH-
OUT ANY POLITICAL STRINGS
ATTACHED

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

Mr. TRAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ex-
press my deepest sympathies to the
residents of Los Angeles County and
Ventura County who have been im-
pacted by the devastating wildfires in
southern California. I deeply appre-
ciate the firefighters, first responders,
and local leaders who have been work-
ing tirelessly to battle these fires.

I was proud to join bipartisan Mem-
bers of the California delegation in
urging President Biden to grant a
major disaster declaration for our
State. These funds are urgently needed
to help families that have lost every-
thing in the wake of these wildfires.

I am truly appalled that some in Con-
gress are seeking to impose political
conditions on aid for wildfire victims
in their time of need. It is cruel, and it
is just not right.

What is more, I am here to remind all
of my colleagues that California con-
tributes far more in Federal tax rev-
enue than it receives back in spending.

Mr. Speaker, in times of crisis, my
home State has always been there to
support other States unconditionally.
Californians deserve the same disaster
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relief without any political strings at-
tached. Time is of the essence.

————

RECOGNIZING LOCAL BROAD-
CASTING LEGEND KEN THOMAS

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

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the career and con-
tributions of Brainerd, Minnesota,
broadcasting legend, Ken Thomas.

Ken’s broadcasting journey began in
1978 at the WMIN radio station in Ma-
plewood, Minnesota.

Ken then moved to the Brainerd
Lakes area where he spent the next
four decades hosting the morning show
on WJJY-FM.

Ken has had a number of different
morning show partners, but for the
past 20 years, he has shared the micro-
phone with his current cohost, Tess
Taylor.

Together, Ken and Tess have been
the trusted voices that many in the
Brainerd area listen to as they enjoy
their morning cup of coffee and drive
to work.

Ken’s joyful and quick-witted com-
mentary even made him a recipient of
the National Association of Broad-
casters Marconi Radio Award for Small
Market Personality of the Year in 2017.

Ken’s legacy goes beyond the micro-
phone. He is a longtime supporter of
the Brainerd Lakes Area Walk to End
Alzheimer’s and works as a member of
the Sertoma service organization. Ad-
ditionally, every Thanksgiving, he vol-
unteers to serve meals at the local le-
gion.

As Ken enters retirement, I hope he
finds time to enjoy everything he loves
about Brainerd, which includes his lov-
ing family, his fellow members of The
District cover band, Norman’s Bait &
Tackle Choir, and the tight-knit com-
munity he helped shape.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Ken. He
will be missed from the airwaves, but
he has earned this next chapter.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF JOSE ADAN TREVINO

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

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor the life and legacy
of Jose Adan Trevino.

Born in Brownsville, Texas, Adan
began his career as a pharmacist in the
East End community of Houston in my
district, meeting the community’s
needs while growing his business.

This theme carried throughout his
life.

In 1977, he founded KXLN, Houston’s
first Spanish-language TV station,
later becoming Univision Houston, and
earning him the title of ‘“Father of
Spanish-Language Television.”

We helped start the Houston Hispanic
Chamber of Commerce together, which
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grew to be one of the largest in the
country.

He was even named one of the 100
most influential Hispanics in America.

Adan’s greatest title wasn’t media
mogul, businessman, or chairman. It
was daddy and granddaddy. He adored
his daughters, Cynthia and Glorianna,
and his grandchildren, Jessica, Lauren,
Adam, and Blake. His love for them
was his proudest achievement and his
most enduring legacy.

Mr. Speaker, we will miss Adan’s
warmth, his friendship, and his belief
in a better tomorrow for all.

————
NATIONAL MILK DAY

(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 before you today to
recognize a special day for our dairy
farmers, National Milk Day.

National Milk Day originates back to
January 11, 1878, when milk was first
delivered in glass bottles in the United
States.

Milk is consumed by millions of
Americans every year because not only
is it delicious but it also provides key
nutrients like calcium, potassium, and
other vitamins.

This is one of the reasons I am so
thankful for the passing of my bill in
the 118th Congress, the Whole Milk for
Healthy Kids Act of 2023, which will
provide key nutrients to children in
schools nationwide.

Milk is also very important to my
home State of Pennsylvania. The Penn-
sylvania dairy industry alone gen-
erates 52,000 jobs and $14.2 billion in
revenue annually in the State.

Furthermore, Pennsylvania is ranked
second nationally in number of dairy
farms. I am so proud of all that they
have accomplished.

Mr. Speaker, as a descendent of a
long line of dairy farmers, let’s raise a
glass in honor of our dairy farmers who
work around the clock to bring fresh,
nutritious, and delicious milk to our
tables every single day.

———

NO CONDITIONS ON DISASTER AID
FOR CALIFORNIA

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise on behalf of thousands
of California wildfire survivors.

My district knows too well the devas-
tation survivors of the southern Cali-
fornia fires are facing. People have lost
everything, and not just their homes
and their belongings, but family mem-
bers and friends.

We must bring the full force of the
Federal Government to aid these vic-
tims, and we must do it without any
conditions. Full stop.

We didn’t put conditions on our Fed-
eral aid when Louisiana was ravaged
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by Hurricane Katrina, when commu-
nities from Florida and North Carolina
were swamped by Hurricane Helene,
when Iowa faced destruction from high
winds and flooding, when a train de-
railed in Ohio polluting local water-
ways and the air, or when Hurricane
Harvey hit Texas.

This time should be no different. We
are the Congress of the United States
of America. Americans are in trouble,
and when they need us, we need to be
there.

———

CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES
BOARD PULLED BACK ITS CLEAN
AIR ACT WAIVER

(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, Cali-
fornia had at least one piece of wel-
come news. The typically out-of-con-
trol California Air Resources Board has
decided to pull back on some really
overreaching truck and train regula-
tions.

CARB, as it is known, an unelected
body appointed by Governor Gavin
Newsom, has decided to withdraw a
Clean Air Act waiver to the EPA for
both the Advanced Clean Fleet and In-
Use Locomotive Regulation rules.

The Advanced Clean Fleet and loco-
motive rules were unrealistic from the
start. The technology doesn’t even
exist on a market basis to run these
trucks and trains, so maybe California
should just be an island unto its own
without these delivery devices.

It would have placed an unnecessary
financial burden on the businesses, the
consumers, and the economy as a
whole in my home State.

President Trump has long been out-
spoken against regulatory overreach
such as this. It is encouraging to see
California finally getting a clue on
that and beginning to follow that kind
of thinking.

Governor Newsom’s appointees at
CARB have been responsible for push-
ing many of these costly mandates in
some of our other States. Even this
Congress sometimes looks at emu-
lating those to the detriment of con-
sumers, like taking away their stoves,
taking away their cars, the whole
works.

Mr. Speaker, it is time they start
considering the real-world impact. At
least this go around, maybe because of
pressure coming from here, they pulled
back and got this one right.

————
O 0915

REMEMBERING VINCENT FORT

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

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, Atlanta
and the State of Georgia have lost one
of our greatest champions. My con-
stituent, State senator, and former mi-
nority whip Vincent Fort, passed away
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at the age of 68 after a long battle with
cancer.

Known as the people’s champion, he
took up causes like saving Grady Hos-
pital, authoring Georgia’s first
antihate crime laws, and saving peo-
ple’s homes from predatory lenders. He
was always there, fighting for the least
of these.

After the murder of my son, Senator
Fort was the very first elected official
to invite me to share my story of Jor-
dan at our State Capitol. He didn’t
know me then, but he knew that what
happened to Jordan was wrong and
that our story needed to be told. That
is just the kind of man that he was.

May we all be so lucky to reflect on
our lives and say: I have fought the
good fight; I have finished the race; I
have kept the faith. I know Vincent’s
family can say this of him.

My heart is with the children that he
loved so very much—Zan, Chloe, and
Zoe—and with those who knew him
best. He will be deeply missed.

———

HONORING THE EXTRAORDINARY
LIFE OF COLONEL PERRY DAHL

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to honor the extraordinary
life and service of Colonel Perry Dahl,
one of the last World War II fighter
aces, who passed away on December 2,
2024, in Tampa, Florida, at the age of
101.

Throughout his 37-year career in the
U.S. Army and U.S. Air Force, Colonel
Dahl left behind a legacy of courage,
sacrifice, and commitment to our Na-
tion.

Colonel Dahl enlisted in the Wash-
ington National Guard in 1940, and in
1944 became an ace where he went on to
fly numerous World War II missions,
defending fellow pilots, and surviving
capture from adversary forces.

He displayed immense courage and
perseverance during a mission that
earned him the Silver Star, the United
States Armed Forces’ third-highest
military decoration for valor in com-
bat.

After World War II, Dahl continued
his distinguished service, eventually
retiring at the rank of colonel in 1978.
In recognition of his heroic service,
Colonel Dahl has since received numer-
ous accolades, including the distin-
guished Bronze Star, the Air Medal,
and the 2015 Congressional Gold Medal.

It is my privilege to honor the life of
Colonel Dahl, a decorated veteran and
true American hero in the 15th District
of Florida. His legacy lives on in the
lives he protected and the freedoms he
fought to preserve.

May Colonel Dahl rest in peace and
may his story continue to inspire for
generations to come.

———
CALIFORNIA DISASTER AID

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

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, my heart
breaks for the people in southern Cali-
fornia who have lost their loved ones,
their homes, memories, everything
they own, and entire neighborhoods in
these devastating fires.

Congress needs to send aid and help
those suffering immediately, and it
should not be controversial. Yet here
we are, with Republican leadership re-
fusing to help those in need and want-
ing to put conditions on lifesaving dis-
aster aid. It is unprecedented and sim-
ply cruel to politicize this tragedy.

These are the same folks that refuse
to put conditions on aid to foreign gov-
ernments like Israel that are commit-
ting genocide right now, but they want
to condition lifesaving aid for fellow
Americans who are victims of climate
disaster.

Think about that for a moment. Tens
of thousands of people right here at
home have been displaced, many of
whom won’t get the help they need
from greedy insurance companies. Dev-
astated families should not be pawns in
their political games.

———

PREVENTING VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN BY ILLEGAL ALIENS ACT

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 5, I call
up the bill (H.R. 30) to amend the Im-
migration and Nationality Act to pro-
vide that aliens who have been con-
victed of or who have committed sex
offenses or domestic violence are inad-
missible and deportable, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WIED). Pursuant to House Resolution 5,
the bill is considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 30

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Preventing
Violence Against Women by Illegal Aliens
Act”.

SEC. 2. INADMISSIBILITY AND DEPORTABILITY
RELATED TO SEX OFFENSES, DO-

MESTIC VIOLENCE, STALKING,
CHILD ABUSE, OR VIOLATION OF
PROTECTION ORDER.

(a) INADMISSIBILITY.—Section 212(a)(2) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1182(a)(2)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘(J) SEX OFFENSES.—Any alien who has
been convicted of, who admits having com-
mitted, or who admits committing acts
which constitute the essential elements of a
sex offense (as such term is defined in sec-
tion 111(5) of the Adam Walsh Child Protec-
tion and Safety Act of 2006 (3¢ U.S.C.
20911(5))), or a conspiracy to commit such an
offense, is inadmissible.

“(K) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, STALKING, CHILD
ABUSE, OR VIOLATION OF PROTECTION ORDER.—
Any alien who has been convicted of, who ad-
mits having committed, or who admits com-
mitting acts which constitute the essential
elements of—

‘(i) a crime of domestic violence (as such
term is defined in section 237(a)(2)(E));
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‘‘(ii) a crime of stalking;

‘“(iii) a crime of child abuse, child neglect,
or child abandonment; or

‘“(iv) a crime of violating the portion of a
protection order (as such term is defined in
section 237(a)(2)(E)) that involves protection
against credible threats of violence, repeated
harassment, or bodily injury to the person or
persons for whom the protection order was
issued,
is inadmissible.”’.

(b) DEPORTABILITY.—Section 237(a)(2) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1227(a)(2)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (E)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘CRIMES
AGAINST CHILDREN AND’’ and inserting ‘AND
CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN’’; and

(B) in clause (i), by inserting before the pe-
riod at the end the following ‘‘, and includes
any crime that constitutes domestic vio-
lence, as such term is defined in section
40002(a) of the Violent Crime Control and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C.
12291(a)), regardless of whether the jurisdic-
tion receives grant funding under that Act’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(G) SEX OFFENSES.—Any alien who has
been convicted of a sex offense (as such term
is defined in section 111(5) of the Adam Walsh
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 (34
U.S.C. 20911(5))) or a conspiracy to commit
such an offense, is deportable.”.

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 gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
LEE) and the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. RASKIN) each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. LEE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. LEE of Florida. 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 insert extraneous material
on H.R. 30.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
30, the Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act.

Over the past 4 years, President
Biden and border czar Vice President
KAMALA HARRIS have allowed millions
of unvetted illegal aliens into the
United States. At the same time that
they facilitated the collapse of our
southwest border, President Biden and
Vice President HARRIS abandoned any
semblance of interior immigration en-
forcement.

In a September 2021 memo, the
Biden-Harris administration made en-
forcement more difficult for Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement officers.
In training materials obtained by the
Judiciary Committee and published in
a staff report last year, DHS failed to
answer seemingly clear-cut questions
such as whether an alien who served a
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20-year drug-related prison sentence or
an alien who discharged a firearm out-
side of a police station should be prior-
ities for arrest and deportation.

Until the Trump administration can
change them, those are the training
materials required for all of ICE’s en-
forcement personnel nationwide. In-
stead of making clear that ICE officers
should carry out their duties to remove
criminal aliens from American streets,
the Biden-Harris administration in-
structed ICE officers to develop a full
profile of a criminal alien before decid-
ing whether to arrest someone who is
in the country illegally.

In the training examples, that in-
cluded determining whether an illegal
alien has high blood pressure or is a
caregiver. The Biden-Harris adminis-
tration’s immigration absurdity ap-
pears to know no bounds.

In a transcribed interview with the
Judiciary Committee, a former top ICE
official admitted that the Biden-Harris
administration’s policies have made
immigration enforcement more dan-
gerous for ICE officers, more difficult
to carry out, and less efficient overall.

The ICE official even acknowledged
that because of the border crisis, fewer
ICE officers are available to track
down public safety and national secu-
rity threats because they are left to do
border administration-related tasks.

The consequences of these policies
are not hypotheticals or simply num-
bers. They are a reality for families
across the country, and they are em-
blematic of the Biden-Harris adminis-
tration’s war on women.

Last September, the Judiciary Com-
mittee heard from three mothers whose
daughters were brutally assaulted and
murdered by illegal aliens welcomed
into the country by President Biden
and Vice President KAMALA HARRIS.

Tammy Nobles recounted how Joe
Biden and KAMALA HARRIS released
into the country the MS-13 gang mem-
ber who went on to murder and sexu-
ally assault her daughter, Kayla Ham-
ilton. The killer later admitted to four
additional murders and two additional
rapes.

Patty Morin told how an illegal alien
raped and strangled her daughter, Ra-
chel, and then stuffed her body into a
drainpipe. The alleged murderer en-
tered the country through border czar
KAMALA HARRIS’® wide-open southwest
border.

Alexis Nungaray spoke about how
Joe Biden and KAMALA HARRIS released
at the border the two illegal aliens who
went on to viciously assault and mur-
der her 12-year-old daughter, Jocelyn.
Ms. Nungaray said she had no clothing
from the waist down. Her hands and
her ankles were tied, and she was
thrown under the bridge in the water
like she was nothing but garbage.

Victim advocate April Aguirre also
told the tragic story of 1ll-year-old
Maria Gonzalez. The Biden-Harris ad-
ministration released her alleged mur-
derer into the United States. Just 7
months later, the illegal alien as-
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saulted and killed Maria, wrapped her
body in a trash bag, and stuffed her in
a laundry basket that he shoved under-
neath his bed.

These are not isolated incidents. In
February 2024, an illegal alien was ar-
rested in Alabama for allegedly raping
a 14-year-old girl who could not con-
sent to the intercourse, as she was
physically helpless or mentally inca-
pacitated.

In April 2024, an illegal alien was ar-
rested in Indiana for allegedly break-
ing into a Michigan mobile home park
and sexually assaulting two young
girls.

In May 2024, authorities arrested a 20-
year-old illegal alien for allegedly
snatching an 1l-year-old girl off the
street in front of her Lake Worth, Flor-
ida, home and sexually assaulting her.
According to local officials, the Guate-
malan national crossed the U.S.-Mex-
ico border in early January 2024, made
his way to Florida shortly thereafter,
and does not have an immigration
court date until 2027.

Just earlier this month, ICE arrested
a Dominican national who had been
charged with assault to rape, kidnap-
ping, and indecent assault. The illegal
alien crossed the border in January
2023 and was placed on alternatives to
detention.

That is Joe Biden and KAMALA HAR-
RIS’ immigration legacy: more
unvetted aliens released into American
communities, more criminal aliens on
American streets, and more Americans
endangered by radical, reckless poli-
cies. Thankfully, the American people
have voted to end this nightmare.

The Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act is just one
of many bills Republicans have pro-
posed that will help close immigration
loopholes, reverse the disastrous poli-
cies of the Biden-Harris administra-
tion, and implement President Trump’s
immigration enforcement agenda.

The Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act makes
crystal clear that illegal aliens who
commit sex offenses are inadmissible
to and removable from the United
States. The bill also fixes a discrep-
ancy in current law by creating a
ground of inadmissibility for domestic
violence to mirror the existing ground
of removability for the same offenses.

In addition, H.R. 30 expands the cur-
rent ground of removability for domes-
tic violence by cross-referencing an ex-
isting statutory definition for sex of-
fenses. Although many aliens can al-
ready be found inadmissible to or re-
movable from the United States for
certain sex offenses and domestic vio-
lence offenses, this bill expands and
clarifies the conduct for which an alien
can be found removable from the coun-
try.

The time is now to take seriously the
danger of criminal aliens in the United
States. Anything that makes it easier
for adjudicators and officials to ensure
a criminal alien’s arrest and removal
should receive overwhelming bipar-
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tisan support, particularly when it
comes to sex offenses and domestic vio-
lence.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 30, the Preventing Vio-
lence Against Women by Illegal Aliens
Act, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. I
am delighted to be here with you and
with the gentlewoman from Florida.

Mr. Speaker, America’s immigration
laws are like an admissions policy for
the country: How do you get into
America, who gets kicked out of Amer-
ica, and for what reasons. Our immi-
gration laws today will get you kicked
out, deported from the country if you
commit rape, other sex offenses, do-
mestic violence, or, indeed, any other
crime of violence. That is the law
today. You are convicted, you are de-
ported, you are out. That has been the
law for decades in America.
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Our immigration law establishes a
similar policy on the way in. It pro-
vides that anyone seeking admission to
America who has committed a violent
sex offense or a crime of domestic vio-
lence is inadmissible to our country.

Since the 1930s, case law has made it
perfectly clear that rape, domestic vio-
lence, and sexual battery are all
“‘crimes involving moral turpitude,”
which make the perpetrator inadmis-
sible to America. That has been the
law in our country for decades.

What does H.R. 30 add? If committing
a sexual assault or domestic violence
will already render you deportable and
inadmissible under our laws, why do we
need to create another section of the
law doing the same thing? Is it nec-
essary, or is it redundant?

Of course, its being redundant or un-
necessary may not be a sufficient rea-
son to vote against the bill. After all, I
cheerfully admit that this body, under
the stewardship of our friends, passes a
lot of unnecessary and redundant legis-
lation in the House just to send a mes-
sage, as they say. Perhaps this is what
our friends set out to do today, to pass
another simple messaging bill.

The complication today is this: The
way this messaging bill is actually
written will create big problems for
many, many victims of domestic vio-
lence. That is why more than 200 na-
tional, State, and local groups advo-
cating for the victims of rape and the
survivors of domestic violence, the peo-
ple across America we should be listen-
ing to today, strongly oppose the bill
our colleagues have brought forward.

The National Task Force to End Sex-
ual and Domestic Violence sent us a
letter urging us to reject H.R. 30. I urge
every single Member of Congress to
read this letter carefully before you
vote on this bill.

The groups fighting domestic vio-
lence warn that this legislation ‘‘can
ultimately have devastating con-
sequences for immigrant victims of do-
mestic violence.”
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The signers of this letter include a
range of national groups like the
YWCA, National Council of Jewish
Women, AFL-CIO, Coalition of Labor
Union Women, and dozens of State and
local groups, like the California Part-
nership to End Domestic Violence, Col-
orado Coalition Against Sexual As-
sault, Maryland Coalition Against Sex-
ual Assault, Mississippi Coalition
Against Domestic Violence, Catholic
Charities in Omaha, Nebraska, and doz-
ens and dozens more from States across
the country. Please read this letter.

These are groups working to change
the law and culture to stop rape and
domestic violence in our country, but
they see that this poorly drafted legis-
lation would end up harming untold
numbers of victims of domestic vio-
lence themselves, the putative bene-
ficiaries of the act.

Here is why: When it comes to crimes
involving moral turpitude, there are
exceptions in the law to protect domes-
tic violence victims who often get
swept up in the very laws designed to
protect them.

Anyone who has ever been a pros-
ecutor or a public defender in this
Chamber knows that it is common for
abusers to accuse their victims of do-
mestic violence themselves and as-
sault, sometimes truthfully, often
falsely. In any event, it is well known
that the victims get arrested, pros-
ecuted, and sometimes even convicted
simply for defending themselves and
fighting back against their abusers and
rapists.

Here is a real-life example drawn
from the domestic violence survivor
advocacy groups opposing their legisla-
tion. A young woman on a student visa
here was trapped in an abusive rela-
tionship, and her estranged boyfriend
tried to rape her. She fought back, bit-
ing his ear and drawing blood.

She then called the police to report
the rape, but upon seeing the boy-
friend’s injury, the officers also ar-
rested the female victim, whose lan-
guage skills kept her from comprehen-
sively explaining what had happened at
that point. She spent several days in
jail and was ultimately convicted of
misdemeanor domestic violence, but
the judge sentenced her to time served
once she got a lawyer and translation
services, which allowed the context of
the violent abuse that she had been en-
during to become made plain to the po-
lice and the court.

Because of exceptions that exist in
our laws today, this woman was not
deemed inadmissible to America be-
cause her simple assault charge carried
less than a 6-month penalty. Under the
new bill, which would establish inad-
missibility without any waivers or ex-
ceptions at all for victims, she would
clearly have to be deemed inadmaissible
to America. No exceptions would exist
any longer for domestic violence vic-
tims who have committed minor
crimes in the context of resisting their
violent abuse.

This means that the victim in this
case, who is legally in the United
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States on a student visa while she at-
tends college, would be barred perma-
nently from obtaining a green card or
any new immigration status simply be-
cause she was a victim of an attempted
rape who fought back against her
attacker. With no ability ever to adjust
her status under the law, she would be
deported and kicked out of our country
permanently.

Some might say that this is the price
she should rightly pay for biting or hit-
ting back at her violent abuser, but do
we really want to say that we would
not want our daughters, sisters, or
mothers to do the same in that situa-
tion?

Should we really compound the hor-
rors of domestic violence and assaults
with a harsh immigration penalty on
victims? Do we want to give domestic
abusers more power over their victims
by giving them more opportunities to
file charges, true or false, against their
victims to keep them from reporting
their abuse to authorities?

It seems we live in a time, Mr.
Speaker, when it is very easy to forgive
sexual abusers, assailants, rapists, and
sexual harassers who have a lot of
power and wealth in society but very
hard to forgive their victims for fight-
ing back.

Look what is going on across the
hallway. Secretary of Defense nominee
Pete Hegseth has been credibly accused
of sexually assaulting a woman at a
conference in 2017 and entered into a
major private financial settlement
over the charges, and there are people
planning to vote for this legislation
today who also support his nomination.

Education Secretary nominee Linda
McMahon and her husband were re-
cently sued for failing to act on cred-
ible allegations of sexual abuse within
the World Wrestling Entertainment or-
ganization.

Finally, of course, the President-
elect’s initial pick for Attorney Gen-
eral, Matt Gaetz, faces numerous alle-
gations of sex trafficking a minor and
statutory rape.

There are civil adjudications of sex-
ual abuse going to the very top of the
new administration. The law, as it
stands today and as we have had it for
decades, provides for waivers to protect
the immigration status of victims of
domestic violence who are charged
with fighting back against their
abuser.

While the proposed bill would retain
waivers for victims in the deportability
context, it would not allow for waivers
or exceptions in the inadmissibility
context. I don’t know why this asym-
metry and discordance were written
into this legislation, whether it was de-
liberate or just accidental, but the
upshot is that the entire national
movement working to arrest and re-
duce domestic violence in America is
now opposing this bill that claims to be
in support of the victims of domestic
violence.

We note another serious problem
with the bill, which makes it backfire
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again against victims. It would signifi-
cantly expand the definition of ‘‘do-
mestic violence’ to include the statu-
tory Violence Against Women Act defi-
nition that is used for the civil context
of grants and funding. This much
broader definition was never designed
to be used in criminal law. In fact, the
definition explicitly says that it covers
conduct ‘‘that may or may not con-
stitute criminal behavior.”

The definition of domestic violence
under existing Federal criminal law,
which is currently also used in immi-
gration law, focuses on the element,
Mr. Speaker, of physical force, but the
broader VAWA-based definition appro-
priately fitted for grant and funding
purposes sweeps in a broad range of be-

haviors, including verbal, psycho-
logical, economic, or technological
abuse.

Once again, in the inadmissibility
context, this transposition can have se-
vere consequences. Imagine a domestic
violence victim covered by DACA who
flees her abuser and removes half of the
money from their joint bank account,
enough to get a train or bus ticket to
get away. Imagine the abuser calls the
police and claims that she stole money
from him and committed a theft. By
merely admitting to the fact that she
took funds out of their bank account,
the victim could end up being deemed
inadmissible and then removed from
America.

Remember, the new inadmissibility
grounds created by this bill do not re-
quire a conviction but a mere admis-
sion of the underlying facts.

The point is clear: If our goal is to
prevent violence against women by il-
legal aliens, as the bill’s title says, our
current criminal and immigration laws
already do that. We have strict punish-
ments in place for anyone who com-
mits such crimes, including deporta-
tion and inadmissibility for foreign na-
tionals.

This bill would only make the immi-
gration laws much harsher on the vic-
tims of domestic violence, sexual bat-
tery, and rape, which is the opposite of
what we should be doing.

America, when it lives up to its
ideals, as Tom Paine said, will become
an asylum to humanity, not an insane
asylum, mind you, but a place of refuge
for people seeking freedom from reli-
gious, political, and economic oppres-
sion, and also, I might add, the kind of
private gender violence that creates
oppression and tyranny in the home.

Two centuries later, Ronald Reagan
echoed the sentiment, reminding us
that America was a ‘‘shining city upon
a hill,” a refuge ‘‘for all the Pilgrims
from all the lost places who are hur-
tling through the darkness, toward
home.”

Last year, we celebrated the 30th an-
niversary of the Violence Against
Women Act, and we must continue our
work to oppose the tyranny of domes-
tic violence over women in our coun-
try, but this legislation would set back
our efforts to protect survivors and to
stop abuse.
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Mr. Speaker, I ask the majority to
reconsider this legislation and for my
colleagues to join us in opposing it.

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HARRIS).

Mr. HARRIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R.
30, the Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act.

Mr. Speaker, common sense dictates
that if an illegal alien is in our country
and commits a sex offense or domestic
violence, they should be deported im-
mediately. Common sense dictates that
if an alien is at the border and has
committed these kinds of egregious
crimes in their past, they should not be
allowed to take one step onto Amer-
ican soil.

Anything short of this standard is a
complete and utter failure to protect
American women and girls. This bill
before us today ensures just that.

As Republicans, we have been called
to clean up Biden’s border crisis, and
that means not only deporting illegal
alien sex offenders and abusers, but we
must stop them from coming into our
country in the first place.

It is common sense that the legisla-
tion before us today codifies this stand-
ard. The Preventing Violence Against
Women by Illegal Aliens Act shouldn’t
be controversial. Sadly, as we saw last
week with the Laken Riley Act, many
of our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle will use any excuse to oppose
commonsense border security.

I stand on behalf of my constituents
in North Carolina’s Eighth Congres-
sional District to urge my colleagues
to support this crucial initiative in our
fight to keep our citizens safe.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL).

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, here we
are, once again, with my Republican
colleagues bringing a bill to the floor
that does absolutely nothing to address
the needs of the American people.

My Republican colleagues made lots
of campaign promises to lower costs for
everyday Americans, but not a single
bill so far has done anything like that.
Instead, this week appears to be a week
where they say they are protecting
women, yet their actions tell a dif-
ferent story.

Today, we are discussing a bill that
takes the Violence Against Women
Act, a bill meant to protect victims of
domestic violence, and weaponizes it
against domestic violence victims.

O 0945

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly why 200
local and national advocacy organiza-
tions for survivors of domestic violence
from across the country with deep ex-
pertise in this area have come out so
strongly to oppose this bill.

I am talking about the National Task
Force to End Sexual and Domestic Vio-
lence, the National Alliance to End
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Sexual Violence, the National Network
to End Domestic Violence, the Asian
Pacific Institute on Gender-Based Vio-
lence, and groups that serve domestic
violence survivors in more than 40
States across the country.

Let me be very clear once again.
Under our current laws, those who are
convicted or admit to domestic vio-
lence or crimes listed in this bill are
already deportable and inadmissible to
the country. There is actually no gap
in the law that needs to be fixed.

Instead, in a perverse move, this bill
would make it easier to label survivors
of domestic violence as perpetrators to
make them removable from the coun-
try and eliminate existing legal safe-
guards that protect survivors. Once
again, this is a bill that widens the
highway to Donald Trump’s mass de-
portation plans.

I want to talk through an example.
The police show up to a domestic vio-
lence call. The victim was attacked by
her abuser, and she fought back in self-
defense. Maybe the abuser has some
scratches on his face.

It is common practice for the police
to arrest both parties in that situation
when responding to a domestic violence
incident. The police write a report, de-
scribing how the victim hit her abuser
in self-defense.

Under this bill, that is an admission
constituting the elements of domestic
violence, and this woman is now inad-
missible and subject to deportation.
Even if she is never charged, even if a
judge later rules that she did not com-
mit any crime, that so-called admis-
sion in the police report that she re-
sponded in self-defense to hit her
abuser is enough to make her inadmis-
sible under this bill.

Again, that is why more than 200 ad-
vocacy organizations for domestic vio-
lence survivors, deeply ensconced in
the material of what happens every day
across the country far too often, are all
deeply opposed to this legislation.
They know that this expansive bill
that eliminates the existing safeguards
for domestic violence survivors will
harm those exact survivors and create
a chilling effect for reporting future
crimes, empowering abusers to go after
immigrant women and children.

Right now we are only talking about
immigrant survivors. Is this bill the
start of a dangerous road, watering
down protections for all victims of do-
mestic violence across the country?
Who is next?

The Violence Against Women Act is a
landmark piece of legislation, a testa-
ment to a time when Democrats and
Republicans could actually come to-
gether and legislate on issues of funda-
mental importance to this Nation, de-
spite our differences.

The initial iteration of VAWA passed
the House by voice vote. Can you imag-
ine that? It passed by voice vote. It re-
shaped how we as a country talk about
gender-based violence and how we treat
survivors.

The Violence Against Women Act
recognized that we cannot be serious
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about eliminating violence against
women if we are not equally serious
about eradicating violence against ev-
eryone, regardless of immigration sta-
tus.

There are so many reasons why indi-
viduals in domestic violence situations
are unjustly forced into the criminal
legal system. We have seen the data.
Too often survivors are arrested along-
side their abuser, and they are charged
and even convicted of crimes involving
violence which later prove to be in self-
defense or unjustly charged. This bill
makes it more likely that we harm the
very people we want to protect.

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Washington.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, here is
the cruel irony. In the same week that
Republicans are putting forth the nom-
ination of a Secretary of Defense who
won’t even say that sexual assault is
disqualifying, Republicans want to fool
you into thinking that they care about
domestic violence and sexual assault
survivors.

I suppose I shouldn’t be surprised.
Despite VAWA’s bipartisan history, we
now have to fight tooth and nail to re-
authorize it. It was Republicans who
let the Violence Against Women Act
languish and expire for 3 years. The
leader of the Republican Party is once
again a man who was found liable for
sexual misconduct and bragged about
grabbing and forcibly kissing women
without their consent.

Last year, we celebrated the 30th an-
niversary of VAWA’s enactment.
Today, we have to watch our col-
leagues across the aisle make another
cheap attempt to divide us and play
gotcha politics. We should work to-
gether to eradicate domestic violence.

My bill, the WISE Act, would
strengthen protections for survivors. I
wish we could do that here and not this
harmful, misleading bill. I urge my col-
leagues to oppose it.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from over 200 local and na-
tional domestic violence organizations
who oppose this bill.

NATIONAL TASK FORCE TO END SEXUAL

& DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
January 13, 2025.

HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE, The
undersigned groups that serve and advocate
on behalf of victims of domestic violence,
sexual assault, dating violence, stalking, and
human trafficking, write to voice our opposi-
tion to HR 30.

We oppose this legislation as it would ex-
pand the circumstances under which domes-
tic violence, child abuse and neglect, stalk-
ing, and sex offenses would constitute
grounds of inadmissibility, as well as expand
the definition of domestic violence to be con-
sidered for inadmissibility or deportability
grounds. These measures would negatively
impact immigrant survivors of domestic and
sexual violence, and fail to alleviate the pri-
mary barriers to safety and stability experi-
enced by survivors seeking relief under the
Immigration and Nationality Act.

We are especially troubled that this legis-
lation fails to include waivers that take into
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account the needs of the victim or their fam-
ily, and that it will limit the discretion that
judges can exercise where the equities war-
rant, including situations where survivors
who are inadvertently caught up in the
criminal legal system will be harmed.

Unfortunately, immigrant victims are par-
ticularly vulnerable to being arrested and
prosecuted for domestic violence if they
acted in self-defense or are accused by an
abuser of being a primary aggressor. A well-
known tactic of abusers to maintain power
and control over their victims is to report
(and threaten to report) their partner to au-
thorities, including local law enforcement,
child protective services, ICE, and others—
falsely claiming that their partner (the vic-
tim of their violence) is the one who is vio-
lent, neglectful, etc. These false reports (and
the threats of them) are too often highly ef-
fective at keeping victims trapped in violent
relationships.

Moreover, we know that parents of color
are disproportionately accused of child abuse
offenses, including abandonment and ne-
glect. Domestic violence survivors are not
infrequently charged with child neglect for
having ‘‘failed to protect’ their children
from witnessing or exposure to an adult’s vi-
olence committed against the non-abusive
parent, resulting in doubly penalizing the
survivor and the children for violence com-
mitted by someone else. This legislation cre-
ates grounds of inadmissibility for these of-
fenses without requiring a conviction, in cir-
cumstances where an individual admits that
they committed acts that would constitute a
crime.

Language and cultural barriers, fear of the
abuser and the authorities, confusion, in-
timidation, a lack of awareness of rights,
and a lack of access to advocates and other
resources, all may prevent an immigrant vic-
tim from being able to communicate what
really happened. Once in custody and/or fac-
ing trial, and desperate to be released and re-
united with their children, these same fac-
tors—combined with poor legal counsel, par-
ticularly about the immigration con-
sequences of criminal pleas and convic-
tions—could lead to ineligibility for status,
or the deportation of wrongly accused vic-
tims who may have pled to or been unfairly
convicted of domestic violence charges.

The legislation’s expansion of the defini-
tion of domestic violence, which was ex-
pressly included in the Violence Against
Women Act to allow for the provision of a
greater array of victim services, to include
circumstances that may not involve vio-
lence, physical force, or threats of such is
also likely to sweep more survivors into the
scope of the ground of inadmissibility or de-
portability. This will result in more victims
being deported and/or bar them from obtain-
ing lawful status. In so doing, it invites addi-
tional scrutiny of survivors during the
course of their efforts to obtain immigration
protections and safety from violence.

Furthermore, expanding the grounds of in-
admissibility or ineligibility for status with
no waivers would increase the risk that vic-
tims will decline to seek assistance from law
enforcement or services if they fear that it
will result in a family member being barred
from legal status. When creating penalties,
balance is key. Deterrence is critically im-
portant but will be ineffective if con-
sequences are so severe that survivors will
not come forward.

Although we are grateful for the efforts of
lawmakers to seek to address the impact of
domestic violence, sexual assault, dating vi-
olence, and stalking, we believe the best way
to do so is by expanding accessibility of sur-
vivor-based immigration relief and related
benefits to noncitizen survivors, and by
eliminating the cap on visas available to pe-
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titioners for U and T nonimmigrant visas
and the number of cases eligible for final ad-
judications of VAWA Cancellation of Re-
moval. Rather than rushing to enact addi-
tional immigration pe4alties that could
cause harm to survivors, we urge Congres-
sional representatives to consult with serv-
ice providers and survivors themselves to de-
velop legislation that is responsive to their
experiences and needs.

As a diverse coalition of organizations
serving and advocating on behalf of victims
of domestic violence, sexual assault, dating
violence, and stalking, we thank you for pay-
ing vigilant attention to how this bill, by ex-
panding the ways in which domestic violence
arrests cad prevent people from accessing or
maintaining legal status, can ultimately
have devastating consequences for immi-
grant victims of domestic violence.

Sincerely,
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

Asian Pacific Institute on Gender-Based
Violence, ASISTA Immigration Assistance,
Esperanza United, Tahirih Justice Center,
AF31RM, Alliance of Tribal Coalitions to
End Violence, American Friends Service
Committee (AFSC), Americans for Immi-
grant Justice, American Muslim Health Pro-
fessionals, Autistic Self Advocacy, Black
Women’s Blueprint, BWJP, Caminar Latino-
Latinos United for Peace and Equity, Caring
Across Generations, Center for Constitu-
tional Rights, Center for Gender & Refugee
Studies, Coalition for Humane Immigrant
Rights (CHIRLA), Center for Popular Democ-
racy, Coalition on Human Needs, Coalition of
Labor Union Women, AFL-CIO, Congrega-
tion of Our Lady of Charity of the Good
Shepherd, U.S. Provinces, Freedom Network
USA, Futures Without Violence, Gender-
Based Violence Consulting, Human Traf-
ficking Legal Center, IAmProSe, Immigrant
Legal Resource Center, Japanese American
Citizens League, Jewish Women Inter-
national, Joyful Heart Foundation, Just So-
lutions, Justice in Aging, Justice and Joy
National Collaborative (formerly National
Crittenton).

Justice for Migrant Women, Legal Momen-
tum, Lovelace Consulting, Mujeres Latinas
en Accion, National Advocacy Center of the
Sisters of the Good Shepherd, Nationat Alli-
ance to End Sexual Violence, National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, National Center
on Domestic Violence, Trauma, and Mental
Health, National Council of Jewish Women,
National Employment Law Project, National
Indigenous Women’s Resource Center, Na-
tional LGBTQ Institute on Intimate Partner
Violence, National Network to End Domestic
Violence, National Resource Center on Do-
mestic Violence, National Survivor Network,
National Women’s Law Center, Planned Par-
enthood Federation of America, Public Ad-
vocacy for Kids (PAK), Reframe Health and
Justice, Refugees International, Respect To-
gether, Safe Havens Interfaith Partnership
Against Domestic Violence and Elder Abuse,
SAGE Empowerment, Sahiyo U.S., Sisters of
Mercy of the Americas Justice Team, South
Asian SOAR, The National Domestic Vio-
lence Hotline, UltraViolet Action, VALOR,
Youth First Justice Collaborative, YWCA
USA.

STATE, TERRITORIAL, AND LOCAL
Alabama:
AshaKiran.
Arizona:

Arizona Coalition to End Sexual and Do-
mestic Violence, William E. Morris Institute
for Justice.

Arkansas:

Arkansas Coalition Against Sexual As-

sault.
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California:

California Partnership to End Domestic
Violence, Coalition to Abolish Slavery and
Trafficking, Al Otro Lado, Asian Law Alli-
ance, Community Solutions, Empower Yolo,
Haus of a Stranger, Healthy Alternatives to
Violent Environments, Immigration Center
for Women and Children, Justice At Last,
Los Angeles LGBT Center, Maitri, North
Coast Rape Crisis Team, Peace Over Vio-
lence, Project Sister Family Services, Rape
Counseling Services of Fresno, Reach the
Valley (REACH), Verity, Wild Iris Family
Counseling and Crisis Center, YWCA Golden
Gate Silicon Valley.

Colorado:

Colorado Coalition Against Sexual Assault,
Violence Free Colorado, American Friends
Service Committee, Colorado Companeros:
Four Corners Immigrant Resource Center,
Colorado Immigrant Rights Coalition, El
Corazon LLC, Swan Counseling Services,
Denver Justice and Peace Committee.
Connecticut:

Connecticut Coalition Against Domestic
Violence.

Delaware:

Delaware Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence (DCADV).
District of Columbia:

DC Coalition Against Domestic Violence,
Asian Pacific American Legal Resource Cen-
ter, Bend the Arc: Jewish Action, The Person
Center.

Florida:

Florida Legal Services, Inc.
Georgia:

Georgia Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence, Clayton County Association Against
Family Violence, Inc., Columbus Alliance for
Battered Women, Inc. d/b/a Hope Harbour,
International Women’s House, Northwest
Georgia Family Crisis Center, Inc., Raksha,
Inc.

Hawaii:

Domestic Violence Action Center,
Economic Opportunity, Inc.

Idaho:

Idaho Coalition Against Sexual and Do-
mestic Violence.
Illinois:

Illinois Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence, Illinois Coalition Against Sexual As-
sault, Illinois Accountability Initiative, Il1li-
nois Alliance for Reentry and Justice, Arab
American Family Services, Legal Aid Soci-
ety of Metropolitan Family Services, The
Porchlight Collective SAP.

Indiana:

Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence, Inc., Indiana Coalition to End Sexual
Assault and Human Trafficking (ICESAHT),
Family Service Association, ASSIST Indi-
ana, Inc., The Caring Place, Sheltering
Wings, The Center for Women and Families,
Inc., The Stepping Stone Shelter.

Towa:

Iowa Coalition Against Domestic Violence,
EMBARC Iowa.

Kansas:

Kansas Coalition Against Sexual & Domes-
tic Violence.
Kentucky:

Kentucky Association of Sexual Assault
Programs, ZeroV.

Louisiana:

Louisiana Foundation Against Sexual As-
sault.
Maine:

Maine Coalition to End Domestic Violence,
Maine Coalition Against Sexual Assault,
Preble Street.

Maui
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Maryland:

Maryland Coalition Against Sexual As-
sault, Network Against Domestic Violence,
The Human Trafficking Prevention Project,
University of Maryland SAFE Center.
Massachusetts:

Jane Doe Inc.

Michigan:

Michigan Coalition to End Domestic and
Sexual Violence, SafeHouse Center.
Minnesota:

Violence Free Minnesota, Transforming
Generations.

Mississippi:

Mississippi Coalition Against Domestic Vi-
olence.
Montana:

Montana Coalition Against Domestic and
Sexual Violence.

Nebraska:

Nebraska Coalition to End Sexual and Do-
mestic Violence, Catholic Charities of
Omaha, Parent-Child Center, Rape and Do-
mestic Abuse Program, Willow Rising.

Nevada:

Nevada Coalition to End Domestic and
Sexual Violence, Immigration Center for
Women and Children—Nevada Office.

New Jersey:

New Jersey Coalition to End Domestic Vio-
lence.

New Mexico:
Tewa Women United.
New York:

New York State Coalition Against Domes-
tic Violence, Brooklyn Defender Services,
Co-Counsel NYC, Catholic Migration Serv-
ices, Jahajee Sisters, Her Justice, Inc.,
Hope’s Door, Northern Manhattan Improve-
ment Corporation, Safe Horizon Immigration
Law Project, The Legal Aid Society, Turning
Point for Women & Families, urban justice
center | domestic violence project, Violence
Intervention Program, Womankind.

North Carolina:

North Carolina Coalition Against Domestic
Violence, NC Coalition Against Sexual As-
sault, Family Abuse Services, Families
First, Inc., Friend to Friend, Kearah’s Place
Inc., Our Voice, Ruth’s House, Safelight Inc.,
Shining Light in Darkness, UCare, Inc.

Ohio:

Ohio Alliance To End Sexual Violence,
Ohio Domestic Violence Network, Advo-
cating Opportunity.

Oregon:

Oregon Coalition Against Domestic and
Sexual Violence.

Pennsylvania:

Pennsylvania Coalition Against Domestic
Violence, Pennsylvania Immigration Re-
source Center, Pennsylvania Coalition to Ad-
vance Respect, Citizens Against Physical,
Sexual, and Emotional Abuse, Inc. (CAPSEA,
Inc.), Congreso de Latinos Unidos, Domestic
Violence Services of Southwestern Pennsyl-
vania, Family Services Incorporated, Laurel
House, Lutheran Settlement House,
SEAMAAC, Inc., Safe Monroe, Turning Point
of Lehigh Valley, Inc., Victims Resource
Center, Women’s Center of Greater Pitts-
burgh, Women In Transition, The Women’s
Center, Inc., WRC.

Puerto Rico:

Casa Juana Colon, Centro de la Mujer
Dominicana, Inc.
Rhode Island:

Rhode Island Coalition Against Domestic
Violence.
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South Carolina:

South Carolina Coalition Against Domes-
tic & Sexual Assault.

Tennessee:

Tennessee Coalition to End Domestic and
Sexual Violence.

Texas:

Daya Inc., Houston Immigration Legal
Services Collaborative, Mosaic Family Serv-
ices.

Utah:

Utah Coalition Against Sexual Assault,
Utah Domestic Violence Coalition.

Vermont:
Vermont Network Against Domestic and

Sexual Violence, AWARE, Inc., Mosaic
Vermont, NewStory Center, Safeline, Inc.
Virginia:

Virginia Sexual and Domestic Violence Ac-
tion Alliance, Ayuda.
Washington:

WA State Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence, API Chaya, Northwest Immigrant
Rights Project, YWCA of Walla Walla.

West Virginia:

West Virginia Coalition Against Domestic
Violence.

Wisconsin:

End Domestic Abuse Wisconsin, Wisconsin
Coalition Against Sexual Assault, ASTOP,
Inc. Sexual Abuse Center, BeLEAF Sur-
vivors, Benedict Center, Deaf Unity, FREE,
Freedom, Inc., FRIENDS, Inc., Embrace
Services, Inc., Reach Counseling,
Roots4Change Cooperative, UNIDOS Against
Domestic ViolenceStepping Stones, Inc., We
All Rise AARC.

Wyoming:

Wyoming Coalition Against Domestic Vio-
lence and Sexual Assault.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CLINE).

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for leading the charge on
this legislation, and I find it appalling
to hear the rhetoric from the other
side.

The excuses being made for the indi-
viduals who are here illegally, commit-
ting acts of domestic violence, commit-
ting acts of violence against women,
and trying to defeat this legislation
that would strengthen the laws to help
these victims are appalling.

As a former domestic violence pros-
ecutor and as a State legislator, we
have seen this before. When we try to
strengthen laws to protect victims of
domestic violence, we find all too often
those who would essentially become
apologists for the abusers themselves
come in and object to these efforts.

We are seeing that here today. When
it comes to the Violence Against
Women Act, yes, that was a bipartisan
piece of legislation until the Demo-
crats were in control of the House.
Then we saw them try to amend it to
make it more pro-abortion rights, pro-
trans rights. You can’t even define a
woman. How are you going to pass a
Violence Against Women Act that ac-
tually protects women?

Yes, we stand for the original Vio-
lence Against Women Act. In fact, we
offered it as a substitute. Guess what?
The Democrats voted against it be-

January 16, 2025

cause they would rather stand up for
the other extraneous provisions of the
legislation.

This legislation will protect Amer-
ican communities from criminal, ille-
gal aliens; create new grounds of inad-
missibility and removability; and ex-
pand current grounds for aliens who
commit sex offenses and domestic vio-
lence offenses.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support it because illegal aliens who
commit child abuse, sexual assault,
and domestic violence have no place in
our country. This bill makes it clear
that predators will not be tolerated in
the United States.

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

Mr. Speaker, I wonder if our col-
leagues could explain why more than
200 groups advocating for women’s
rights and women’s security are oppos-
ing this legislation?

Can they explain why the groups that
are on the front lines of opposing do-
mestic violence reject their legislation
as sloppy and bound to hurt the vic-
tims?

We have heard no explanation about
that, and we reject the slur that we are
somehow standing up for the abusers
here when we are standing up for the
victims. This legislation, if it were to
pass, would actually make it a lot easi-
er for the abusers to terrify and intimi-
date the victims.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
very distinguished gentleman from
California (Mr. CORREA).

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, let’s be
clear: Under current law, people who
commit sexual offenses are already in-
admissible to this country and subject
to deportation.

Let’s be clear: I fully support, all of
us fully support, getting convicted sex-
ual predators off of our streets, irre-
spective of their legal status.

Sexual crimes are the most heinous
crimes. However, to solve a crime, first
you have to report it. Sadly, sex crimes
are the most underreported crimes
there are.

Mr. Speaker, in Orange County, we
have worked for years to make sure to
earn the trust so the immigrant com-
munity can step up and report crimes,
and this bill is going to undo all of that
work. This bill, by using the broader
VAWA definition, will make victims
who acted in self-defense, victims who
were wrongly accused by their abusers,
unable to defend themselves, and sub-
ject to deportation.

This bill will also apply to individ-
uals with legal status, people with
green cards, students, temporary work-
ers, DACA holders, and TPS holders.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will now give
crime victims all the reasons in the
world not to report a crime. This bill
punishes victims, pushes victims back
into the shadows, telling the victims if
they report a crime, they are subject to
deportation.

I ask my colleagues to let us go back.
Let us redraft this bill to do what it is
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intended to do, to get sexual predators
off our streets and to protect the vic-
tims of sex crimes, the most heinous
crimes.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no” on this measure.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK).

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
three moms came before the House
Committee on the Judiciary last fall.
They had one thing in common. Their
daughters had been brutally assaulted
and murdered by illegal aliens who had
been allowed into this country by the
Democratic administration and had
not been removed even after commit-
ting other offenses, as well.

The statistics tell us how broad this
threat has become. Behind the statis-
tics are grieving families, shattered
lives, and entirely preventable atroc-
ities. Not one of these murderers would
have been here except for the Demo-
crats’ deliberate policies.

The Democrats often talk about the
war on women, but they couldn’t care
less about allowing a flood of sexual of-
fenders, domestic violence offenders,
and child abusers into our commu-
nities, allowing them to stay indefi-
nitely, free from any fear of deporta-
tion and protected by the Democrats’
sanctuary laws.

When these monsters commit these
ghastly acts and grief-stricken moms
come here for help, the Democrats put
on their best long faces, assure every-
one how much they grieve with the
families, and then argue to continue
precisely the same policies that have
produced this nightmare in the first
place.

Thank God that in 4 days this tragic
chapter in our Nation’s history will
close. Shortly after noon on Monday,
President Trump will issue executive
orders to protect the American people
once again. It is too late for these
grieving families but perhaps just in
time for yours or mine.

Yet I worry that if the Democrats are
ever returned to power, these policies
will resume. We have got to change our
laws so that they can’t. This measure
removes the loopholes in current law
that allowed the Democrats to unleash
this scourge on our communities and
requires that illegal aliens who commit
sex offenses or domestic violence not
be allowed into this country under any
circumstances and must be imme-
diately removed if they do get in, no
matter who is President.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SIMON).

Ms. SIMON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member RASKIN for the time.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored today to
speak in this Chamber as a survivor.
Folks know back home that I have
been doing this work for 30 years, day
in and day out.

As a survivor, I almost lost my life in
my early twenties. I am proud to stand
with millions of women and girls who
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have been victims and who are moving
toward survivorship in saying no to
this piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I come with 30 years of
experience. I started my career leading
the Young Women’s Freedom Center,
and I stood shoulder to shoulder with
young women and girls who had been
trafficked and beaten. I have been in
morgues. I have been in the tanks of
our county jails, literally on my knees,
pleading with law enforcement to let
young women out who themselves were
victims and who were incarcerated
wrongly for standing up for themselves
while they fought for their lives.

I have learned through this work
that justice is not a principle. It is our
responsibility.

Later in my career, I led the Law-
yvers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under
Law started by President Kennedy. We
expanded access and legal representa-
tion for migrants and asylum seekers,
many who came seeking peace and soli-
darity, in search of safety and dignity.

Today, as a Representative of Cali-
fornia’s 12th District, I remain com-
mitted to advancing real solutions and
making our communities safer. I, too,
was a domestic violence advocate for a
prosecutor.
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I know this work. I remain com-
mitted to working with my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle to fix a se-
verely broken immigration system, but
moreover, I am here to stand up for
victims.

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentlewoman from California an addi-
tional 1 minute.

Ms. SIMON. H.R. 30, and I repeat,
does nothing to advance these solu-
tions. Instead, it broadens the defini-
tion of domestic violence in ways that
punishes survivors, making them inad-
missible and subject to deportation, re-
gardless of their legal status.

I say to my colleagues: We must read
this bill. Read it. Let me be clear: We
know that Federal law already allows
deportation, demands deportation for
individuals convicted of domestic vio-
lence. H.R. 30 doesn’t strengthen the
protection of survivors—it weaponizes
them.

I know what it means to protect vic-
tims, Mr. Speaker. It means to fight
systemic inequities in our current sys-
tems that don’t work for those victims
or survivors. H.R. 30 doesn’t do this
work.

That is why I too stand with over 200
organizations, one in which I co-
founded, the Sister Warriors Freedom
Coalition, that is 10,000 strong, who are
young women and girls who are sur-
viving rape and domestic violence and
trafficking. They, too, say no.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for her distinguished
remarks, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. ONDER).
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Mr. ONDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 30, the Pre-
venting Violence Against Women by I1-
legal Aliens Act.

President Biden’s open-border poli-
cies have been felt in our communities
where now more than ever women are
hesitant to walk alone in parking lots
and look over their shoulders.

In the past few years, we have seen
illegal aliens chase, beat, sexually as-
sault, and burn women even in public.
These illegal aliens target and abuse
women.

This bill sends an important message
that we will have zero tolerance for do-
mestic and sexual violence by illegal
aliens.

H.R. 30, the Preventing Violence
Against Women by Illegal Aliens Act,
builds on the Laken Riley Act. While
the Laken Riley Act would have pre-
vented the death of that 22-year-old
nursing student, this bill will protect
women in the future by strengthening
protections against violent aliens.

This bill has two important compo-
nents.

First, it amends current immigration
law to expand the definition of sex of-
fenses that require deportation. It
would explicitly create grounds for in-
admissibility for aliens who commit a
sex offense as defined by the Adam
Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act
of 2006.

Second, it explicitly establishes a
ground of inadmissibility for specific
domestic violence offenses. It closes a
loophole in current law and clarifies
what illegal aliens must be removed for
domestic violence.

Enforcement by ICE for these of-
fenses has plummeted in the years be-
tween the Trump and the Biden admin-
istrations. Over that same period, we
have seen an increase in violent crimes
and sexual assaults by illegal aliens. It
is time to replace the slap-on-the-wrist
approach with law and order.

I genuinely believe that this legisla-
tion is part of our mandate from the
American people, and we should send
this legislation to Donald Trump’s
desk for signature on day one.

On Tuesday, I was very encouraged
to see 48 of my Democrat colleagues
vote for the commonsense protection of
Americans by voting for the Laken
Riley Act. Deporting domestic violence
offenders and aliens who commit sex-
ual assault should not be a partisan
issue. I hope that my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle will join us in
supporting H.R. 30.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, let’s be
very clear. Sexual offenses and domes-
tic violence are serious crimes and are
already grounds for deportability and
inadmissibility, as they should be.

Unfortunately, this bill is so poorly
drafted that it would result in ex-
tremely harsh and unintended con-
sequences, including the removal of
survivors of domestic violence.
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This bill attempts to significantly
expand the definition of domestic vio-
lence to include the Violence Against
Women Act definition that is used for
grants and funding. This is a much
broader definition that was never
meant to be used in criminal law. We
know that because the definition ex-
plicitly says it covers conduct ‘‘that
may or may not constitute criminal
behavior.”

The definition for domestic violence
under Federal criminal law focuses on
physical force. This broader VAWA-
based definition sweeps in a wider
range of behaviors that domestic vio-
lence organizations say will implicate
survivors who have used violence in
self-defense or who were accused by
their abusers and were either unable to
defend themselves or pled guilty to
avoid having to go through the court
process.

This bill would also make it less like-
ly that immigrant communities will
report incidents of domestic violence.
We recently celebrated the 30th anni-
versary of the passage of VAWA, and
we should continue our work to combat
domestic violence, but this legislation
would actually set back our efforts to
protect survivors.

That is why over 200 national and
local groups, as part of the National
Task Force to End Sexual and Domes-
tic Violence, the experts in the field,
oppose this legislation. I think we
ought to listen to them. We need to
work together to solve our immigra-
tion problems, but this bill takes us in
the wrong direction.

The Republican majority has chosen
to begin this year with a series of bills
intended to fearmonger and demonize
immigrants.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KENNEDY of Utah). The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman from New York an addi-
tional 15 seconds to conclude.

Mr. NADLER. The Republican major-
ity has chosen to begin this year with
a series of bills intended to fearmonger
and demonize immigrants. This legisla-
tion not only perpetuates that effort,
but it would also have serious con-
sequences for survivors of domestic vi-
olence.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
misguided bill.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 7 minutes to the gentlewoman
from South Carolina (Ms. MACE).

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, yes, I rise
today to ‘‘demonize,” as the word was
used on the left across the aisle, to de-
monize illegal immigrants who are
here raping our women and girls, mur-
dering our women and girls, and who
are pedophiles molesting our children.
You are darn right. That is what I am
here to do today.

I rise in strong support of my bill,
H.R. 30, the Preventing Violence
Against Women By Illegal Aliens Act.

Under the open-border policies of Joe
Biden and border czar KAMALA HARRIS
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and Secretary Mayorkas, our country
has been ravaged by a hoard of illegal
aliens molesting American children,
battering and bruising and beating up
American women, and violently raping
American women and girls.

My bill makes it very clear: If an il-
legal alien commits a sex crime or an
act of domestic violence, they are inad-
missible and deportable—we aren’t let-
ting you into our country, and if you
are already here, we are sending you
back to yours.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle like to try to minimize this
issue because they refuse to acknowl-
edge the consequences of their open-
borders agenda, but the numbers don’t
lie.

According to ICE, as of July, there
were nearly 650,000 illegal aliens on the
nondetained docket who are convicted
criminals who have been charged with
crimes.

These criminal illegal aliens freely
roam our streets committing senseless
acts of violence against American
women and children. This includes over
100,000 illegal aliens convicted of or
charged with assault. It includes over
20,000 illegal aliens convicted of or
charged with sexual assault and rape.
It includes over 12,000 illegal aliens
convicted of or charged with sex of-
fenses. It includes over 3,000 illegal
aliens convicted of or charged with
kidnapping. And it includes nearly
15,000 illegal aliens convicted of or
charged with murder. That is who the
left are defending this morning: mur-
derers, rapists, and pedophiles.

Hundreds of thousands of criminal il-
legal aliens are out on our streets ter-
rorizing our women and girls. This bill
passed the House last year in Sep-
tember by a vote of 266-158. Mr. Speak-
er, 158 Democrats voted against this
bill last time. Will they apologize to
American women and girls today and
do the right thing for our citizens?

A vote against this bill is a vote
against deporting illegal aliens who
rape and abuse women and children. A
vote against this bill is a vote to invite
illegal aliens who rape and abuse
women and children into the United
States of America. I can think of noth-
ing less American than that.

It is despicable that 158 Members of
this body, which is supposed to rep-
resent the interests of American citi-
zens, voted to prioritize illegal aliens
who are sexual predators and domestic
abusers, rapists, and pedophiles over
the safety of American women and
girls.

Mr. Speaker, what do the 158 Mem-
bers of this body who voted last time
to protect illegal aliens who are sexual
predators have to say to the family of
Jocelyn Nungaray, a 12-year-old girl
who was brutally raped and strangled
to death by two illegal aliens from
Venezuela?

What do the 158 Democrats who voted
against this bill last time have to say
to the family of Rachel Morin from
Maryland, a mother of five, who was
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brutally raped, brutally choked, and
beaten to death on a hiking trail by an
illegal alien from El Salvador?

What do the 158 Members of this
body, the Democrats who voted against
this bill last time, have to say to the
family of Kayla Hamilton, a 20-year-
old with autism who was tied up,
raped, and strangled to death with a
phone cord by an illegal alien who was
a member of MS-13?

As a survivor of both rape and domes-
tic violence myself, I know the dev-
astating toll, the devastating con-
sequences, that heinous crimes like
these have on a woman. I know the
lifelong, irreversible scars these hei-
nous crimes leave behind.

The blood and the physical and emo-
tional pain caused by these tragedies,
the trauma caused by these tragedies,
the lifelong trauma of these tragedies,
this blood is on the hands of every sin-
gle Democrat in this body who votes
against this bill.

It is our birthright as American citi-
zens to live freely and safely in our
communities. One woman, one child
victimized by one illegal alien is one
too many. They have no right to be
here.

Some of my colleagues across the
aisle claim that the definition of do-
mestic violence in this bill is too
broad. They are wrong. The current
definition isn’t broad enough, and I
know this now that I have been a vic-
tim most recently of domestic violence
and abuse that VAWA did not go far
enough, and our States have a lot more
to go to protect women and girls.

I implore my colleagues to look at
their hearts, hear the cries of the fami-
lies who have been shattered by these
evil acts committed by illegal aliens,
and put American women and children
first and pass this bill.
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Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
three reports on arrests.

[From the U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, Feb. 2, 2024]

ERO SEATTLE ARRESTS 6 NONCITIZENS WITH
CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS FOR CHILD EXPLOI-
TATION DURING NATIONAL OPERATION
SEATTLE—U.S. Immigration and Customs

Enforcement’s (ICE) Enforcement and Re-

moval Operations (ERO) Seattle arrested six

noncitizens convicted of crimes related to
child exploitation during a nationwide law
enforcement effort that ran from January

16-28.

‘““Noncitizens who commit repugnant acts
at the expense of children will not be allowed
to claim our great nation as their home,”
said ERO Seattle Field Office Director Drew
Bostock. ‘““The arrests ERO Seattle made
during this national operation are an exam-
ple of the constant contributions we make
locally to keep the U.S. safe from child pred-
ators.”

All arrests took place in the assigned ERO
Seattle states of Alaska, Washington and Or-
egon, with criminal convictions made by
courts in Washington and Oregon.

Those arrested include:

A 53-year-old citizen of El Salvador in Ta-
coma who was convicted of felony child mo-
lestation in the first degree, child molesta-
tion in the second degree, and rape of a child
in the third degree.
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A 42-year-old citizen of Mexico in Moses
Lake who was convicted of dealing in depic-
tions of a minor engaged in sexually explicit
conduct.

A 39-year-old citizen of Mexico in Federal
Way who was convicted of communication
with a minor for immoral purposes.

A 69-year-old citizen of Mexico in Yakima
who was convicted of dealing in depictions of
a minor engaged in sexually explicit con-
duct.

A 58-year-old citizen of Mexico in Yakima
who was convicted of child molestation in
the first degree, child molestation in the sec-
ond degree, and rape of a child in the third
degree.

A 43-year-old citizen of Mexico in
Woodburn, Oregon, who was convicted of
first degree sexual abuse of a minor.

ERO officers evaluate individuals on a
case-by-case basis, assessing the totality of
the facts and circumstances to make in-
formed arrest determinations. Those cases
amenable to federal criminal prosecution
can be presented to the U.S. attorney’s of-
fice. ERO also coordinates with U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services to evaluate
the completion of relevant noncitizen appli-
cations.

In fiscal year 2023, ERO arrested 73,822 non-
citizens with criminal histories; this group
had 290,178 associated charges and convic-
tions with an average of four per individual.
These included 33,209 assaults; 4,390 sex and
sexual assaults; 7,620 weapons offenses; 1,713
charges or convictions for homicide; and
1,655 kidnapping offenses.

As one of ICE’s three operational direc-
torates, ERO is the principal federal law en-
forcement authority in charge of domestic
immigration enforcement. ERO’s mission is
to protect the homeland through the arrest
and removal of those who undermine the
safety of U.S. communities and the integrity
of U.S. immigration laws, and its primary
areas of focus are interior enforcement oper-
ations, management of the agency’s detained
and non-detained populations, and repatri-
ation of noncitizens who have received final
orders of removal. ERO’s workforce consists
of more than 7,700 law enforcement and non-
law enforcement support personnel across 25
domestic field offices and 208 locations na-
tionwide, 30 overseas postings, and multiple
temporary duty travel assignments along
the border.

Members of the public can report crimes
and suspicious activity by dialing 866-347—
2423 or completing the online tip form. Learn
more about ICE’s mission to increase public
safety in your community by following us on
X, formerly known as Twitter, @ EROSeattle.

[From US NEWS, May 16, 2024]
SERIAL RAPIST ILLEGAL MIGRANT ATTACKED
WOMAN IN RAPE DUNGEON ON WHEELS
(By Katherine Donlevy)

An illegal migrant allegedly went on a se-
rial raping spree in Southern California, at-
tacking his victims in a ‘‘rape dungeon on
wheels”’ before he was caught in the act by
cops.

Eduardo Sarabia, 40, was arrested Monday
with a 26-year-old woman inside his decked-
out van, which he had driven to a remote
area of the San Gabriel Mountains near San
Bernadino, sources told Fox 11.

It was the second time in two days that he
allegedly took a victim to the secluded
spot—but investigators suspect that
Sarabia’s twisted spree lasted much longer.

[From US News, June 15, 2024]
RACHEL MORIN MURDER: ILLEGAL IMMIGRANT
FROM EL SALVADOR CHARGED IN RAPE,
KILLING OF MARYLAND MOM-OF-5

(By Katherine Donlevy)
A migrant from El Salvador has been bust-
ed for the brutal 2023 rape and murder of
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mom of five Rachel Morin on a Maryland
hiking trail, cops said.

Victor  Martinez-Hernandez, 23, was
tracked down in Tulsa, Oklahoma Friday,
after police matched his DNA to the grue-
some crime scene, Harford County Sherriff
Jeffrey Gahler told reporters Saturday.

‘““‘Rachel’s murderer is no longer a free man
and, hopefully, he will never have the oppor-
tunity to walk free again,” Gahler said.

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, since we
have someone from the State of Mary-
land, this was on FOX News: ‘“‘Arrest of
illegal immigrant previously convicted
of rape in Maryland marks record for
ICE.”

“ICE nabs several migrants convicted
of child molestation, one convicted
murderer, in blue State suburbs.”

Another one from Maryland: ‘‘Rachel
Morin murder: Illegal immigrant from
El Salvador charged in rape, killing of
Maryland mom of five.”

We had someone from Washington
today talk. Here is an article about the
ERO: “ERO Seattle arrests six nonciti-
zens with criminal convictions for
child exploitation during national op-
eration.”

In California: ‘‘Serial rapist illegal
migrant attacked woman in ‘rape dun-
geon on wheels,””’ said the cops.

Of course, for someone from New
York, here is the headline from New
York: “ERO New York City arrests un-
lawfully present Salvadoran citizen
convicted of rape.”

These are the illegals that the left is
defending today. I find it disgusting
and offensive, and I will always put
American women and girls first.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE).

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this dangerous legislation. It
has been pointed out in this debate
that H.R. 30 fails to protect domestic
abuse survivors as it undermines the
Violence Against Women Act, historic
legislation that was carefully drafted
in a bipartisan manner, which included
critical protections like U visas and T
visas, the battered spouse waiver, and
the option to self-petition for perma-
nent residence.

This legislation, whether it means it
or not or intends it or not, really can-
cels out these important protections.

Immigrant survivors are already
afraid. We don’t need to fearmonger
them anymore. They are already
scared of contacting the police due to
the deportation risk, and H.R. 30 exac-
erbates the real concerns that these
victims will be swept up by this bill.

As noted by a wide range of stake-
holders, immigrant victims are par-
ticularly vulnerable to being arrested
and prosecuted for domestic violence
or acting in self-defense, even if they
are falsely accused by an abuser of
being a primary aggressor.

We know that this comes straight
out of a playbook by some of our his-
toric traffickers and pimps. This bill
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would empower pimps and traffickers
as it is written, and it will sweep more
survivors into being inadmissible or de-
portable.

Mr. Speaker, how does that protect
them?

In the name of protecting domestic
violence victims, we cannot debate and
pass a bill that makes it worse for
them. If the majority is serious about
addressing the epidemic of domestic
and sexual violence in our country,
then we can start by addressing the
funding challenges facing the Victims
of Crime Act, which supports services
for victims, or by expanding access to
U visas and T visas, which help law en-
forcement protect victims.

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 15 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, we want to protect moms from do-
mestic violence acts, as homicide is the
leading cause of death of pregnant
women.

Mr. Speaker, at the appropriate time,
I will offer a motion to recommit so we
can fix this bill.

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further speakers. I am pre-
pared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD the text
of this amendment immediately prior
to the vote on the motion to recommit.

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

There was no objection.

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

I can’t blame my colleagues because
they ran on a platform of doing better
than Joe Biden on the economy, but he
gave us an economy that is the glory of
the world and ‘‘the envy of the world,”’
as The Economist magazine put it re-
cently. It created 16 million new jobs, a
roaring stock market, and a revived
manufacturing sector.

Instead of doing anything to lower
the price of groceries, which is what
they promised, and to lower the price
of energy, which they promised, they
come back and basically ask us to pass
what is already in the law but they
subtract from their duplicative and re-
dundant section the waivers and excep-
tions that protect the victims and sur-
vivors of domestic violence.

Instead, they just want to associate
all immigrants with criminal delin-
quency. The vast majority of rapes in
America of American women are com-
mitted by citizens, and the vast major-
ity of noncitizens never commit rapes.

Donald Trump released 58,184 nonciti-
zens with criminal records who came in
during his administration, including
8,620 violent criminals and 306 mur-
derers. ICE ended up rearresting 11,000
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noncitizens who had been admitted
under Donald Trump.

We can sit here and demagogue back
and forth and say, ‘““You let someone in
who did something bad. You let some-
one in who did something criminal,”
but we are not going to do that. We
want to make progress for America.

Let’s reject this opportunistic, silly
bill, and let’s move forward to guar-
antee the safety of America’s women.

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Democrats claim this bill is unneces-
sary because aliens who commit sex of-
fenses or domestic violence offenses are
already inadmissible or removable.
That ignores reality.

Take, for example, the fact that,
under current immigration law, there
is no explicit ground of inadmissibility
for illegal aliens who commit domestic
violence offenses, despite a ground of
removability for aliens who commit
such offenses, or consider that despite
certain sex offenses making aliens re-
movable from the country, there cur-
rently is not a ground of inadmis-
sibility or removability for certain sex
offenses.

Although some aliens who commit
these offenses may be found inadmis-
sible or removable for having com-
mitted a crime involving moral turpi-
tude, that is far from certain.

Under current law, loopholes abound.
For example, in 2023, the Ninth Circuit
held that a conviction for menacing
constituting domestic violence was not
a crime involving moral turpitude even
though the alien threatened his wife
with a knife.

The Third Circuit held that an alien
was not removable despite a conviction
for involuntary devient sexual inter-
course with a 15-year-old.

Similarly, courts have found that
certain convictions for contributing to
the delinquency of a minor, assault of
a victim under 12 years old, and annoy-
ing or molesting a child are not crimes
involving moral turpitude.

That is why this bill is imperative. It
is to ensure that criminal aliens who
endanger families and communities
can be removed from the TUnited
States.

The Biden-Harris administration’s
war on women must come to an end,
and this bill is one step toward that.

Making guests in our country inad-
missible to and removable from the
United States because they have com-
mitted a sex offense or domestic vio-
lence offense should be something that
even open-border Democrats can agree
with us on.

Mr. Speaker, the Preventing Violence
Against Women by Illegal Aliens Act is
a straightforward, commonsense bill
that I urge my colleagues to support,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise in op-
position to H.R. 30.

H.R. 30 undermines the basic constitutional
protection of a person being innocent until
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proven guilty. It subjects immigrants, including
those who have been victims of domestic vio-
lence, to new grounds of inadmissibility and
deportability that do not require a conviction in
court. This is an ominous step toward the ero-
sion of the rights of all people in the United
States, including citizens.

The U.S. immigration system has been bro-
ken for decades. Every bipartisan proposal to
fix it has been fractured by Republicans’ re-
fusal to work with Democrats to find effective
solutions.

Now, as we begin the 119th Congress with
Republicans again in the majority, they con-
tinue to reject a bipartisan way forward to find
real solutions. Instead, Republicans have cho-
sen to bring more deeply flawed messaging
bills to the House floor. This legislation does
not just target people who are in the United
States illegally. Its impact will be felt by many
of our neighbors, from green card holders and
students to temporary workers and DACA re-
cipients.

Here’s the bottom line: under our existing
immigration laws, people who commit domes-
tic violence, sexual offenses, or other heinous
crimes are already inadmissible and remov-
able. This bill does not secure the border, nor
does it work to fix our immigration system. It
only puts innocent people, legally present in
the United States, at risk of deportation. Re-
publicans must begin to work toward bipar-
tisan, constructive solutions to fix our broken
immigration system.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MORAN). All time for debate has ex-
pired.

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.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Moore of Wisconsin moves to recom-
mit the bill H.R. 30 to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin is as fol-
lows:

Ms. Moore of Wisconsin moves to recom-
mit the bill H.R. 30 to the Committee on the
Judiciary with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment:

Page 3, line 10, insert after ‘‘is inadmis-
sible.” the following: ‘“‘The Attorney General
or Secretary of Homeland Security shall not
be limited by the criminal court record and
may waive the application of clauses (i) and
(ii) in the case of an alien who has been bat-
tered or subjected to extreme cruelty and
who is not and was not the primary perpe-
trator of violence in the relationship, upon
making a determination described in section
237(a)(T)(A)({).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to recommit.

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 206, nays
213, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 16]

YEAS—206
Adams Garcia (TX) Ocasio-Cortez
Aguilar Gillen Olszewski
Amo Golden (ME) Omar
Ansari Goldman (NY) Pallone
Auchincloss Gomez Panetta
Balint Gonzalez, V. Pappas
Barragan Goodlander Perez
Bell Gottheimer Peters
Bera Gray Pingree
Beyer Green, Al (TX) Pocan
Bishop Harder (CA) Pou
Bonamici Hayes N
Boyle (PA) Himes Eﬁiﬂg
Brown Horsford Randall
Brownley Houlahan Raskin
Budzinski Hoyer Riley (NY)
Bynum Hoyle (OR) . v
Carbajal Huffman Rivas
Carson Ivey Ross
Carter (LA) Jackson (IL) Buiz
Casar Jacobs Ryan
Case Jayapal Salinas
Casten Jeffries Sanchez
Castor (FL) Johnson (GA) Scanlon
Castro (TX) Johnson (TX) Schakowsky
Cherfilus- Kamlager-Dove Schneider

McCormick Kaptur Scholten
Chu Keating Schrier
Cisneros Kelly (IL) Scott (VA)
Clark (MA) Kennedy (NY) Scott, David
Clarke (NY) Khanna Sewell
Cleaver Krishnamoorthi Sherrill
Clyburn Landsman Simon
Cohen Larsen (WA) Smith (WA)
Conaway Larson (CT) Sorensen
Connolly Latimer Soto
Correa Lee (NV) Stansbury
Costa Lee (PA) Stanton
Courtney Leger Fernandez Stevens
Craig Levin Strickland
Crockett L%ccardo Subramanyam
Crow Lieu Suozzi
Cuellar Lofgren Swalwell
DaV}ds (KS) Lynch' Sykes
Davis (IL) Magaziner Takano
Davis (NC) Mannion Thanedar
Dean (PA) Matsui
DeGette McBath gﬁgﬁg:gﬁ Effé))
DeLauro McBride Titus
DelBene McClain Delaney Tlaib
Deluzio McClellan Tokuda
DeSaulnier McCollum Tonko
Dexter McDonald Rivet
Dingell McGarvey Torres (CA)
g

Doggett McGovern Torres (NY)
Elfreth Meclver Trahan
Escobar Meeks Tran
Espaillat Menendez Turner (TX)
Evans (PA) Meng Underwood
Fields Mfume Vargas
Figures Min Vasquez
Fletcher Moore (WI) Veasey
Foster Morelle Velazquez
Foushee Morrison Vindman
Frankel, Lois Moskowitz Wasserman
Friedman Mullin Schultz
Frost Nadler Waters
Garamendi Neal Watson Coleman
Garcia (CA) Neguse Whitesides
Garcia (IL) Norcross Williams (GA)

NAYS—213
Aderholt Bacon Bean (FL)
Alford Baird Begich
Allen Balderson Bentz
Amodei (NV) Barr Bergman
Arrington Barrett Bice
Babin Baumgartner Biggs (AZ)
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Biggs (SC) Hamadeh (AZ) Moore (NC)
Bilirakis Haridopolos Moore (UT)
Boebert Harrigan Moore (WV)
Bost Harris (MD) Moran
Bresnahan Harris (NC) Murphy
Buchanan Harshbarger Nehls
Burchett Hern (OK) Newhouse
Burlison Higgins (LA) Norman
Calvert Hill (AR) Nunn (IA)
Cammack Hinson Obernolte
Carey Houchin Ogles
Carter (GA) Hudson Onder
Carter (TX) Huizenga Owens
Ciscomani Hurd (CO) Palmer
Cline Issa Perry
Cloud Jack Pfluger
Clyde Jackson (TX) Reschenthaler
Cole James Rogers (AL)
Collins Johnson (LA) Rogers (KY)
Comer Johnson (SD) Rose
Crane Jordan Rouzer
Crank Joyce (OH) Roy
Crawford Joyce (PA) Rulli
Crenshaw Kean Rutherford
De La Cruz Kelly (MS) Salazar
DesdJarlais Kelly (PA) Scalise
Diaz-Balart Kennedy (UT) Schmidt
Donalds Kiggans (VA) Schweikert
Downing Kiley (CA) Scott, Austin
Dunn (FL) Kim Self
Edwards Knott Sessions
Ellzey Kustoff Shreve
Emmer LaHood Simpson
Estes LaLota Smith (MO)
Evans (CO) LaMalfa Smith (NE)
Ezell Langworthy Smith (NJ)
Fallon Latta Smucker
Fedorchak Lawler Spartz
Feenstra Lee (FL) Stauber
Finstad Letlow Stefanik
Fischbach Loudermilk Steil
Fitzgerald Lucas Steube
Fitzpatrick Luna Strong
Fleischmann Luttrell Stutzman
Flood Mace Taylor
Fong Mackenzie Tenney
Foxx Malliotakis Thompson (PA)
Franklin, Scott Maloy Tiffany
Fry Mann Timmons
Fulcher Massie Valadao
Garbarino Mast Van Drew
Gill (TX) McCaul Van Duyne
Gimenez MecClintock Van Orden
Goldman (TX) McCormick Wagner
Gonzales, Tony McDowell Walberg
Gooden McGuire Weber (TX)
Gosar Messmer Webster (FL)
Graves Meuser Westerman
Green (TN) Miller (IL) Wied
Greene (GA) Miller (OH) Williams (TX)
Griffith Miller (WV) Wilson (SC)
Grothman Miller-Meeks Wittman
Guest Mills Womack
Guthrie Moolenaar Yakym
Hageman Moore (AL) Zinke
NOT VOTING—15
Beatty McClain Quigley
Brecheen Moulton Sherman
Davidson Mrvan Turner (OH)
Grijalva Pelosi Waltz
Hunt Pettersen Wilson (FL)
J 1050
Mses. VAN DUYNE, MALOY, Messrs.
VAN ORDEN, HUIZENGA,

BAUMGARTNER, WESTERMAN, and
GILL of Texas changed their vote from
“‘yvea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 274, nays

145, not voting 15, as follows:

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei (NV)
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Barr
Barrett
Baumgartner
Bean (FL)
Begich
Bentz
Bergman
Bice

Biggs (AZ)
Biggs (SC)
Bilirakis
Boebert
Bost

Boyle (PA)
Brecheen
Bresnahan
Buchanan
Budzinski
Burchett
Burlison
Bynum
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Ciscomani
Cline

Cloud
Clyburn
Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Conaway
Courtney
Craig
Crane
Crank
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (NC)
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Donalds
Downing
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Evans (CO)
Ezell
Fallon
Fedorchak
Feenstra
Figures
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry
Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gillen
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez, V.
Gooden
Goodlander
Gosar
Gottheimer
Graves

[Roll No. 17]

YEAS—274

Gray

Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Harder (CA)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hayes

Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Himes
Hinson
Horsford
Houchin
Houlahan
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kaptur

Kean

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Landsman
Langworthy
Latta

Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)
Letlow
Levin
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Lynch

Mace
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Mannion
Massie

Mast
McBride
McCaul
McClain Delaney
McClintock
McCormick
McDonald Rivet
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)

Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Morrison
Moskowitz
Murphy
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Perez
Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Riley (NY)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer
Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Salinas
Scalise
Schmidt
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Sewell
Sherrill
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spartz
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Titus
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vasquez
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Whitesides
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke
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NAYS—145

Adams Fields Mullin
Aguilar Fletcher Nadler
Amo Foster Neal
Ansari Foushee Neguse
Auchincloss Frankel, Lois Norcross
Balint Friedman Ocasio-Cortez
Barragan Frost Olszewski
Bell Garamendi Omar
Bera Garcia (CA) Pallone
Beyer Garcla (IL) Peters
Bishop Garcia (TX) Pingree
Bonamici Goldman (NY) Pocan
Brown Gomez Pou
Brownley Green, Al (TX) Pressley
Carbajal Hoyer Ramirez
Carson Hoyle (OR) Randall
Carter (LA) Huffman Raskin
Casar Ivey Rivas
Case Jackson (IL) Ross
Casten Jacobs Ruiz
Castor (FL) Jayapal Sanchez
Castro (TX) Jeffries Scanlon
Cherfilus- Johnson (GA) Schakowsky

McCormick Kamlager-Dove Schneider
Chu Keating Scott (VA)
Cisneros Kelly (IL) Scott, David
Clark (MA) Krishnamoorthi Simon
Clarke (NY) Larsen (WA) Smith (WA)
Cleaver Larson (CT) Stansbury
Cohen Latimer Stevens
Connolly Lee (PA) Strickland
Correa Leger Fernandez Takano
Costa Liccardo Thanedar
Crockett Lieu Thompson (CA)
Crow Lofgren Thompson (MS)
Davis (IL) Matsui Tlaib
Dean (PA) McBath Tokuda
DeGette McClellan Tonko
DeLauro McCollum Torres (CA)
DelBene McGarvey Turner (TX)
Deluzio McGovern Underwood
DeSaulnier Mclver Vargas
Dexter Meeks Veasey
Dingell Menendez Velazquez
Doggett Meng Wasserman
Elfreth Mfume Schultz
Escobar Min Waters
Espaillat Moore (WI) Watson Coleman
Evans (PA) Morelle Williams (GA)

NOT VOTING—15

Beatty McClain Quigley
Davidson Moulton Sherman
Diaz-Balart Mrvan Turner (OH)
Grijalva Pelosi Waltz
Hunt Pettersen Wilson (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

O 1100

So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated for:

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
able to vote today as the last vote timed out.
Had | been present, | would have voted YEA
on Roll Call No. 17, H.R. 30; Preventing Vio-
lence Against Women by lllegal Aliens Act.

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. 16, Motion to Re-
commit H.R. 30, and NAY on Roll Call No. 17,
H.R. 30.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. PETTERSEN. Mr. Speaker, due to trav-
el restrictions related to my pregnancy, | was
unable to travel to DC to vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 16 and NAY on Roll Call No. 17.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to
vote on the House floor this morning because
of a weather-related travel delay. Had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on a Roll
Call No. 16 and NAY on Roll Call No. 17.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mrs. MCCLAIN. Mr. Speaker, due to a
death in the family, | needed to attend the fu-
neral proceedings and was unable to vote on
the House floor. Had | been present, | would
have voted NAY on Roll Call No. 16, Motion
to Recommit, and YEA on Roll Call No. 17,
Passage of H.R. 30.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

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

———

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY,
JANUARY 16, 2025, TO MONDAY,
JANUARY 20, 2025

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 10
a.m. on Monday next.

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

There was no objection.

———

REMEMBERING ANTHONY ‘“AL”
ADDISON

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

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, today
we gather to honor and remember a re-
markable leader, Anthony Al
Addison.

Al’s life was defined by service, dedi-
cation, and an unwavering commit-
ment to the Northern Arapaho Tribe,
leaving a legacy that will inspire gen-
erations.

Al served 20 years in the U.S. Air
Force, demonstrating the same integ-
rity and devotion that he later brought
to the Northern Arapaho Tribe. As the
longest serving member of the North-
ern Arapaho Business Council, his lead-
ership and vision guided the commu-
nity through significant growth and
change.

Beyond his professional achieve-
ments, Al was a compassionate father,
a mentor, and a trusted friend. His true
legacy lies not only in the projects he
championed, but in the lives that he
enriched and the community that he
strengthened.

Al will be deeply missed, but his
memory lives on in the hearts of those
whom he touched.

————
KEEP THE DREAM ALIVE

(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, on August 28, 1963, the Rev-
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erend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., de-
livered one of the most famous speech-
es of the century, ‘I Have a Dream.”’

During the March on Washington for
Jobs and Freedom, he shared his
dream, which was deeply rooted in the
American Dream. His speech reminded
us of our Nation’s promises of freedom,
justice, and equality.

Mr. Speaker, North Carolina State
University Professor Jason Miller dis-
covered a recording of this iconic
speech. However, this recording cap-
tured Dr. King delivering it to about
1,800 people at Booker T. Washington
High School in Rocky Mount, North
Carolina, 8 months before the March on
Washington. The speech in Rocky
Mount is the first recorded evidence of
Dr. King’s ‘I Have a Dream”’ speech.

Eastern North Carolina has a rich
history, and during this MLK holiday, I
encourage all of us to keep the dream
alive.

————

HONORING ZUZA, YAKIMA COUNTY
FALLEN HERO

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to honor a fallen hero in central
Washington. Zuza served the Yakima
County Sheriff’s Department at the
hand of Deputy Nick Ward.

In her 7-year career with the sheriff’s
department, Zuza had an incredible
record of 138 captures, including dan-
gerous criminals and murder suspects.
Tales of her heroism and ferocity
spread quickly throughout Yakima
County, with many stories of her tak-
ing down criminals at record speeds
and even more stories of suspects only
hearing her bark before giving them-
selves up to authorities.

Outside of her bark and her bite, she
was a comforting presence for officers
in tense situations and offered a sense
of security when things got difficult.
Yakima County is safer because of
Zuza, and I thank Deputy Ward for his
commitment to her handling and to
the safety of our communities.

———

HONORING COUNCILWOMAN
SHIRLEY McCRACKEN

(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
Councilmember Shirley McCracken, a
beloved servant, neighbor, and good
friend.

After spending 10 years as a nun,
Councilmember McCracken moved to
Anaheim, where she would marry her
beloved Paul and raise two children.

Once she settled in our community,
Mrs. McCracken taught math with the
Anaheim Union School District and be-
came a very active member of our com-
munity. She donated her time and en-
ergy to organizations like the YMCA
and the Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts of
Orange County.
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She later was elected to the Anaheim
City Council in 1996, becoming the sec-
ond woman to be elected to the Ana-
heim City Council. Mrs. McCracken
would go on to serve 8 years on the
Anaheim City Council and two years as
mayor pro tem in 1999 and 2000.

I ask my colleagues today to join me
in honoring her legacy and service to
our community.

———

HONORING SENIOR CITIZENS, INC.,
ON 65 YEARS OF SERVICE TO
GEORGIANS

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Senior Citi-
zens, Inc., a cornerstone of our commu-
nity in Savannah, Georgia, as they cel-
ebrate their 66th anniversary.

Since 1959, this remarkable organiza-
tion has been dedicated to helping
older adults age successfully, providing
essential services that enhance their
quality of life. Senior Citizens, Inc., of-
fers a comprehensive range of pro-
grams, including in-home care, Meals
on Wheels, adult day health services,
and The Learning Center, which pro-
vides lifelong learning opportunities.
Their care navigators serve as a vital
resource, connecting seniors and their
families to the support they need.

Through initiatives like the Senior
Companions program, volunteers pro-
vide friendship and assistance to their
older neighbors, fostering a sense of
community and belonging.

Their commitment to our veterans
through partnerships like the
VetAssist program ensures that those
who have served our country receive
the care they deserve.

As the Representative of Georgia’s
First Congressional District, I am
deeply grateful for the unwavering
dedication of Senior Citizens, Inc.
Their compassionate services have
touched countless lives, embodying the
service of community and care that
makes our district exceptional.

Please join me in congratulating
Senior Citizens, Inc., on 65 years of
outstanding service and in wishing
them continued success in the years to
come.

————
RETIRED COLONEL GREG GADSON

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the patriotic and inspir-
ing service of retired Army Colonel
Greg Gadson. He recently addressed
students at Central Catholic High
School in my northwest Ohio district.

Colonel Gadson’s story is one of un-
paralleled courage in the face of pro-
found adversity, from humble begin-
nings to the football fields of West
Point and combat in Iraq to his in-
trepid mission to others after losing
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both legs in severe injuries sustained in
a roadside bomb attack.

Despite all that he endured, he easily
could have given up in despair. How-
ever, instead, he chose a path of hope,
determination, and exemplary service.
He has since become a beacon of hope
as a motivational speaker, actor, au-
thor, and living testament to the
strength of the human spirit.

Colonel Gadson’s words: Be present
in your life, be your best, resonate
deeply.

Let us carry his message forward, en-
suring every veteran receives the
honor, support, and opportunities they
deserve. I deeply vrespect Colonel
Gadson for his unwavering dedication
to our Nation. Let us all thank him for
inspiring our next generation of leaders
to take on any challenges and obsta-
cles that come in their path. Colonel
Gadson is truly an American hero and
inspiration for us all.

———

HONORING JESUS JESSE VARGAS

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

Mr. NEHLS. Mr. Speaker, my Texas
colleagues and I rise today to honor a
hero, Brazoria County Sheriff’s Deputy
Jesus Jesse Vargas.

Deputy Vargas was a proud husband
and father of three school-age children.
Deputy Vargas was shot and killed in
the line of duty while working as a
member of the U.S. Marshals’ Gulf
Coast Violent Offenders Task Force,
serving a warrant on a repeat offender.
He was a dedicated public servant who
was with the Brazoria County Sheriff’s
Office for 17 years.

As a former law enforcement officer
and sheriff of Fort Bend County, Texas,
I know all too well the sacrifices our
Nation’s law enforcement officers
make.

Deputy Vargas was a hero to
Brazoria County, the great State of
Texas, and our Nation.

My prayers are with the Vargas fam-
ily, Brazoria County Sheriff Bo
Stallman, and the Brazoria County
Sheriff’s Office, the community, and
every man and woman in blue.

The war on our law enforcement
must end.

I ask everyone in the Chamber to
bow their heads in a moment of silence.

———
O 1115
SERVING IN THE LINE OF DUTY

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise. I rise today with a very
heavy heart, Mr. Speaker, because
while we hear the words ‘‘in the line of
duty,” we have a wife and three chil-
dren who will understand the true
meaning of ‘‘in the line of duty.”

They have lost a husband. A father
has made a transition. They will have
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to suffer and, unfortunately, live with
this for the rest of their lives.

Mr. Speaker, I beg that all would un-
derstand that our officers are out there
trying to do the very best that they
can, and when this happens, let’s make
sure that we let the world know that
we appreciate the job that they do.

This was a 17-year veteran, 17 years
of work, and he is no longer with us.

I, too, ask for a moment of silence in
recognition of his service and in re-
spect of his wife and children.

———————

HONORING MONTANA STATE
UNIVERSITY BOBCAT RODEO TEAM

(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 in honor of the Montana State
University Bobcat rodeo team as they
prepare to participate in the 2025 Presi-
dential inaugural parade.

The inclusion of a collegiate rodeo
team in the inaugural parade is a his-
toric first and a unique representation
of our culture and the way of life as
Montanans.

I am thrilled that these talented rop-
ers and riders will get the chance to ex-
perience all that our Nation’s Capital
has to offer during such an exciting
time for our country.

This effort would not have been pos-
sible without the collective support of
the State, the MSU community, uni-
versity leadership, namely Bobcat
Rodeo Coaches Kyle Whitaker and Sa-
vanna Bolich, and MSU President
Waded Cruzado.

I highlight the advocacy of my col-
league, First District Congressman
RYAN ZINKE, whose support helped get
this initiative across the finish line.

Heather and I cannot wait to join our
fellow Montanans cheering the team on
as they take to Pennsylvania Avenue
on Monday and make their way toward
the White House.

Go Cats. I know they will make Mon-
tana proud.

—————

CELEBRATING GOODYEAR BLIMP
CENTENNIAL

(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 celebrate the birthday of a very
important fixture of Ohio’s 13th Con-
gressional District, the country, and
the world: the Goodyear Blimp. This
year marks the 100th anniversary of
the inaugural flight of the first Good-
year blimp, known as Pilgrim.

The Goodyear Blimp is a cultural
icon, creating a memorable and rec-
ognizable connection between AKron,
Ohio, the United States, and the entire
world, bringing smiles to many people,
including those here in this Chamber.

Over the last 100 years, the blimp has
helped fight in World War II, assisted
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first responders with disaster relief,
and, perhaps its most well-known role,
covering important sporting events.
This includes this year’s Rose Bowl
game, which marked the 70th year of
aerial coverage from the Goodyear
Blimp, and I might add, it was a win by
The Ohio State University.

I congratulate Goodyear on this his-
toric milestone and, most importantly,
for lighting the skies with the hope and
wonder of American ingenuity.

We look forward to the skies being
graced by the Goodyear Blimp for
years to come, bringing pride to Ohio’s
13th Congressional District.

Godspeed, Goodyear.

——————

CONGRATULATING GANADO HIGH
SCHOOL INDIANS

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

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate the Ganado High
School Indians’ football team on their
incredible victory in the 2024 Texas
Class 2A, Division 1 championship.

With a 30-28 win that happened in tri-
ple overtime, the Indians capped off a
remarkable 15-1 season. Under the
guidance of Head Coach Josh Ervin, the
team showed unparalleled resilience
and unity. From the first snap of the
season to the thrilling final play, they
demonstrated the power of teamwork
and perseverance.

This championship is not just a tes-
tament to their athletic talent but to
the unwavering support of the Ganado
community. It is a moment that will
inspire future generations to strive for
excellence, both on and off the field.

I congratulate the Ganado Indians on
this well-deserved championship, and
may God continue to bless the players,
coaches, families, and the entire com-
munity. God bless them.

———

CONDITIONING DISASTER AID IS
UN-AMERICAN

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

Mr. CARBAJAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to say: Los Angeles, we are with
you.

Our hearts are with every single fam-
ily who has lost a loved one, a liveli-
hood, or some part of their community.

We give thanks to the heroic first re-
sponders working to contain these
fires.

I also rise to ask, Mr. Speaker, are
these families not American? What
makes these families different from
families we have helped after hurri-
canes, tornadoes, or floods in other
States?

To suggest that we should hold hos-
tage the aid we give to these American
families, families who have lost every-
thing, is wrong and un-American. Just
look at what has been approved over
the past decade, especially for so-called
red States, I might add.
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Have we ever said that those families
should be punished for their State’s po-
litical choices? Absolutely not. I am
appalled and, frankly, sickened at the
calls for conditioning aid for these
families, these American families.
They are crying out for help.

Congress should respond immediately
without hesitation or delay. Here is the
map. Look at where the money has
gone in the past decade.

THANKING TEXAS’ EIGHTH
DISTRICT FIREFIGHTERS

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

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Speaker, sadly,
wildfires are devastating our neighbors
in California. In the face of this trag-
edy, first responders from across the
country have answered the call to help.

I will take a moment to recognize the
brave firefighters from District Eight
of Texas who have traveled from far
east Texas all the way to California.
This includes the firefighters from the
Houston Fire Department as well as
the Needham, Porter, Conroe, and
North Montgomery Fire Departments.

The City of Conroe Fire Department
proudly deployed its newly commis-
sioned Type 3 brush truck to assist in
battling the California wildfires. This
wildland fire truck is specifically engi-
neered to fight fires in rough and chal-
lenging terrain.

Our firemen expect to deploy for the
remaining weeks. Their selflessness
and commitment to protecting fellow
Americans is inspiring. I thank these
firefighters and every first responder
stepping into harm’s way.

Guardians of their communities, fire-
fighters are always willing to run into
danger and share their brave hearts
and strong hands. We pray for their
safety, their quick return, and for all
those who have been devastated by this
tragedy in California.

——
MAKING PROGRESS FOR AMERICA

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

Ms. DEXTER. Mr. Speaker, we find
ourselves at a make-or-break moment
in America. The people from East and
North Portland, Sandy, Gresham,
Estacada, and Hood River have spoken
with a united voice.

It is time to make bold progress on
the issues that matter most: address-
ing our homelessness and addiction cri-
ses, ensuring access to affordable
healthcare for all, building an economy
that works for our working families,
and, as wildfires ravage our coast,
tackling the climate crisis head-on.

As a critical care physician, I have
spent the past two decades caring for
the sickest Oregonians. Each day that
I walk through these doors, I carry
their stories with me. For those pa-
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tients and every family who calls Or-
egon home, I am committed to doing
the hard work of bringing people to-
gether to deliver results for our com-
munity.

My job is to be your voice in Con-
gress. I am here to listen, to learn, and
to do what is required to ensure that
every Oregon child has the opportunity
to grow up in a healthy, thriving com-
munity.

RETURNING TO THE HALLS OF
CONGRESS

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

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has
been nearly a decade since I had the op-
portunity to address this body.

In the time I have been gone, Wash-
ington has seen a lot of changes. Don-
ald Trump was elected two times. Over
200 congressional districts have seen
new Members take hold. Staffers no
longer use BlackBerrys.

As the old adage goes: The more
things change, the more they stay the
same. Washington’s fiscal house is still
out of order. Democrats are still out of
touch with reality, just as we saw on
our last vote 20 minutes ago on the
Preventing Violence Against Women
by Illegal Aliens Act. Conservatism is
still in short supply, but Americans
recognize Washington is broken, which
is why they gave our party an irref-
utable mandate to fix it.

We must follow the lead of President
Trump and Speaker JOHNSON in reduc-
ing government overreach and making
this country great, healthy, and pros-
perous again.

The old way of business has doubled
our national debt since I was last in
these Halls and has gradually sub-
stituted million-dollar spending pack-
ages with billion-dollar ones.

The people have been clear: The
Washington of old is out, and govern-
ment for and by the people is in.

———

CELEBRATING 105 YEARS OF ZETA
PHI BETA

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

Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate 105 years of
Zeta Phi Beta Sorority, Incorporated, a
legacy of ‘‘Scholarship, Service, Sister-
hood, and Finer Womanhood” that
began on January 16, 1920, right here in
Washington, D.C.

Founded by the Five Pearls, Arizona
Cleaver Stemons, Pearl Anna Neal,
Myrtle Tyler Faithful, Viola Tyler Go-
ings, and Fannie Pettie Watts, these
visionary women didn’t just build a sis-
terhood. They built an organization
that rejected elitism and frivolity.

From being the first to charter a
chapter in Africa to fostering commu-
nity-conscious, action-oriented leader-
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ship, this sorority has set the gold
standard.
Today, with over 100,000 members

across 870 chapters worldwide, Zeta Phi
Beta Sorority, Incorporated, has re-
mained unwavering in its mission,
whether it is promoting social justice,
providing service, or showing the world
what it truly means to be a finer
woman.

What is sisterhood? Sisterhood is not
just about wearing matching colors
and strolling. True sisterhood means
extending respect and support, encour-
aging each other, and committing to a
lifetime of friendship. When a sister
forgets what that means, you let her
know with love.

As a proud member, I am thrilled to
wish my sorors a happy Founders Day.

——
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CONGRATULATING COCOA HIGH
SCHOOL FOOTBALL TEAM

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

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today with great pride to con-
gratulate the remarkable Cocoa High
School football team for their third
consecutive State championship.

I would like to take this opportunity
to commend them and celebrate the ex-
ceptional leadership of their head
coach, Ryan Schneider, whose dedica-
tion to excellence has been instru-
mental in guiding these young athletes
to achieve great success on and off the
field.

Furthermore, I would like to express
my gratitude to Cocoa Mayor Mike
Blake for his support of the team and
his efforts to promote athletics within
our community.

To the many seniors who will con-
tinue their athletic career at excep-
tional universities across the country,
I wish them the best of luck. I hope
they will continue to make Brevard
County proud.

——————

THANKING OREGON FIREFIGHTERS
FOR THEIR HEROIC SERVICE

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

Ms. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to thank the heroic firefighters
from Oregon who are on the front lines
fighting wildfires in California.

Firefighters from Clackamas, Linn,
and Multnomah Counties have traveled
hundreds of miles to help save lives and
homes. The fires have been dev-
astating. Unfortunately, we, too, have
experienced this in Oregon.

As a mother that has had to evacuate
her family, and as a businessowner
that has had to close our doors due to
dangerous smoke conditions, I am
praying for all of the families impacted
and for the safety of our first respond-
ers, but that is not enough.
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We have to do more to prevent these
fires from starting. Oregon’s leaders in
wildfire prevention tell me they need
the resources to get an engine to every
home that needs one, and they need to
know that the water will flow when
they need it.

To protect us, the government must
protect them, especially when it comes
to funding. I will work in Congress to
ensure our responders have the re-
sources they need and our families are
supported in the aftermath of these
devastating events.

RECOGNIZING LOS ANGELES RESI-
DENTS AFFECTED BY WILDFIRES

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

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize all of the residents
of Los Angeles and the surrounding
areas who have been affected by these
disastrous wildfires.

My district is indeed lucky that we
have not been directly affected, but our
neighbors are hurting badly. Families
have lost their livelihoods, their
homes, and their communities.

I am proud to honor these organiza-
tions in my own district who have
reached out a helping hand in these dif-
ficult times. Firefighters, small busi-
ness owners, hotels, and social service
workers from California’s 38th District
have volunteered their time and serv-
ices to those in need.

I am honored to represent such a car-
ing community. During tragedies like
these, we truly see the best of human-
ity. I hope my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle can learn from these
folks in my district who are providing
relief unconditionally to their friends
and neighbors. Congress should do the
same.

————
DISASTER RELIEF

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

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, for 2 weeks we have watched
brutal, orange flames engulf homes,
leaving ash and heartache in their
wake for both rich and poor southern
Californians. Four months ago, North
Carolina confronted horrifying destruc-
tion from Hurricane Helene.

While we can never put all the pieces
back together and we can never replace
all that has been taken by fire or flood,
we as lawmakers have a duty to ensure
the American people can rebuild.

Disaster relief is a lifeline. Disaster
relief through FEMA, started by Presi-
dent Carter, gets food, water, power,
and shelter to survivors.

In the aftermath of Hurricane Ida in
my State, my home county of Mont-
gomery County received more than $30
million for cleanup and repair. Even so,
3% years later claims hang in limbo.
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Some families still cannot return
home.

FEMA is working nonstop to support
victims in more than 100 disasters. As
these natural disasters become more
and more frequent, we pray for these
communities. Yet faith without works
is dead. We must commit to fully fund-
ing FEMA and the extraordinary work
they do with no strings attached. That
is what it is to be Americans.

———

PASSING AID TO ASSIST
CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

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

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, my
heart is heavy seeing the devastation
across southern California. My
thoughts and prayers are with the fam-
ilies who have lost loved ones and
whose homes, businesses, and schools
have been destroyed.

Arizona is no stranger to devastating
wildfires. Anyone in the West will tell
you that climate change is making
wildfires more frequent and more dan-
gerous, not just in California but ev-
erywhere.

This body has a real immediate duty
to address the threat of worsening
wildfires, and I have introduced legisla-
tion to get State and local govern-
ments emergency FEMA resources to
fight wildfires and protect people and
property.

Our first priority is to help those
fleeing to safety and to aid the fire-
fighters and first responders, including
the brave fire crews from Arizona cit-
ies, the State, and our Tribal nations.

When Arizona communities have
been impacted by wildfires, floods, or
other extreme weather events, the Fed-
eral Government has delivered aid
without conditions.

When our neighbors in the South, in
Florida, North Carolina, and Lou-
isiana, were hit by storms, the Federal
Government delivered without condi-
tions.

Now Congress must pass emergency
disaster aid for our neighbors in Cali-
fornia without conditions.

——————

RECOGNIZING OREGON FIRE
STRIKE TEAMS

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

Ms. SALINAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the Oregon fire
strike teams who have deployed to
southern California to help contain the
ongoing wildfires.

These fires are leaving a historic
path of destruction in their wake. Al-
ready at least 25 people have died,
thousands of homes and businesses
have burned to the ground, and many
more people have been displaced.

As Oregonians, we know firsthand
the devastation of wildfires. It makes
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sense that we would lend a hand to our
neighbors to the south. The Oregon fire
marshal has sent 21 strike teams and
370 individual firefighters to California
to help contain these blazes.

We are already hearing stories of
their heroism. Just last week, a Marion
County strike team was able to quickly
act and save a family’s home when it
caught fire.

We owe a debt of gratitude to these
courageous men and women who are
working 24-hour shifts away from their
families and putting their lives on the
line to help folks who are suffering
right now.

I will continue to support our fire-
fighters and deliver the pay and bene-
fits they have earned. I am thankful
for these heroes from Oregon and for
all those working day in and day out to
stop these deadly blazes.

——————

CONGRATULATING BAYONNE
MODEL UNITED NATIONS TEAM

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

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor and congratulate the
talented students of Bayonne High
School Model United Nations team who
returned from Dubai this week where
they represented our community and
our great State at the Harvard Model
United Nations conference.

Under the leadership of Colleen
Rushnak, these young men and women
are learning the critical skills of lead-
ership, problem-solving, and inter-
national diplomacy. I had the oppor-
tunity to visit with them recently and
couldn’t be prouder that they rep-
resented us on the global stage.

Congratulations to the Fighting
Bees. You made our entire community
proud.

——————

SUPPORTING RELIEF FOR
CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

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

Ms. SIMON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congresswoman CHU for organizing the
California delegation in support of our
fellow Californians who are grieving as
a result of the devastating fires in
southern California.

Our hearts break as tens of thousands
of folks have lost everything. As our
hearts break, we know that in this
Chamber we have to work. That is our
obligation.

I have spoken to fire chiefs in my dis-
trict, and I am so thankful that our
fire departments in Oakland, Alameda,
and Berkeley have traveled to southern
California to support.

I especially want to thank Oakland’s
chief, Damon Covington, and others
who have stepped up to meet this mo-
ment, to go into the fire and to protect
fellow Americans. The devastation of
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these fires is unprecedented. Just as we
have come together to fight these fires,
we must come together to bring real
relief to families again who have lost
everything.

In our country’s history, the Federal
Government has never placed restric-
tions and conditions on emergency dis-
aster aid to our people.

————

STRENGTHENING AND PROMOTING
INNOVATION IN THE NATION’S
CYBERSECURITY—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119-
13)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LUTTRELL) laid before the House the
following message from the President
of the United States; which was read
and, together with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be print-
ed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), I hereby report
that I have issued an Executive Order
that takes additional steps to deal with
the national emergency declared in Ex-
ecutive Order 13694 of April 1, 2015
(Blocking the Property of Certain Per-
sons Engaging in Significant Malicious
Cyber-Enabled Activities), as amended
by Executive Order 13757 of December
28, 2016 (Taking Additional Steps to
Address the National Emergency With
Respect to Significant Malicious
Cyber-Enabled Activities), and further
amended by Executive Order 13984 of
January 19, 2021 (Taking Additional
Steps To Address the National Emer-
gency With Respect to Significant Ma-
licious Cyber-Enabled Activities).

Significant malicious cyber-enabled
activities continue to pose an unusual
and extraordinary threat to the na-
tional security, foreign policy, and
economy of the United States. To ad-
dress this continuing national emer-
gency and protect against the growing
and evolving threat of malicious cyber-
enabled activities against the United
States and United States allies and
partners, including the increasing
threats by foreign actors of unauthor-
ized access to critical infrastructure,
ransomware, and cyber-enabled intru-
sions and sanctions evasion, section 9
of the Executive Order I have issued
updates the criteria to be used by the
Secretary of the Treasury in desig-
nating a person for sanctions for en-
gaging in specified malicious cyber-en-
abled activities and related conduct.

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order I have issued.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 16, 2025.

——————

ADDRESSING CALIFORNIA
WILDFIRES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS). Under the Speaker’s an-
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nounced policy of January 3, 2025, the

gentleman from California (Mr.

LAMALFA) is recognized for 60 minutes

as the designee of the majority leader.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the topic
of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, we see it every year, es-
pecially in the West. When fire season
hits, it can be very devastating. Some
years were better than others. In the
northern part of the State that I rep-
resent and some of my colleagues in
surrounding States, we got hit pretty
hard in the forested areas, some of the
grassland areas, et cetera.

As you know right now, southern
California, the Los Angeles area, is
taking it really badly with the annual
Santa Ana winds. It is an extraor-
dinary amount of wind and strength of
the winds, driving the fire to a point
that hasn’t been seen in at least 60
yvears in that area. It is devastating
towns and causing unmeasurable dam-
age so far.

The fires are still raging. It is by the
grace of God that maybe the wind will
stop. Maybe it will shift somewhat and
give the firefighters a better chance to
get ahead of it. We know they are val-
iantly fighting. As it is right now fire-
fighters are coming from all over the
State and neighboring States as well,
to weigh in on that with the aircraft,
the equipment, and the firefighters on
the ground to make the stand.

It is going to be extremely difficult
until the winds die down. We pray for
rain to help them out as well. It is not
unfamiliar for me in my northern Cali-
fornia district with several large fires
in the last 6 years. We have had the
Paradise, California, fire known as the
Camp fire, which burned many acres.
Importantly, 90 percent of the town
was burned down, and 85 people lost
their lives with that.

Other towns in my own district were
consumed as well in later fires in
Greenville and Canyondam. In a little
town called Doyle, it blew right
through part of that. It happens year
after year.

It really boils down to: What are we
doing for preparedness? What are we
doing to treat the lands and have the
conditions that we need to be more
successful? You are not going to pre-
vent fire completely. You are going to
have it. When one occurs, you need to
be able to have a fighting chance, and
our firefighters have the ability to do
that.
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Mr. Speaker, joining me today during
this Special Order is my colleague from
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Oregon (Mr. BENTZ). We share that Or-
egon-California border, and we fre-
quently encounter many of the same
issues on fire, on forestry, on water and
water issues

Mr. Speaker, to tell his story about
what has been going on in Oregon, I
yield to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BENTZ).

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for allowing me to join this
Special Order today and discuss this
horrid and tragic situation in Southern
California, truly a national emergency.

Note that I call this a national emer-
gency. Why? Because soon Congress
will be sending hundreds of billions of
dollars to California to help clean up
this mess and rebuild.

The most basic level of common
sense demands that we not send bil-
lions upon billions to California with-
out first looking carefully at the
causes of this catastrophe, and when
they are identified, making sure these
causes will be addressed and resolved.

The sad benefit that will come from
understanding the cause of these
southern California fires and also of
understanding why California’s fire
protection systems failed isn’t limited
to California. Every State is facing
hotter and dryer conditions. Every
State must do a far better job adapting
to these conditions. We need to look at
what causes these horrific fires, what
they did wrong or what we do wrong in
trying to put them out, and then apply
those lessons accordingly.

You might ask why these questions
were not asked and answered in any of
the other fires that we have been suf-
fering that were referred to by Con-
gressman LAMALFA a few minutes ago.
We have certainly had enough up in Or-
egon and northern California, but peo-
ple in positions of authority perhaps
haven’t been listening. Perhaps it is be-
cause those affected didn’t have the po-
litical clout or perhaps the actions
that needed to be taken such as clean-
ing up our forests are viewed as politi-
cally incorrect.

There is little doubt that this time
around those who have been hurt in
southern California are politically
powerful, and they can do something
about this, and we want them to. That
means doing something about adapting
to warmer, hotter, and dryer.

There is a separation, I guess, in how
we approach our response to changing
climate. One approach is to invest bil-
lions, as California has done, in mitiga-
tion, that is reducing CO,, and the
other is to recognize it is going to stay
this way for a very long time.

It was said by members of the cli-
mate commission at Oregon State Uni-
versity that if we stopped all CO, pro-
duction today, our climate would not
improve for between 30 and 40 years.
During this period of time, we are
going to see a repeat of what we are
seeing in southern California unless we
do something about it.

What is that something?

Well, the first thing to do is recog-
nize that the money you put into miti-
gation is not going to be available for
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adaptation. When I say, ‘‘adaptation,”
I mean protecting people from the
kinds of events we are now seeing
occur in southern California. We abso-
lutely have to do this. Wishing this
away or blaming it on climate change
and shrugging ones’ shoulders that this
isn’t happening will not work.

California is raising literally billions,
billions, of dollars through clean fuel
standards, cap-and-trade devices, and
other things, but they are not invest-
ing it in protecting their people. They
are not. I would hope that those who
are watching Congressman LAMALFA
and me today would reach out to their
Congress folks and say we want you to
do something. We want you to not just
come in and help repair and clean up,
which we will do, but, also, we want
you to try to stop the damage that is
being done to our forests. We actually
want you to do something.

There will be an opportunity, I think
perhaps as early as next week, to vote
on BRUCE WESTERMAN’s Fix Our For-
ests Act. It would go a long way to
making our forests look like this. Why
wouldn’t we be doing this? What is hap-
pening now is certain folks are filing
lawsuits to stop us from going into the
woods and cleaning them up so that
they are not destroyed by wildfire. We
can do the same thing in places like
southern California by working on
water delivery systems and by working
on storing more water and having bet-
ter abilities to put out fires once they
start.

Even though this was a, I hope, rare
event with these cataclysmically driv-
en winds, this will happen again. This
happened in Oregon over and over, it
has happened in northern California
over and over, and it is time for us to
do something about it.

The people who are listening today
can do something about it. They can
get on the phone and call. They can
call their Congressman or -woman and
say that we need your help.

I thank Congressman LAMALFA again
for taking the time today to bring this
issue to the attention of the American
people. I think it is incumbent upon
the American people to step up, call
their Congressman and let’s do some-
thing about it.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. BENTZ’ perspective on that as a
neighbor, and our constituents year
after year suffer some of these same
issues. You were showing that poster of
our forested areas in the north and in
the forests in the west you have the op-
portunity to manage those lands to be
much more fire resilient.

Again, you are not going to com-
pletely prevent fire, but you can have
fire where it can be a 1ot more manage-
able or simpler to put out when it is
not raging so much.

You have here an example, on the
right of this, of an unmanaged forest.
You see how crowded, how dense that
is? That means you have more trees,
dense trees, and the trees are com-
peting with the limited water supply.
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They are then weaker; they are more
prone to have insects come and drill
and kill the trees and just make it a
tinderbox.

Over here, this is managed land. If
you look at old photographs from be-
fore we started putting all the fires out
Smokey Bear style 100 years ago, for-
ested lands were a lot more—had a lot
more open space in it, meadow areas,
and a lot more gaps between the trees
because there was more of a natural ef-
fect of natural fire going through and
taking out a lot of the lower brush, the
pine needles and all that, and the big
trees with their thicker bark stand and
g0 on.

You had lots of fire back then too,
before man intervening, but there was
a balance of nature of that. We started
with the Smokey Bear program and
put out all fires, which is good, but we
stopped doing the management in be-
tween that nature would do, thinning
forests, removing brush because up
until the first few decades of the Smok-
ey Bear program and putting out the
fires program we were still managing
the forests. We were utilizing those
wood products. What nature might
have burned out we were taking out,
and that is where our wood and paper
products were coming from.

In about the 1970s when the Endan-
gered Species Act’s efforts were Kkick-
ing in more so then it got a lot harder
to get timber permits. It got more dif-
ficult to do anything in the forests es-
pecially on Federal lands where envi-
ronmental organizations were trying to
basically shut them down and add more
and more monuments, for example, or
wilderness areas that are basically no-
touch zones.

Here is another example of a forested
area. This part on the right is an area
that had burned out a long time ago on
public land. Over here, the fire affected
this private land as the government’s
fire basically spreads into everybody’s
land. What you see there is that the
private parties got back to cleaning up
their land and planting it back. You
see those trees that are, oh, maybe 15
years old, I will guess, they are coming
back. That forest is coming back.

The Federal land that is not being
managed is still the same as it was.
You see dead snags. You see brush com-
ing in. You see this is going to be a fire
zone when all the brush burns the next
time there is a fire in that area.

Why is it our friends, our colleagues
in southern California have to be sub-
jected to this because they also have
management needs in their adjacent
areas, part of the moonscape you see in
southern California right here. Some of
their challenges include—they are not
so forested in the areas closest to the
cities. They have more of this. They
have more of the hilly areas with a lot
of brush on it like that. They need
fuels reduction projects too in the
more arid southern California. Their
forests are a little further east, a little
higher up. They have attempted fuels
reduction projects, but the environ-
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mental movement sometimes shuts
them down.

Let me tell you about those a little
bit. There is one that was under way
along the Angeles Crest Highway cor-
ridor, one that was completed and did
1,800 acres. It took 2 years of analysis
to approve the decision to complete
that where a simple environmental re-
view would have been done sooner and
only affected a small amount of acre-
age.

A very noble project that would have
helped would have been near the Eaton
fire in southern California, which
would have been initiated in August
2020. If you look at that project, it was
clear—it isn’t clear if it was actually
approved or implemented because the
effect was that there is very little
brush clearing that got done there.

When you boil that down to what
does that actually mean, it is that if
you don’t clear the brush, if you are
held up due to environmental regula-
tions and delayed permit periods, then
you are going to be fire prone. The
Santa Ana winds are going to come
each year no matter what. In this case,
they burned through that brush and
came right up to the edge of town. We
have seen that in Altadena where in
one case here we have what is known
as San Gabriel Mountains National
Monument, and the Eaton fire has
burned through that. This monument
was recently expanded even more so.
What happens with a national monu-
ment? As I mentioned a moment ago, it
becomes almost hands off, don’t touch,
don’t manage. No equipment can go
out there and do fuel removals and
very little other can happen in na-
tional monument or wilderness areas.

In the designation, it did acknowl-
edge the risk of wildfire and the need
to manage it. But what happens? Law-
suits, litigation, and the hands-off ap-
proach happens; as a result, the fire
that started in that area is what fed
into and consumed part of Altadena in
southern California.

Now we will talk about the Pacific
Palisades, which is the first one great-
ly affected as you have seen burning
much of that community down.

They had a safety project there that
maybe in and of itself would not have
been the complete be-all and end-all for
helping them. You still need the brush
lands work to be done so that fire can’t
come rushing through in areas so rap-
idly. In the Pacific Palisades, they had
a pole line that they were going to up-
grade from wooden poles to steel poles
and also wupgrade the equipment,
harden the lines so they are much less
susceptible to fire or high winds. In
which case, a lot of those winds in my
area of northern California if you got a
wind warning, then they shut down the
power, a Public Safety Power Shutoff.
It is like a Third World country. We
have to shut off the power because the
wind blows. It is a preemptive effort so
that branches and things don’t blow
into the power lines and cause fire like
we have seen happen at least a couple
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times on big fires in northern Cali-
fornia and other areas. When we pre-
vent this work, we put ourselves at
greater risk.

In Pacific Palisades they had a pole
line they wanted to change out, as I
said, with the harder system lines and
steel poles, and they were prevented
from doing so.

Let’s see the plant one here. As the
work was being done, somebody came
along and claimed that they had an en-
dangered species here. This is a variety
of vetch, milk vetch, and they claim it
is unique only to that area. It was
somewhere around the area where they
were changing the poles, and they
made them stop the project and put
back whatever vetch they may have
been disturbing there in the process.
That is the one unique to that area
supposedly.

Here is when it grows all over the
place in northern California either wild
or as a crop. People use it for a cover
crop to put nitrogen back in the soil. It
is really hard to tell the difference, but
it is something the environmental
movement uses the slightest difference
to make that something, oh, my gosh,
we have to stop this because it is an
endangered species. That is pretty du-
bious.

I can relate also a recent story when
they are talking water storage and
water projects, the Tellico Dam, which
you may have heard of in the late
1960s, early 1970s that they were put-
ting in place in Tennessee, part of the
Tennessee Valley Authority, that it
was going to provide massive benefits
to the people of the area with hydro-
electric power, stored water for water
use, flood control, recreation, all the
good things.
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Somebody from a university was out
there poking around, and they thought
they found an endangered species that
they dubbed the snail darter. For sev-
eral years, it was the battle over the
snail darter. Nobody could really prove
anything.

Because the project was so impor-
tant, after other efforts were ex-
hausted, a bill was run through Con-
gress in 1979 to make it where the
Tellico Dam could be built. There was
still ongoing litigation after that, but
it got to operate.

Finally, what we have learned many
years later is that the TVA was oper-
ating pretty well and that the biolo-
gists at that time somehow had infor-
mation to remove the snail darter from
endangered to threatened status in
1984. In 2022, it was removed from the
endangered species list.

Here is the kicker. Just this month,
a study revealed that the snail darter
was not a distinct species. It wasn’t a
distinct species.

Look at these two different forms of
the same plants. In this case, it is a
weed because it is not helping any-
thing. It is a crop in some areas with
the vetch.
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The snail darter was not a distinct
species but actually an eastern popu-
lation of what is known as the star-
gazing darter.

This really raises concerns about how
genuine the efforts of the environ-
mental left are, to make claims about
species identification being so nar-
rowly specific to a particular area.

This is what we and the folks in the
Pacific Palisades get to suffer with on
at least having that pole line able to be
helpful and not furthering the fire with
a hardened, newer pole line.

So many things are California prob-
lems, we hear time and time again. We
have to ask what is going on with the
leadership in our State.

I am sorry this has to be a problem
for the other 49 States. What we do
sometimes has to flow over to others
and costs taxpayers of the rest of the
country on these issues.

We hear a lot of talk here about con-
ditions being placed on the aid for
southern California. There are not con-
ditions for what is happening right
now. The firefighters are being sent.
Every effort is being made to put the
needs of getting the fire out and help-
ing the people who are in immediate
need to have the shelter and other
things they need in order to get
through this timeline.

I guess what we are talking about,
and what Mr. BENTZ, our Speaker, and
others are talking about, is: What is
the accountability, further down the
line, on the many billions they are
going to be seeking in order to rebuild?

It isn’t unheard of to have conditions
on other situations in the rebuilding
phase. This is the emergency phase.
Nobody questions immediate help for
the emergency phase, and that is what
is disingenuous about this argument
that is going on. Nothing is being held
back from getting through the emer-
gency timeline here. We are going to
get the fire out, and we are going to
get the people who are displaced in at
least a fairly comfortable situation
until the slog that goes through re-
building happens.

We have lived it right up in Paradise,
California. We are grateful for much
great help up there, but in Paradise,
conditions had to be put on rebuilding
homes out of resilient materials. The
power lines are being undergrounded up
there. There are trees that are being
removed. The dead trees and damaged
trees are being removed. The landscape
will be different so that Paradise does
not have the same issue in 40 years. We
will have resilient homes that will
stand up to fire. We will have the
things in place that are going to make
it resilient.

I think it is pretty fair to ask, if bil-
lions are going to be sent to anybody
after a hurricane or after a flood, what
are you doing in the flood zone about
making sure you have strong levees or
maybe not actually building in a par-
ticular floodplain that is highly vulner-
able, and in these other zones?
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It is reasonable to ask these ques-
tions. We are talking about 50 States’
taxpayer dollars here.

‘““Oh, you are so insensitive to talk
about costs and money,” and this and
that. No. We are getting through the
emergency. We are helping people, and
there will be help after, but it isn’t un-
reasonable to say: What does it take to
put things back in a way that is going
to be stronger and more resilient going
forward, especially when we are talk-
ing about many, many billions?

As I have said, they have done that in
the other areas where I have been af-
fected or my people have been affected.
It is not unreasonable to say you need
to have harder and more resilient areas
that are going to be fire resistant. In
this case, in southern California, we
want them to have these things.

Let’s talk about the water supply for
a moment. We found out that, as we
have heard time and again, the hy-
drants ran out of water. There are sev-
eral pieces to that story. There are
some realities, too, such as how much
you can push through the fire hydrants
for a fire that size. Yes, that is a re-
ality. What happened?

Let’s back up from that a little bit.
They did have a 117-million-gallon res-
ervoir that was empty. The Santa Ynez
Reservoir had been emptied for the
purpose of repairs. I guess that is okay.
We need to repair things, but what is
the timeline for that?

They emptied that 117-million-gallon
reservoir last February. My under-
standing of it is that they waited a
couple of months to start to put out a
bid for the repairs that were needed on
the cover of the reservoir. They don’t
want foreign things to get in there be-
cause it is a drinking water supply, as
well. Then, they didn’t really let out
the contract, it is my understanding,
until November.

They lost 9 months fooling around in
order to do something that is so criti-
cally important. Water supply in
southern California is a pretty big deal,
and it took that long.

I am not sure that any repairs have
even been started yet, from the photo-
graphs and such. Maybe they are doing
some preliminaries. They say it is sup-
posed to be ready by February, so we
will see.

They had to draw on three 1-million-
gallon water tanks to try to keep the
Pacific Palisades hydrant system
going. If you had the ability to have
that 117-million-gallon source ready,
that would have lasted a heck of a lot
longer than the few hours the hydrant
system did, just based on the 3 million
gallons in the tanks there.

We want to talk water supply in Cali-
fornia anyway. Gavin Newsom, the
Governor, is not helping much. Indeed,
his legions of regulators are stopping
the water that needs to be stored in
California and moved from the places
where it is plentiful to the places
where it is needed more so, such as the
aqueduct system and storing water in
the San Luis Reservoir.
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There are two sets of pumps, a Fed-
eral set of pumps and a State set of
pumps. The one the State of California
governs is running 15 percent of capac-
ity or so right now. Why isn’t that run-
ning at full blast, topping off San Luis
Reservoir, which the San Joaquin Val-
ley and southern California can draw
upon?

We have hundreds of thousands of
acres of crops that have been idled be-
cause there is not enough water. We
have enough water. Even in more
drought-like years, the amount of
water that runs out to the ocean is in-
credible. It would blow your mind what
we are not taking advantage of.

This is a poster I had. It is a little bit
older here, but it illustrates the basic
issue that is more or less true every
year. The amount of water that flows
into the delta right here—this is the
middle of the timeline—is about 7 mil-
lion acre-feet.

Lake Oroville and Lake Shasta com-
bined, when they are full, hold 8 mil-
lion acre-feet, and the amount here in
this illustration shows about 6 million
of it went flowing out to the Pacific
Ocean.

People ought to be angry over this,
that we are not capturing more of that
water and topping off here in the delta.
The San Luis Reservoir would be just
down from the delta a little bit.

Two years ago, remember, we had an
amazing amount of rain in California
in the Sierras, and we were able to top
up everything. Tulare Lake was re-cre-
ated once again. It is an area in the
San Joaquin Valley that, in the past,
had been kind of a lake. Because of
farming and such, they have been able
to recapture that, some of the richest
land making some of the best crops in
the world come from out there. That is
how much water, rain, and snow we
had, and it topped off just about all the
dams and lakes everywhere.

Then, we had a similar amount in
2023, yet the San Luis Reservoir did not
get filled for the 2023-2024 season. It got
barely over halfway full because they
couldn’t run the pumps. Why? It was
because of a fish situation they had in
the delta. The crazy thing is that the
fish that they are trying to save actu-
ally had come in in a heavier popu-
lation than normal, so in the process of
pumping moving water, they trapped a
little higher number of fish than nor-
mal, too, because there were more fish
to begin with. So with that, they said
you have already exceeded the quota of
fish you can take for this year.

They ratcheted the pumps down, and
they weren’t able to top off the San
Luis Reservoir or deliver water to the
San Joaquin Valley or to the aqueduct
that would have helped maybe top off
some more of the reservoirs in south-
ern California.

Santa Ynez Reservoir is one we have
heard about, and I have spoken about
it a little bit. This is the picture of
that. This is more or less full. Over
here is what it looks like empty. It
kind of reminds you of a stadium or a
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racetrack or something. When they
have the ability through the aqueduct
to bring that water from somewhere
else and fill that up, the poster I just
showed you, Mr. Speaker, the amount
of water flowing out to the Pacific
would fill that in a matter of minutes
if you somehow harnessed all that and
dropped it in there. It would have to
come down through aqueducts and
other means, or they even have wells,
as I understand, that can fill that if
they don’t have the upper lakes above
that the ability to fill that.

What it boils down to is that our
leaders in California, starting with the
Governor, have not been pushing in the
direction that would give us the water
supply we need that would help every-
body and help with the crops.

Instead, as I mentioned, it comes
down to fish in the delta. It comes
down to the delta smelt, which so
many of you have probably heard of
around the country.

Why do you even know about that,
Mr. Speaker? It is because, time and
time again, we talk about the water
woes of California.

So many people in this country enjoy
the crops that are grown in California.
You can see here, Mr. Speaker, wal-
nuts, for example, just about 100 per-
cent of what Americans consume is
grown in California, and almonds, to-
matoes, mandarins at about 96 percent,
and avocados. We are heavy in avoca-
dos, and probably in this area, we are
talking not far from the fires. Grapes,
wine grapes, so much of it comes from
our home State. Americans enjoy these
products, like olive oil and table olives.

If it is not grown in these areas, then
where do you want it to be grown?
Where do you want it to come from?

A mismanaged water supply means it
doesn’t happen in California, which
means 90-something percent or above
of all those crops coming from there
will have to come from a foreign coun-
try, if at all.

That means people’s choices have
changed. It means their diets have
changed. That is why California’s
water is important to everybody. That
is why the management of it is impor-
tant. That is why the management of
these forested lands and grasslands are
important. It is because these have an
effect, too. They have an effect on air
quality.

When we had a huge fire in my dis-
trict known as the Dixie fire a couple
of years ago, it ended up being a 1-mil-
lion-acre forest fire and consumed a
couple of towns, which I mentioned to
you, Mr. Speaker.

That smoke plume was big enough
and dense enough that it was actually
able to rise up, come all across the
country, and affect the East Coast.
People in Washington, Philadelphia,
and New York were actually told not
to go outside or do exercises on those
days for health reasons.

Mr. Speaker, remember the fires
from Canada about 1 year ago? They af-
fected people in the same way. The Ca-
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nadian ones were not that far from
here. This one came all the way from
California.

Our water supply would help L.A. and
others to be able to have a better
chance of fighting fires by keeping all
their reservoirs full.

Governor Newsom wanted to claim
that all the reservoirs were full. They
sure aren’t all full up north, are they?
That is where the water comes from,
by and large.

This effect we are talking about is
important to all Americans, especially
if you want to keep the food products
that you are used to coming and if you
want to have the air quality not affect
the East Coast from giant fires. It is
also just the idea of why we would have
our fellow Americans suffering from
this needlessly because of a lack of
leadership that is coming, in this case,
from Sacramento, as they kowtow
much more to the environmental
groups to keep their records at 100 per-
cent rather than doing forest manage-
ment and brush management, which I
showed you here, and kowtowing to
where they found a variety of vetch
that 1is indistinguishable from the
vetch that grows everywhere else.

I face that in my home county, too.
They are looking for things in order to
stop people from being able to build
homes on the foothills. They look for
the species of the day to do that.

It is basically trying to distinguish
different subspecies that they are so in-
finitesimally able to distinguish that it
really turns into a game. We saw that
with the snail darter, and we are find-
ing it out with more and more things.
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A fuels reduction project would be
tremendously helpful. We need much
more green light. We need the Forest
Service, which manages or has under
its purview 193 million acres nation-
wide.

When they came up with the plan
about 3 or 4 years ago that said we
want to manage 20 million acres over
10 years, that is 2 million acres a year,
and 2 million is about 1 percent of their
193 million. That means it would take
100 years to get over all the lands.

Well, the trees grow a lot faster than
a 100-year cycle, especially the small
trees and the understory I was talking
about that creates the fire-prone areas.
A dense forest is one that is going to be
a tinderbox, and we see it and experi-
ence it all the time.

It takes leadership on that, and it
takes having the public understand.
When we talk about forest manage-
ment, people are scared to death by a
handful of environmental groups: You
guys are going to clear cut everything
from here to Oregon or wherever.

That is not the case. This isn’t the
1880s, the bad days, when they kind of
came and plundered the West, seeking
wealth, and all that.

We have rules. We have regulations.
We have smart people that manage
these and want to take care of their as-
sets. These are family operations in
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many cases. They go on generation
after generation. Yet, they are having
that taken away—farming, ranching,
timbering, mining.

I will talk about mining for a mo-
ment.

California is trying to push these
mandates instead of focusing on the
stuff people need, such as highways
that flow and water being stored.

Let’s look at the dam there. We have
an opportunity when we are talking
about water supply here. This is Shasta
Dam in my district in northern Cali-
fornia. It is a Federal project. I think
we have an opportunity in this Trump
administration coming up to resume
some of the work that President
Trump led during his first term to talk
about a possible raise of Shasta Dam.

This dam was actually designed to be
much taller when it was built back in
the late 1930s, and it would be pretty
simple to add 18 more feet to that.
That is the plan that is being looked
at. It is called a quick and dirty 18 feet.
There is nothing quick about any of
this process.

That would add 630,000 more acre-
feet. Can you imagine that?

Mr. Speaker, that Santa Ynez res-
ervoir poster I showed—instead of gal-
lons, you put it in acre-feet—holds
about 40 acre-feet, okay? This would
add 630,000 more acre-feet to this dam
that already holds 4.5 million acre-feet.

This is a key to the State water sup-
ply right here, Shasta and then Lake
Oroville, right in my backyard at
home, which is another 3.5 million
acre-feet. We wouldn’t have that much
if we didn’t have the vision to build
those in the 1930s and 1960s under
Democratic leadership. President Roo-
sevelt and Governor Pat Brown had the
vision for it. What is going on now?

Everything is all about going into a
shell and living in a cave under some
environmental interpretation. Where is
the leadership?

We also have the opportunity in the
western part of my district to build
Sites Reservoir in Colusa County. It
would hold about 1.5 million acre-feet.
Imagine 1.5 million more acre-feet,
plus 600,000 more acre-feet from Lake
Shasta, 2.1 million acre-feet of water
we are losing and already have avail-
able to us. We are just losing it out to
the Pacific.

The poster showed how much water is
going out to the ocean that isn’t being
used for human purposes. Do you know
what? That water flowing to the delta
isn’t even helping the delta. The delta
smelt is basically extinct, and they do
what they call trawls. They look for it.
They try and capture and do counts on
them.

We have put so much more water
through there. Starting in 1992, legisla-
tion here caused 800,000 acre-feet to be
taken away from farming and ranching
at that point and push more through
the delta. Those numbers have com-
pletely gone up since then. The State
water board is contemplating even
more being pushed out to the delta,
freshwater being turned into saltwater.
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Some people say: Well, you can do
desal. Desalination? Great. You can. It
works in some places, but it is really
expensive. It consumes a lot of power.
It consumes an amazing amount of
power, the electricity to separate the
salt from the water. Just a few minutes
ago, if you were upstream, you would
have captured it while it was still
freshwater. You would have it avail-
able without that extreme expense.

Well, you can still desal in California
anyway. You guys have a lot of money
and the know-how.

Well, a group called Poseidon tried
for 20 years in southern California, I
think in Huntington Beach, one of the
beach towns. They fought and fought
and fought to work through a process
and to get permits. Every time they
would get something thrown at them,
they would try again and say: Okay, if
we mitigate for this and we take care
of that, we can move forward with the
project. Then they would come up with
something else.

After 20 years and many millions of
dollars to build that desal plant, ulti-
mately the California Coastal Commis-
sion, yet another layer of bureaucracy
and people who say ‘“‘no” to what you
might want to do on the coast, ruled
against them, and that is it. They are
out. There will be no desal plant in
southern California.

Somebody please tell me, what is the
solution going to be to add more water
supply for California? Well, conserva-
tion. Conservation is great. Use less
when you can. People are using so
much less that they don’t have yards
anymore. They get yelled at if they
wash their car. There are golf courses
shutting down.

We don’t really have to resort to
Third World ways of doing that either
because we have so much supply that
comes, even in the lighter years, from
the other areas if we just save it, dis-
tribute it, and wisely use it. We can
still do the environmental things we
need to do.

The delta doesn’t need nearly the
amount of water flowing through it to
flush the salt. They don’t want the salt
to intrude too far up and get into other
areas where people draw water or it
might affect fish.

Even the effluent is something we
need to work on, too. A lot of the cities
around the delta have sewer treatment
systems that sometimes don’t keep up.
They are not treating it down to really
clean water and sometimes there is an
emergency, it overflows, and it goes
untreated straight into the delta. Good
water from other areas has to go flush
through there and clean that up.

Why? Why do we have to do it this
way? Is it to keep some people’s envi-
ronmental scorecard at 100 percent be-
cause they don’t want more develop-
ment; they don’t want cutting trees;
they don’t want building water supply;
and they don’t want us to add lanes to
the highway?

Instead, we get things like high-speed
rail. They are still pushing high-speed
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rail in California, a project that was
initially passed narrowly on the ballot
to use $9 billion of taxpayer bond
money to help develop what would be a
$33 billion rail project to make a fast
train from SF to L.A.

Within a year, they raised that num-
ber to $42 billion. I remember because 1
was there in the legislature. Then, 2
years after that, they said it is not
going to be $33 billion, and it is not
going to be $42 billion. It is going to be
$98.5 billion. This is 2011 numbers.

The number is now somewhere
around $130 billion. They have spent
maybe $15 billion or $20 billion or
somewhere in there. Now they are
seeking more Federal money, about $6
billion to $8 billion more Federal, of
your 50-State taxpayer money, in this
boondoggle.

It was supposed to be completed in
2020. They only have a few bridges built
and no track laid. They are building it
in the central part of the State from a
place called Merced to an almond or-
chard, somewhere around Bakersfield. I
think it is near Wasco or Shafter. Can
you imagine the ridership between
those two areas? It is ridiculous.

Yet, people say: Well, we should just
give a blank check to California. Not
when they make decisions like this. We
want to ensure that, if California is
going to be moving forward on that,
that they are going to do much more.

This is a picture of Gavin Newsom at
Paradise, where I was with he and
President Trump just a few days after
the fire in Paradise. Trump warned him
then: Look, man, you have to get out
and do the management of the forest.
You have to get this stuff off the forest
floor.

He said raking it. Then they made
fun of him for saying raking.

Well, there are actually tools called
rakes that they use in forestry to move
this material.

Here you have Trump saying: What
the heck? Pointing the way here.

You have Newsom, empty-handed,
saying: Well, I don’t know, man. We
have got to try.

It is 6 years later, and he has done
very little to help California to be
more fire safe. A fire a couple of years
after that in a different part of Butte
County ended up being called the north
complex—because several fires burned
together, and they call that a complex.

We had grant money waiting to go to
help local folks do a thinning and plan-
ning around some of the little commu-
nities there and make those areas a lit-
tle more fire safe and make fire spread
slower.

What happened? After 1% years’
worth of fooling around, fighting per-
mits, the fire broke out anyway and
burned the whole place down, and the
grant money didn’t get used. This is
what goes on.

Governor Newsom is not doing much
to help these water projects move
along with any kind of speed. He
feigned it a little bit on the Sites one
year saying: Well, we are going to
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make the lawsuits end—end the law-
suits faster on it.

I guess we should be thankful, but he
is not directing this commission, his
water boards, to do much to really,
really help, whether that is in the
north on our water storage or in the
south on the infrastructure there.

Actually, he was blaming the locals
on the conditions, whether it was
Santa Ynez reservoir or the hydrants.
He said: Oh, that is a local thing. That
is a local thing.

Yet, he wants to come down there
and start talking about the vision for a
new L.A., L.A. 2.0, or Los Angeles 2028.
They are going to have the Olympics
there in 2028, I think.

He is already giddy about how they
are going to change L.A. into some-
thing else. Is this going to become a
new planned community of 15-minute
cities and people having limitations on
how they are going to live there? Is
that what you want?

It seems to be where they are going
because he is actually giddy about it.
You should see the recordings. He was
doing a little dance and stuff like,
yeah, we have got a new plan for this.
We are going to bring everybody.

It is appalling. People are angry.
They are angry at this leadership.

How they can have a situation where
that Santa Ynez reservoir was empty
and the L.A. Fire Department wasn’t
even aware of that and didn’t know
they would not have that kind of water
supply for a period of time that they
maybe would have counted on? The
dots aren’t connecting here.

Since the State regulates so much of
this, then what is the State doing to
ensure, since they have a lot of fires in
L.A. and have the Santa Anna winds
every year, that they are doing every-
thing they can to make sure it is not
vulnerable?

Are we doing everything we can to
help streamline permits to build up the
infrastructure even more? They aren’t.
They throw more out. They find more
species every day, every week, to throw
up a roadblock. The leadership there
happily seems to acquiesce to that.

When we talk about what we are
going to do, there absolutely has to be
accountability for it.

I am grateful for the amount of emer-
gency help that has helped so many
Californians in fire-prone situations in
other areas, and it isn’t their fault.

The U.S. Forest Service has a lot to
be questioned about on how they man-
age lands because their Forest Service
lands are adjacent to many of these
towns. Indeed, the towns grew up as
logging towns, and they used to be able
to go out to those areas and manage
and use those and cut trees for the Na-
tion’s wood and paper product supply
needs.

That all started shutting down in the
1970s due to the spotted owl and what-
ever other species du jour they can
come up with to do that, or water qual-
ity issues. Oh, my gosh, they are going
to affect the water quality.
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We already know how to do that. We
don’t cut trees near the creeks any-
more. We don’t do much near the
creeks and the rivers. We stay away.
They know how to do that prescrip-
tion. It still takes forever to get a per-
mit to do any of these things.

As the State moves toward more
mandates on electric cars, on electric
stoves, and electric trains and trucks—
thankfully, a mandate got pushed off a
little bit on trains and trucks because
I don’t know how people were going to
get their supplies and get provisions if
nobody can ship it in because of vehi-
cles that don’t even exist at the level
of emissions that they are talking
about.

Just let attrition do its job. Let ev-
erybody replace the trucks with new
trucks over time, and maybe even us
farmers could buy the ones that are
only 10 years old that are still nice,
running trucks when we only use a few
thousand miles a year. No, we don’t
even get exemptions for that.

It is one thing after another to try
and do business, to try to be a farmer,
to be a rancher, to be a miner, or any-
thing in the State of California and so
much of the West.

I hope this place doesn’t emulate
some of the regulations that California
has coming along, like one called the
PRO Act, which means you basically
have to be in a union in order to work.
You can’t be a self-employed con-
tractor.

These are the things that come from
California that they are trying to push
here. Thankfully, we are going to have
a change in direction here in leadership
coming from the White House.

If we are going to be more successful,
we have to consider the Endangered
Species Act working the way it was in-
tended, the way Congress passed it
back in the early 1970s.

I don’t think the weapon that has
turned into would have even passed in
Congress because nobody would have
wanted to have been responsible for
what you see now, with people being
sued to death if they have a stocked
pond on their land. Somehow that can
be interpreted as you have now
changed the waterways and you have
changed the ability for a species to be
there, like the raise of Shasta Dam.

They are going to find a species there
to keep it from being raised. It is an
existing dam which already had plans
on the books to make it taller to begin
with, except the war came along, and
they kind of put off raising it more.
They will find a species to try and stop
it from being raised a mere 18 feet and
adding 600,000 acre-feet.

Endangered Species Act will be used
to try and stop the type of timber man-
agement that is needed so badly in the
Sierra Nevada Mountains and every
other area.

One of the counties that I have part
of the forest in that is known as the
Mendocino National Forest on the
western part of my district and flows
into the coastal area, 97 percent of that
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national forest has burned over about a
20-year or 25-year period.

What a stellar track record. Yes, 97
percent of this particular forest that
we are supposed to manage has burned
over this period of time. That is worse
than an F grade. It is astounding that
the citizens are putting up with this.

O 1230

What I see happening in southern
California is they are pushing back on
the leadership that has gotten us into
this situation. We are going to be there
for them. We are going to be there
right now as we are, as the fire-
fighters—mot me, not us, but we are
making sure that things are going to
be provided so they can get through
this immediate emergency, get the fire
out, get people stabilized, and then go
forward in the rebuild process.

There is nothing wrong with asking
for accountability on how we keep out
of the situation in the rebuild, as they
did in Paradise, as they do just about
everywhere else to improve so we don’t
subject the next generations to the
same danger.

Why would you do that? So you don’t
have cockamamie ideas like Governor
Newsom and others have on re-envi-
sioning L.A. and all that.

What does that mean? Does that
mean people are going to have choices?
Does it mean they are going to have
freedoms? Is there going to be some
mandate there on how they are forced
to live and how they are supposed to
stay in tight communities, things like
that?

I do have a degree of anger over this
as well because I have been watching it
long enough as a legislator, as a pri-
vate citizen, and watching this happen
to my neighbors, watching this happen
to the taxpayers of the U.S., but of
California. So many people are leaving
the State that were in business or have
a retirement. They are not going to
stay and pay for this anymore. They
are angry, too.

Leadership is important. Competence
is important. Having the fire systems
ready at the go, and if it isn’t ready
enough, if it isn’t big enough, then we
talk about: Well, how do we make them
better? How do we make them bigger.
How do we have more capacity for the
hydrants? How do we have more water
waiting for us? How is the fire depart-
ment not allowed to know that the
people running Santa Ynez Reservoir
have had it empty for nearly a year
and that they might draw upon that?

Mr. Speaker, three million gallons in
three tanks versus 117 million just up
the hill. That would have stretched a
few hours’ worth of firefighting ability
to several days out of that 117 million
if it had been there and available.

Being able to fill that 117-million-
gallon reservoir over and over again
with the aqueduct, with the water that
could come from the north—mno. In-
stead, it is running out to the ocean.
No. We can’t build the reservoirs we
need to add to the water supply that



H212

everybody needs, people need, SoCal
needs. The crops in San Joaquin Valley
that I showed you are so important to
people all across the whole country.
There are people in my neighborhood
that need it.

Again, there is plenty of water. There
is plenty of know-how. The loggers, the
timber people, so many of them are un-
employed and have the know-how that
could be managing the forest in a way
that is ecologically sound and correct.
They are not allowed to do it.

Do you know we have to fight every
year for something called SRS, the Se-
cure Rural Schools fund that costs tax-
payers? I am blessed that there is not
pushback on that. We used to have a
timber industry that the receipts from
the timber we would cut would go for
these local—the money stayed locally,
the timber receipts, at least a portion,
for counties to pay for schools and
roads. That is why it is called the Se-
cure Rural Schools. It pays for the
county roads, at least in part, and the
local schools.

With the spotted owl and the envi-
ronmental movement taking the ESA
and weaponizing it in the early seven-
ties, late seventies, and the eighties,
those timber industries died off. The
number of mills we used to have in
California—which are an important
partner in all this. We need to have
those wood mills, so if we finally do get
around to logging this product and
what people need that we will have the
infrastructure to actually do some-
thing with it.

Instead, since those receipts are gone
and since that economy is gone, my
constituents, my county supervisors,
and other locals have to come here hat
in hand to D.C., can you be sure the Se-
cure Rural Schools fund stays in the
next appropriation bill or whichever
mechanism we are working on at that
time. Would you put that in there for
us?

Geri Byrne, a good friend, is heading
up the Rural Counties of California.
She has been an important partner on
that, and I would hate to have to look
her in the eye and say: We will try. We
think we can get it done. We will prob-
ably get it done.

Will we get it done in time? We have
to get it done before March, otherwise
the counties are going to be upside
down on that fund that they need to
get through that year.

Wouldn’t we rather have the receipts
come from the forest? Wouldn’t you
rather have people doing the work, to
produce the timber and wood products
and paper products that you need from
America and not have to have these
good folks come hat in hand and beg
for another taxpayer fund? I know
what side I am on.

We are held up by leaders, whether it
is at my State level or some back here
in D.C. in these agencies that are just
completely thinking about something
else. The urgency to get things done,
the urgency to get permits done, they
don’t seem to care how long it takes to
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get a permit done. There are people out
there waiting, people waiting to do
whatever the construction project is,
whatever the clearance project is.

It makes you wonder.

That is why I am excited about this
DOGE group that Elon Musk and Mr.
Ramaswamy are working on to say
what parts of government are working
and what parts aren’t. Where do we
fund? Where do we not fund?

Because taxpayers have every right
to ask those questions as well. We are
talking about this situation here, tax-
payers have a right to know: Are they
going to do better next time? Yet, the
mantra seems to be like, oh, you are
placing conditions. Conditions is the
dirty word of the week on this. It is all
rehearsed. It is all coming out on the
same memo.

Let’s think of another word. Guard-
rails. Is that good enough? Put guard-
rails on it. It doesn’t matter the euphe-
mism. You need to be sure that Federal
taxpayers are going to see at the end of
the day the wise use of that so we are
not back here in 40 years doing the
same thing over again.

That is so hard-hearted and cold. No,
it is not. We are going to help those
folks. I am grateful for the help we
have had in the north. I know the folks
in southern California, once they get
their feet under them, will be too. I
think they want the freedom to be able
to reestablish themselves in little
towns like Altadena. A lot of nice, reg-
ular folks there. This isn’t the rich
elite. These are more regular folks.
They just want a chance to maybe get
back to how they were, and I hope we
can help them do that. I hope we can
somehow get them back to where they
were. Maybe it will be with more resil-
ient homes next time made out of dif-
ferent materials. That is good.

We also need to help them with the
brush clearing on the mountains above
there that are being stopped by regula-
tions or the funding getting pulled
back by Newsom. Mr. Speaker, $100
million, I think, got pulled back and
part of that would have been the brush
clearing that is so badly needed, which
creates a buffer when the Santa Ana
winds blow fire toward you. If you
don’t have that brush there, you have
got a much greater chance of stopping
the fire before it hits the houses there.

So the people in Altadena would like
to have that help, I am sure. They
would like to have people that are ac-
countable to bring the leadership that
is needed to have that readiness.

We assume, as citizens, that things
are ready. We assume our police force
is ready, the fire department is ready,
the infrastructure is ready, the water
is being stored. I guess we assume that
because we assume we have smart peo-
ple in those positions that are thinking
ahead. We are doing our day-to-day
jobs in this Republic. We are not a de-
mocracy; we are a Republic. We elect
these people that are supposed to be
thinking about that stuff.

Certainly, I come down here and rant
about this on the floor and whenever 1

January 16, 2025

can in committee, and others always
want to talk about something else, like
the mass inflow of illegal immigrants
that cost California so much money.

California is spending money on a
whole lot of things. I mentioned the
high-speed rail. We are spending money
on a whole lot of things that aren’t
helping its citizens and, indeed, helping
someone else—some that are here ille-
gally, giving benefits that are out-
rageous.

Well, why should the Federal tax-
payer basically help subsidize that?
California, during the COVID era, drew
about $20 billion from the Federal Gov-
ernment to help supplement unemploy-
ment benefits and after a period of
time when it was clear, they weren’t
going to pay it back. California, in-
stead of paying it back, has now de-
cided to sack employers by doubling
the unemployment insurance amount
they have to contribute as part of the
pay package for their employees. It
went from 0.6 to 1.2, I believe. That is
going to cost the employers. Ulti-
mately, it is going to cost the employ-
ees themselves, because there is less
ability to give raises. All of that is be-
cause California blew the $20 billion on
something else instead of the mainte-
nance obligation of paying it back to
the Federal Government on that unem-
ployment fund.

Is this good? Is this an accountable
record that people say: Oh, yeah, just
give them money willy-nilly. Not a
chance. Not a chance.

So we can demand accountability and
not be bad people for it. We are looking
for solutions that are long-term and we
will help those folks. Our hearts are
with you in southern California be-
cause I know at the end of this, instead
of the rhetoric you are hearing that
might be getting you wound up, you
would like accountability as well.

You are already angry at some of the
folks down there. You are angry at
some of the folks in Sacramento that
are putting—you are probably angry
that the Democrat-controlled legisla-
ture is putting, as a requirement, as a
condition for some of the State aid
that should be going to southern Cali-
fornia, the $60-million package of law-
suit money they want to use to fight
Trump. That is tied together in a pack-
age right now in the State legislature.

So they are pointing at us for talking
about accountability. We don’t even
have a package put together quite yet
as we still have to assess all the dam-
ages postfire. We are doing everything
we can to help during the fire with
what people need, but postfire, you
then have to assess that. That takes a
little bit of time, and we need account-
ability.

I hope people demand accountability
to the people that put them in this
place to begin with in California and at
the local level.

We are with you on this. We are with
you on that accountability. We will be
there to help the right way.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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HONORING AND CELEBRATING THE
BIRTH OF CIVIL RIGHTS ICON,
REVEREND DR. MARTIN LUTHER
KING, JR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. MFUME) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, I may not
use the entire 60 minutes, but I appre-
ciate the opportunity. I would encour-
age other Members of the House, who
are still in town, to certainly come
over and to seek recognition on this as
I try to talk a bit about Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., and why it is so very im-
portant that we, at least here in the
House, take a moment or two or, in
this case an hour or less, to reflect on
the life, the legacy, and even some of
the myths that have circulated over
the years.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored today to
rise to really celebrate the birth of
civil rights icon and leader, Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., who, had he lived,
would have been 96 years of age yester-
day, and to talk a bit about the dream
that he tried to put forward in his
short 39 years of life, a dream that he
felt would be the North Star and the
beacon for our country with respect to
human rights and human dignity.

As I thought about that and I
thought about his dream, I am re-
minded of a passage in Scripture, Mr.
Speaker, in the book of Genesis, chap-
ter 37 and verse 18, where it says, ‘““‘And
when they saw him afar off, even before
he came near unto them, they con-
spired against him to slay him. And
they said one to another: Behold, this
dreamer cometh. Come now therefore,
and let us slay him, and cast him into
some pit, and we will say some evil
beast hath devoured him and we shall
see what will become of his dreams.”’

Well, that dream, despite the bullet
of a lone assassin on April 4, 1968, did
very much grow, thrive, and replicate
itself as a dream not just for a race of
people or group of people but as a
dream for an entire Nation.

I remember in 1980, as a young mem-
ber of the Baltimore City Council, peti-
tioning the council to join with other
local governments around the Nation
to push for the establishment of a Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., holiday in our re-
spective towns, cities, and hamlets.

For years, every January 15, I, along
with so many others, would drive from
Baltimore to Washington to join civil
rights leaders and recording artists
like Gil Scott-Heron, The Last Poets,
Stevie Wonder, Diana Ross, Jesse Jack-
son, Congressman John Conyers, and
thousands of others, and we would rally
right here on the steps of this Capitol,
in the cold, in January, on the 15th of
each year, again, to petition for the es-
tablishment of a Martin Luther King,
Jr., holiday.
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I, like many others, recognize that
that in and of itself was a beginning.
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The real beginning, however, has to go
back to the Federal legislation that
recognizes Martin Luther King Jr. Day
as the bill introduced first by Congress-
man John Conyers of Michigan just
days after the assassination of Dr.
King.

Unfortunately, it would take 15 years
of those protests, perseverance, at-
tempts, tenacity, and pure resolve by
civil rights leaders and others across
this Nation for the holiday to become
recognized, and then finally signed into
law by President Ronald Reagan in
1983. Then, unfortunately, it would
take an additional 17 years for it to be
recognized in all 50 States across the
country.

Fittingly, Martin Luther King Jr.
Day was designed to intentionally in-
spire all Americans to volunteer and to
give back to their communities. In
fact, it is the only Federal holiday
classified as a national day of service.

Like so many others, I feel person-
ally driven out of my respect for the
life and legacy of Dr. King to find a
way to celebrate this observance
through acts of service, for it is only
through reflecting the values and the
morals and the principles of Dr. King
into our lives that we will enact the
dream that he has so often been associ-
ated with, where justice is the supreme
ruler, freedom is the dominant creed,
and equity the common practice.

I would urge us to take a moment in
this discussion or any other discussion,
a moment of remembrance to really
talk about Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
the man, the myth, and the legacy.

I think it is important to point out
that Dr. King was born, as I said be-
fore, on January 15, 1929, in the seg-
regated south in Atlanta, Georgia,
where his grandfather began the fam-
ily’s tenure many, many years ago in
another State as the pastor of the Ebe-
nezer Baptist Church.

After graduating from Morehouse
College and Crozer Theological Semi-
nary, Dr. King then enrolled in grad-
uate studies at Boston University. It
was in Boston where Dr. King would
meet Coretta Scott, who was also a
student at the nearby New England
Conservatory. As we all know and as
history has taught us, the two would
ultimately marry, and Coretta Scott
would become Coretta Scott King, and
together they would be a formidable
force in their own right, in their own
time, and in joint pursuit of equality
and justice for all.

This remarkable partnership between
Dr. King and Coretta Scott King also
brought forth four children who grew
up to embrace, uphold, and protect the
values that their parents had devoted
their lives to. I would be remiss if I did
not uplift the names of Martin Luther
King III, Bernice Albertine King, Yo-
landa Denise King, and Dexter Scott
King, who we unfortunately lost last
January.

In 1954, as I indicated, their father
became the pastor of the Dexter Ave-
nue Baptist Church in Montgomery,
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Alabama. Dr. King, by this time, was a
member of the Executive Committee of
the NAACP and would join also the
Montgomery Improvement Associa-
tion. He would also help to create the
Southern Christian Leadership Con-
ference, an organization that was
formed to provide leadership for a
growing and sustaining civil rights
movement.

Dr. King rose to prominence as a re-
vered leader of that movement in 1955,
when a young woman, a seamstress by
the name of Rosa Parks, refused to
move to the back of the bus in Mont-
gomery because of the color of her
skin. Inspired by one woman’s act of
moral courage, in the face of an im-
moral systemic system of law, Dr. King
led the Montgomery Bus Boycott that
lasted 381 days and is heralded as the
catalyst, that one act that began the
modern civil rights movement.

Now, in order to understand it, you
have to keep it in its proper context.
Citizens of Montgomery were so out-
raged that they could pay and were
forced like everyone else to pay their
taxes, that they could contribute to
the economy, that they could find a
way to sustain families, and that they
could find a way, as all citizens did, to
support the government there, only to
be told that they could not ride a bus
to get to work unless they sat in the
back of the bus because of the color of
their skin.

It might be difficult to understand,
but it is important to point out that
those men and women who wanted to
maintain and hold onto their dignity
decided that they would walk to work,
walk to the store, walk to church as
opposed to sitting in the back of that
bus any longer. Mr. Speaker, 381 days
is a lot of days, and it takes a lot of re-
solve to get through something like
that.

It is one thing to see it in a history
book. It is another thing if you are liv-
ing it and you are walking all those
miles every day, through summer, win-
ter, fall, and spring, back and forth, to
do the things that you had to do, like
get to your job, the things you needed
to do, to shop for groceries, and to be
able to do anything else, but they did
it for 381 days. They did it because of
the inspiration that they got from
Rosa Parks, and they did it also be-
cause of the inspiration that they got
from this young preacher by the name
of Martin Luther King, Jr.

During that boycott, Dr. King was ar-
rested. His home was bombed, and he
was subjected to personal abuse over
and over again. Now, he was arrested.
No one else that did anything else to
stop him was arrested, but he was ar-
rested simply for articulating the prob-
lem, supporting the efforts of Ms.
Parks, and encouraging a community
to stand up and to speak for itself.

As I said, his home was bombed. He
was subjected to all kinds of insults
and personal abuse. By the way, Dr.
King was locked up in jail 29 times for
standing up for fairness and fair play.
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Yet, he never matched the violence he
got with violence of his own.

On June 5, 1956, a Federal District
Court ruled that the State of Ala-
bama’s segregation policy on public
buses was, in fact, unconstitutional.
When the United States Supreme Court
upheld that ruling, it was affirmed that
the Montgomery Bus Boycott, led by
Dr. King as a result of the efforts of
Rosa Parks, was a true story of tri-
umph, and it was, in fact, for many,
year after year, a focal point on what
civil disobedience can look like and
what success can be born of it.

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., would
g0 on to travel for over 6 million miles,
speaking over 2,500 times to launch his
nonviolent protest movement that
spanned the Nation. It began to grow,
and it began to unfurl, and it found its
way, reaching and touching the hearts
of a lot of people who never even gave
a thought about civil rights, but when
they thought about their own selves,
their own families, and their own de-
sire to live and grow up in a country
that many of whom had fought for
overseas and defended with their lives,
people then realized that this was not
just about Martin Luther King or Rosa
Parks, but it was, in fact, about the
moral consciousness of our Nation.

After that successful boycott, Dr.
King was arrested again, this time in
Birmingham. It was in Birmingham
when he wrote and declared from a cell
a number of things that America must,
in fact, consider. He wrote on scraps of
paper because they wouldn’t even give
him writing pads, but he wrote them
nonetheless, and those letters are often
referred to today as the ‘‘Lietter from
Birmingham Jail,”” in which he fiercely
declared: ‘‘Injustice anywhere is a
threat to justice everywhere.”

We hear that repeated over and over
and over again. We should know that
those words in that letter from that
Birmingham jail cell brought national
and international attention to the civil
rights movement as we know it.

Some of you will recall the grainy
film and the black and white footage of
the great March on Washington that
occurred on August 28, 1963, where the
eyes and the ears of the entire world
would be fixated on the magnificent
power and oratory of Dr. King.

I know, as a 14-year-old kid, remem-
bering it, watching on a very small
black and white TV set the delayed
broadcast because live TV was not
what it is today, and I couldn’t believe
as I sat there the number of people who
appeared to be a sea of witnesses that
had assembled.

Dr. King that day was introduced as
the moral leader of our Nation, and he
delivered a message which empowered
a quarter of a million people in attend-
ance. His words that day brought my
mother to tears as I sat in a row house
in west Baltimore with my three
younger sisters, all motionless from
the eloquent force in which he deliv-
ered a message of love over hate in his
famous ‘‘I Have a Dream’’ speech.
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At that historic March on Wash-
ington, more now than a half century
ago, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., stood
before a quarter of a million people, as
I said, assembled at the memorial of
one of our Nation’s greatest leaders,
and on that famous day Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., heir to Abraham Lin-
coln, addressed the crowd in these
words:

We have come to our Nation’s Capital to
cash a check.

When the architects of our Republic wrote
the magnificent words in the Constitution
and the Declaration of Independence that
they, in fact, were signing a promissory note
to which all Americans would one day fall
heir. This note was a promise that all men
and women would be guaranteed the
unalienable rights of life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness.

Yet, even before the Republic was
born, it had already compromised the
moral principles articulated in that
Declaration of Independence and in
that preamble to the Constitution and
in all the other pronouncements that it
used to justify its revolution against
the king’s tyranny by having subjected
human beings, my own ancestors, to
bondage of the flesh as well as bondage
of the spirit.
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The enslavement of the Negro, the
annexation of the Hispanic, and the
termination of the American Indian
made our Nation’s beginning an iniqui-
tous conception because it was born in
hypocrisy and dedicated to a false and
twisted concept that White men were
superior to non-White men and, there-
fore, somehow entitled to enslave
them, oppress them, and, if necessary,
destroy them.

In the 200 years since the writing of
that preamble to the Constitution, the
Declaration of Independence, and all
the other pronouncements that Amer-
ica issued to justify, again, its revolu-
tion against tyranny, we have sur-
passed the wildest expectations and as-
pirations of our Founders.

We have gone beyond human measure
and created a nation of unparalleled
power and unparalleled influence. We
have grown from a small band of 13 im-
poverished Colonies to become the
strongest, the most powerful nation on
the face of the Earth.

Our wealth as a nation is unmatched.
America’s military forces, perhaps and
despite all other propaganda, really
have no equal.

Our industry and our technology re-
main superior, HEurope, China, and
Japan notwithstanding.

Because of our ideals and our prin-
ciples, we wield a mighty and forceful
hand in world affairs. There can be no
doubt that the American flag is still
respected by billions of the world’s peo-
ple as a symbol of freedom from tyr-
anny.

Every morning at the start of school,
millions of kids still around the coun-
try pause to utter the words: ‘I pledge
allegiance to the Flag of the United
States of America, and to the Republic
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for which it stands, one nation under
God, indivisible, with liberty and jus-
tice for all.”

Yet, if Dr. King were here today, he
might call into question the fact that
that does not always still ring true be-
cause, in many ways, we are still not
one nation. That is the challenge.

Far too many of our citizens do not
see their existence as having been due
to or under the direction of God. We
are not yet indivisible, and nowhere in
our own lifetime can it be said that we
have practiced liberty and justice for
all of our people.

The genius that our Founding Fa-
thers bequeathed to us was to have
been, if realized, a form of government
based on opportunity but measured
against the promise of America. In
many respects, we have still fallen
short in ways that continue to haunt
us, plague us, and, unfortunately, di-
vide us.

Have things changed for the better?
Yes. Has there been real and measur-
able progress? Yes. But it is not just a
matter of having come a long, long
way. It is, in fact, a matter of having
still yet a long, long way to go.

As we begin the celebration of Dr.
King’s 96th birthday, let it serve, I
hope, as a reminder of a union that he
forged in the Halls of Congress that en-
sured the signing and passage of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting
Rights Act into law in 1965.

Dr. King’s spirit should and really
must renew our resolve, particularly as
Members of Congress and as Americans
of all walks of life, to stand for justice,
fairness, and equal opportunity when-
ever and wherever possible.

Across his life, Dr. King was awarded
five honorary degrees, named Man of
the Year by Time magazine, and, at the
age of 35, became the youngest man to
have received the Nobel Peace Prize,
but all of that didn’t matter to him.

All the accolades and the other
things that had been heaped upon him
during his life—and, I am sure, since
his death—really would not stack up to
mean very much in the heart, soul, and
mind of Martin Luther King, Jr.

At 39 years of age, the person who led
the nonviolent movement was taken
from us in a cruel manner by the single
bullet of a lone assassin. It really
didn’t matter, as he said, as he
preached his own eulogy, what people
said. What mattered is that he tried to
live his life to exemplify the dream
that he had and that still burns.

I can remember the numbness I felt
on that evening of April 4, 1968. Like so
many others, I felt my heart race when
I heard the words come over the radio
that said Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
is dead.

When I reflect back on his life, as I
am doing and I appreciate so many of
you who are watching are also doing
today, I am still reminded of a man
who was unawed by opinion, unseduced
by flattery, and undismayed by dis-
aster.
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He confronted his life with the cour-
age of his convictions and then con-
fronted his death with the courage of
his faith.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I began by
referencing that Scripture in the Book
of Genesis, because Dr. Martin Luther
King really was, and in the hearts of
many of us remains, a dreamer. I will
close by going back to that passage,
Genesis 37: ‘““‘And when they saw him
from afar, even before he had come
near to them, they conspired against
him to slay him. And they said one to
another, behold the dreamer cometh.
Come now therefore and let us slay
him, and we will cast him into some
old pit, and we will say that some evil
beast has devoured him, and we shall
see what becomes of his dreams.”

Just like that passage in Genesis,
that dream has lived on. It lives in the
hearts and the minds of so many of us.
It is a dream that young people look at
and try to fashion themselves after. It
is a dream that many of us who are
much older will smile and go to our
grave knowing that Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., was, in the truest sense, a
true American that gave all he could,
not just for his dream, but for his coun-
try.

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

————————

REINING IN CALIFORNIA COASTAL
COMMISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARRIGAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2025, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. KILEY) for 30 minutes.

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, this week, I announced legislation
to rein in the California Coastal Com-
mission, to strip the California Coastal
Commission of the powers that it has
been granted by Federal law.

The undeniable reality is that the
commission is completely out of con-
trol and has veered far from its purpose
of protecting the coast.

Mike Stoker, the former Southwest
administrator of the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency, said this:
“The California Coastal Commission
was created in 1972. For over 50 years,
it has been one of if not the most over-
zealous, overreaching, and self-impor-
tant regulatory agency I have ever
dealt with at the local, State, or Fed-
eral level.”

This legislation has become all the
more necessary in light of the tragedy
that continues to unfold in Los Ange-
les. The task of rebuilding those com-
munities, the imperative of recovery,
is going to be difficult enough as it is,
but it will be impossible as long as the
California Coastal Commission con-
tinues to exercise its powers in such ir-
responsible ways.

My bill, specifically, will amend the
Coastal Zone Management Act to re-
move the commission’s authority to
block national security-related activi-
ties, critical infrastructure projects,
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and activities with high economic im-
pact, including post-disaster recovery
and rebuilding.

We all got a very clear window into
the manifest irrationality of this agen-
cy just a couple of months ago when
there was a proposal by SpaceX, to-
gether with the Air Force, to increase
the launch cadence out of Vandenberg
Space Force Base to allow for more
launches that are launching satellites
for important national security pur-
poses and launching other payloads,
such as Starlink satellites.

I will note, by the way, that Starlink
is right now, as we speak, being used
by first responders in the Li.A. area who
have lost connectivity and would oth-
erwise not be able to have the nec-
essary communications for emergency
response.

This was all known, by the way, at
the time that this sort of use case for
Starlink was part of its potential. I
wrote a letter, at the time, supporting
the request for more launches, and we
specifically cited the use in fighting
wildfires as one reason why this is im-
portant.

Nevertheless, at the time, just a cou-
ple of months ago, with this very clear
bipartisan proposal supported by the
military to allow SpaceX to do more
launches, the California Coastal Com-
mission rejected it and tried to stop
SpaceX from increasing its launches,
increasing its capacity to support our
national security, to improve
connectivity.

The reason that they gave was this—
this is not just me sort of speculating
about their reasons—this is literally
what the commissioners said in a pub-
lic meeting. They said that they do not
like Elon Musk’s political posts on X
on completely unrelated topics, and so
to punish him, they were going to re-
ject the proposal that wasn’t just from
SpaceX but from the U.S. military
itself in order to do more launches.

That told us everything about what
the California Coastal Commission is
all about. That was very recent, but
this agency has a long history of deci-
sions that defy all rationality, defy all
measures of public interest, and that
don’t actually serve the purpose of pro-
tecting the environment and pro-
tecting the coast.

Indeed, when you look at the specific
most problematic causes of the catas-
trophe in L.A., forest management and
the water supply, the California Coast-
al Commission has been a major hin-
drance in both areas.

In 2019, for example, there was an on-
going project by the L.A. Department
of Water and Power, where, through
Topanga State Park, they were replac-
ing these aging wooden power line
poles that were almost 100 years old.
They were in an area that had been
identified as having an elevated fire
risk. As a very important project,
these wooden poles, 100 years old in a
high-risk area, they were replacing
them with steel and with more fire-re-
sistant materials.
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As the New York Post explained, the
goal of the project was to improve fire
safety for the Pacific Palisades area by
replacing those wooden poles with
steel. Also, they were installing wind-
and fire-resistant power lines. Again,
this is all in a high fire-risk area.

The California Coastal Commission
caught wind of this, and they learned
that there was a particular rare plant,
a few of the Brauton’s milkvetch, in
the area, so they rushed in and said to
stop. They brought the project to an
immediate halt. It didn’t get done, and
then, in the process, they, in fact, col-
lected $2 million in fines.

This is the sort of action that the
California Coastal Commission has

taken.
Consider just a decision from just 2
years ago, when the commission

blocked a desalination plant in Hun-
tington Beach that would have in-
creased L.A.’s water supply. The com-
mission denied a permit for Poseidon
Water’s proposed $1.4 billion desalina-
tion plant in Huntington Beach.

Of course, we have all seen how the
lack of a sufficient water supply is one
of the things that allowed the fires in
L.A. to grow unchecked. We had an
empty reservoir, for example. Here,
just 2 years ago, you had the California
Coastal Commission rejecting a major
augmentation in the region’s supply.
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Mr. Speaker, I mentioned the issue
related to SpaceX also undermined our
national security, in addition to our
ability to innovate and the ability to
launch Starlink satellites.

The CCC, the California Coastal Com-
mission, has also on several occasions
rejected proposals from the U.S. Navy.
For example, it rejected the TU.S.
Navy’s proposal to increase sonar and
underwater explosives training off of
southern California.

In another instance, it filed a lawsuit
against the Navy for proceeding with 14
major training exercises off of southern
California, again harming TU.S. na-
tional security.

Then, finally, there is the issue of
housing because it is going to be a
major undertaking in order to rebuild
these beautiful communities. The Cali-
fornia Coastal Commission is most as-
suredly going to stand in the way of
that process. It has a long history of
denying project after project. Cali-
fornia has a massive housing shortage.

Yet, even when we have projects that
have gotten all the necessary approv-
als, which have met all the very strin-
gent requirements set out by the State,
the California Coastal Commission will
come in and spike the project.

They have done this so much that a
group called Circulate San Diego
issued a report recently highlighting
how the California Coastal Commission
has consistently taken actions that
worsen California’s housing crisis.

They highlighted examples of how
even these very, what some would call,
left-leaning set of requirements for
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housing that the legislature has set,
even projects that have met all of
those things, they said: The California
Coastal Commission ‘‘has resisted, op-
posed, and delayed the construction of
deed-restricted affordable homes that
use programs like Density Bonus
Law.” They noted this is true even
when all of the zoning approvals have
been obtained.

The report documents examples
where the California Coastal Commis-
sion opposes projects that the legisla-
ture encourages as part of California’s
efforts to combat climate change.
Crosswalks, bicycle lanes, and infill de-
velopment near projects, the report
states, are all goals of recent statewide
legislation, yet the California Coastal
Commission opposes or delays many of
these projects.

Mr. Speaker, the process of rebuild-
ing and recovery in L.A. is going to be
a long and difficult one. There are
some things that we know we need to
do right off the bat. Perhaps the easi-
est thing, the most obvious thing is to
assure that the California Coastal
Commission does not stand in the way.

That is why I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle and both Houses
of Congress to move on this legislation
as quickly as possible. This will be an
important first step towards rebuilding
Los Angeles and towards restoring
some common sense in California.
CONGRATULATING BLUE ORIGIN ON SUCCESSFUL

ORBIT OF NEW GLENN ROCKET

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to congratulate Blue
Origin on successfully reaching orbit in
the first flight of its New Glenn rocket.

New Glenn is a 320-foot rocket that is
taller than the Statute of Liberty. It
has 7 engines, and it can carry 45 met-
ric tons to low Earth orbit.

According to a report from Blue Ori-
gin, in the flight that left at, I believe,
2:03 a.m. this morning, the first stage
burned for more than 3 minutes before
the second stage separated at an alti-
tude of 70 kilometers. Then the report
states the upper stage’s two engines
appeared to perform flawlessly, push-
ing what is called the Blue Ring Path-
finder payload toward orbit.

This is an apparatus that is going to
allow for the adjustment of other pay-
loads that are in orbit and bring them
into different orbits, adjusted orbits,
from using that device. Apparently, it
is now working properly and is reg-
istering data. So far so good is the re-
port.

It goes on to state that the engines
burned for nearly 10 minutes before
shutting down, having reached an or-
bital velocity of 28,800 kilometers per
hour.

As a spokesperson for Blue Origin
states: ‘“The vehicle underpins our ef-
forts to establish sustained human
presence on the Moon, harness in-space
resources, provide multi-mission,
multi-orbit mobility through Blue
Ring, and establish destinations in low
Earth orbit. Future New Glenn mis-
sions will carry the Blue Moon Mark 1

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

cargo lander and the Mark 2 crewed
lander to the Moon as part of NASA’s
Artemis program.”

We also have another launch sched-
uled in just a few hours. I believe this
is flight seven for SpaceX’s Starship
which is the largest rocket ever built,
the largest space vehicle ever built. I
happened to have the chance to watch
launch six which was truly an awe-in-
spiring experience. I wish them the
best of luck today for flight seven.

Both of these developments serve to
underscore that we are living in a very
exciting time where for decades we
didn’t see much progress when it came
to space exploration. We now have a
commercial space industry which has
picked up the baton and pushed us to-
wards new frontiers.

In order to enable that, I have intro-
duced the New Space Age Act which is
designed to encourage and catalyze the
growing commercial space industry by
streamlining the process for getting
launch approvals and getting the FAA
out of the picture because they have
tried to unnecessarily hold back
progress.

I think this will be a great piece of
legislation to enhance America’s com-
petitive advantage. We are far out-
pacing the rest of the world right now
when it comes to space and will facili-
tate many, many more flights in the
future which have the capacity to not
only enhance our national security and
bring about further innovations but
also to capture the imagination of
Americans as well.

HONORING THE LIFE OF DON BREWSTER

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, today I honor the life and legacy of
Don Brewster, the cofounder of Agape
International Missions, who sadly is no
longer with us.

As we reflect on the life that Don led,
we also celebrate the inspiring 20-year
legacy he built. After many years of
service as an executive pastor at Ad-
venture Christian Church in Roseville,
California, Don and his wife, Bridget,
visited Cambodia on a mission trip.

When they returned home, they
learned about the horrors of child sex
trafficking in the country they had
just visited. This led Don and Bridget
Brewster to establish Agape Inter-
national Missions, also known as AIM,
to combat child sex trafficking.

Don’s heart wasn’t just for girls to be
rescued but to help them find true
healing and to live in freedom. During
Don’s 20 years of leadership, AIM devel-
oped a holistic model to rescue, heal,
and empower survivors of sex traf-
ficking in Cambodia and beyond.

With the help of dedicated partners
and their mission, Don began a SWAT
team to partner with local authorities
in shutting down brothels and pros-
ecuting traffickers.

Beyond rescue, survivors received
refuge and trauma-informed counseling
at AIM’s restorative homes, as well as
access to education and vocational
training through their employment
center in Cambodia.
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Seeing the need to target the issue at
the source, Don went on to establish
prevention programs that have trans-
formed communities and continue to
protect future generations from ever
knowing the horrors of sex trafficking.

Don Brewster worked tirelessly to
spread love and compassion wherever
he went. We thank Don for the legacy
he built and his devotion to the global
fight against sex trafficking.

As AIM moves into its 20-year anni-
versary, Agape International Missions
will continue to spread Don’s legacy
and his transformative work. He had a
heart for service that seemed to fill the
world. Don Brewster will be deeply
missed.

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

————

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 24 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HARRIGAN) at 2 o’clock
and 556 minutes p.m.

——————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, January 16, 2025.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
January 16, 2025, at 2:30 p.m.:

Appointments: Commission on Security
and Cooperation in Europe (Helsinki Com-
mission).

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER.
——
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO

PERMANENT SELECT COM-

MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to clause 11 of
rule X, clause 11 of rule I, and the order
of the House of January 3, 2025, of the
following Members of the House to the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence:

Mr. CRAWFORD, Arkansas, Chairman

Mr. KELLY, Mississippi
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Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

LAHOOD, Illinois
FITZPATRICK, Pennsylvania
AUSTIN ScoTT, Georgia
HiLL, Arkansas
CRENSHAW, Texas

Mr. JACKSON, Texas

Mr. PERRY, Pennsylvania
Mrs. WAGNER, Missouri
Mr. CLINE, Virginia

Mr. STEUBE, Florida

Ms. TENNEY, New York
Mr. FALLON, Texas

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 56 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, Janu-
ary 20, 2025, at 10 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-36. A letter from the Administrator,
Federal Grain Inspection Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Formulas for Calcu-
lating Hourly and Unit Fees for FGIS Serv-
ices [Doc. No.: AMS-FGIS-24-0027] (RIN: 0581-
AE31) received January 14, 2024, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

EC-37. A letter from the Senior Congres-
sional Liaison, Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, transmitting the Bureau’s final
rule — Residential Property Assessed Clean
Energy Financing (Regulation Z) [Docket
No.: CFPB-2023-0029] (RIN: 3170-AA84) 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-38. A letter from the Senior Congres-
sional Liaison, Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, transmitting the Bureau’s final
rule — Prohibition on Creditors and Con-
sumer Reporting Agencies Concerning Med-
ical Information (Regulation V) [Docket No.:
CFPB-2024-0023] (RIN: 3170-AAb4) received
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-39. A letter from the Regulations Coor-
dinator, Centers for Medicare and Medicaid
Services, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act; HHS Notice of Benefit and
Payment Parameters for 2026; and Basic
Health Program [CMS-9888-F] (RIN: 0938-
AV41) received January 14, 2024, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

EC-40. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to the situation in and in
relation to Burma that was declared in Exec-
utive Order 14014 of February 10, 2021, pursu-
ant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412,
Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C.
1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat.
1627); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-41. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
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month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to the widespread human-
itarian crisis in Afghanistan and the poten-
tial for a deepening economic collapse in Af-
ghanistan that was declared in Executive
Order 14064 of February 11, 2022, pursuant to
50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec.
401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c);
Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-42. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to hostage-taking and the
wrongful detention of United States nation-
als abroad that was declared in Executive
Order 14078 of July 19, 2022, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c);
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-43. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Hong Kong that was
declared in Executive Order 13936 of July 14,
2020, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

EC-44. A letter from the General Counsel,
Office of General Counsel, Federal Housing
Finance Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Rules of Practice and Procedure;
Civil Money Penalty Inflation Adjustment
(RIN: 2590-AB45) received January 14, 2024,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on 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. RUTHERFORD (for himself,
Mr. SoT0o, Mr. BEAN of Florida, Mr.
CARTER of Georgia, Ms. MACE, Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS,
Mr. DONALDS, Mr. SCOTT FRANKLIN of
Florida, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. DUNN of
Florida, Ms. LEE of Florida, Mr.
MAST, Mr. GIMENEZ, Mr. FRry, Mr.
AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, and Mrs.
LUNA):

H.R. 470. A bill to provide that the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall not issue an in-
terim or final rule or Secretarial Amend-
ment that includes an area or bottom clo-
sure in the South Atlantic for species man-
aged under the Fishery Management Plan for
the Snapper-Grouper Fishery of the South
Atlantic Region until the South Atlantic
Great Red Snapper Count study is complete
and the data related to that study is inte-
grated into the stock assessment; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. WESTERMAN (for himself, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. TIFFANY, Mr. PANETTA,
Mr. STAUBER, Mr. WHITESIDES, Mr.
COLLINS, Mr. VASQUEZ, Mrs. Kim, Mr.
COoSTA, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. HARDER of
California, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. BERA, Mrs. KIGGANS of Vir-
ginia, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. MALOY,
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
BEGICH, Mr. CORREA, Mr. CRANK, Mr.
GOLDEN of Maine, Mr. EZELL, Mr.
MULLIN, Mr. HURD of Colorado, Ms.
LEE of Nevada, Mr. VALADAO, Mr.
GRAY, Mr. BARR, Mr. HOYER, Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia, Ms. PETTERSEN, Mr.
JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
OBERNOLTE, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
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LAMALFA, Mr. GOSAR, Ms. BOEBERT,
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. ISSA, Mr. FONG,
Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. FRY, and Mr.
AMODEI of Nevada):

H.R. 471. A bill to expedite under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and
improve forest management activities on
National Forest System lands, on public
lands under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of
Land Management, and on Tribal lands to re-
turn resilience to overgrown, fire-prone for-
ested lands, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Agriculture,
and Science, Space, and Technology, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BOST (for himself, Mr. ROUZER,
Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia, Mrs. MIL-
LER-MEEKS, Mr. OBERNOLTE, Mr. ISSA,
Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr.
CISCOMANI, Mr. VAN ORDEN, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. MURPHY,
Mr. SELF, Mr. CARTER of Georgia,
Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. WEBSTER of
Florida, Mr. CLINE, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
LOUDERMILK, Mrs. HARSHBARGER,
Mrs. CAMMACK, Mrs. KING-HINDS, Ms.
MACE, Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona, Mr.
BARRETT, and Mr. LUTTRELL):

H.R. 472. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to modify personnel action pro-
cedures with respect to employees of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. COMER (for himself, Mr. HIG-
GINS of Louisiana, Mr. TIMMONS, Mr.
BicGs of Arizona, Mr. CLOUD, Ms.
FoxX, Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr. CRANE,
Mr. PALMER, Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. FALLON, Mr.
BURLISON, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. JACK,
Mr. BURCHETT, Ms. BOEBERT, Mr.
PERRY, and Ms. GREENE of Georgia):

H.R. 473. A bill to restore in-person work at
Federal agencies to not less than pre-pan-
demic levels, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

By Mr. ROUZER (for himself, Mr. HAR-
RIS of North Carolina, Mr. HUDSON,
Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mr. MURPHY, Ms.
RoOss, Mr. DAvis of North Carolina,
Mr. McDOWELL, and Mr. MOORE of
North Carolina):

H.R. 474. A bill to amend the Lumbee Act
of 1956; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MEEKS (for himself, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. CosTA, Ms. TITUS, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. AMO, Mr. FOSTER, Mr.
VEASEY, Mr. BERA, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. QUIGLEY, and
Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania):

H.R. 475. A bill to authorize the imposition
of sanctions with respect to any foreign per-
son endangering the integrity or safety of
the Zaporzhzhia nuclear power plant; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. MEEKS (for himself, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. AMO, Mr. KEATING, and Mr.
GOTTHEIMER):

H.R. 476. A bill to require the imposition of
sanctions with respect to any foreign person
that knowingly participates in the construc-
tion, maintenance, or repair of a tunnel or
bridge that connects the Russian mainland
with the Crimean peninsula; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to
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the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. FONG (for himself and Mr.
MULLIN):

H.R. 477. A Dbill to advance scientific re-
search and technology development of
hypersonic vehicles, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology.

By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 478. A Dbill to require the appropriate
Federal banking agencies to establish a 3-
year phase-in period for de novo financial in-
stitutions to comply with Federal capital
standards, to provide relief for de novo rural
community banks, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. BRECHEEN (for himself, Mr.
GROTHMAN, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr.
Bicgs of Arizona, Mr. CLOUD, Mr.
GOSAR, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, and
Mr. MEUSER):

H.R. 479. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to require the Secretary
to designate food and food products to be
made available under the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 480. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a methane bor-
der adjustment mechanism; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 481. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the limitation on
deductions for personal casualty losses; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr.
DONALDS, Mr. VAN ORDEN, and Mr.
HORSFORD):

H.R. 482. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to eliminate the applica-
tion of the income tax on qualified tips
through a deduction allowed to all individual
taxpayers, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr.
PANETTA, and Mr. CRENSHAW):

H.R. 483. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to delay the im-
plementation of electronic clinical quality
metrics for accountable care organizations,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Mr. CAR-
TER of Louisiana, Mr. CASTEN, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. COHEN,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. DINGELL,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GOLDMAN of New

York, Ms. NORTON, Mr. HORSFORD,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MCIVER,
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. MRVAN, Mr.
MULLIN, Ms. ROsS, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Ms. SCHOLTEN, Mr. SoTo, Ms.

STANSBURY, Ms. STEVENS, Ms. TLAIB,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. TONKO, Ms. TOKUDA,
and Ms. VELAZQUEZ):

H.R. 484. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to make grants to States to sup-
port the establishment and operation of gro-
cery stores in underserved communities, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. BISHOP, Ms. BROWNLEY,
Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
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COHEN, Mr. CosTA, Ms. DAVIDS of
Kansas, Mr. DAvis of Illinois, Mrs.
DINGELL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. EVANS of
Pennsylvania, Mr. FROST, Mr. GREEN
of Texas, Mrs. HAYES, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr.
KEATING, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MCGARVEY, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mrs. MCIVER, Mr. MEEKS,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MRVAN,
Mr. MULLIN, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, Ms.
PRESSLEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
STRICKLAND, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. TLAIB,
Mr. TORRES of New York, and Mr.
VARGAS):

H.R. 485. A bill to posthumously award a
Congressional Gold Medal to Muhammad Ali,
in recognition of his contributions to the
United States; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. CARSON (for himself, Mr. AMO,
Ms. BARRAGAN, Ms. BROWN, Mr. CAR-
TER of Louisiana, Mr. CASE, Mr.
CASTEN, Mr. COHEN, Ms. DEAN of
Pennsylvania, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr.
EVANS of Pennsylvania, Mrs. HAYES,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. MAGAZINER, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs.
MCIVER, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Ms. SANCHEZ,
Ms. SCHOLTEN, Mr. SoTo, Mr.
THANEDAR, Ms. TrTus, and Mr.
TORRES of New York):

H.R. 486. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram in the Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection to fund the establishment of cen-
ters of excellence to support research, devel-
opment and planning, implementation, and
evaluation of effective programs in financial
literacy education for young people and fam-
ilies ages 8 through 24 years old, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. CASE (for himself and Ms.
TOKUDA):

H.R. 487. A Dbill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 by re-
quiring preclearance quarantine inspections
for all movement to or from the State of Ha-
waii by either domestic or international
travel, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CISCOMANI (for himself and
Ms. HOULAHAN):

H.R. 488. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security and the Secretary of
State to implement a strategy to combat the
efforts of transnational criminal organiza-
tions to recruit individuals in the United
States via social media platforms and other
online services and assess their use of such
platforms and services for illicit activities;
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in
addition to the Committees on Homeland Se-
curity, Foreign Affairs, and Energy and
Commerce, 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. CLOUD (for himself, Mr.
DONALDS, Mr. PERRY, Ms. VAN
DUYNE, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr.
BRECHEEN, Mr. BURLISON, Mr. MOORE
of Alabama, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Ms.
BOEBERT, and Mrs. LUNA):

H.R. 489. A Dill to establish the Federal
Agency Sunset Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and in addition to the Committee on
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Rules, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 490. A bill to prohibit Federal funds
from being used for any property or entity
owned by Donald J. Trump, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself, Mr.
MULLIN, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. BROWNLEY,
Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. DAVIS of North Caro-
lina, Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. DELBENE, Mr.
FrosT, Mr. COHEN, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. MRVAN, Mr.
THANEDAR, Ms. TITUS, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. RASKIN,
Ms. MCCLELLAN, Mr. CASAR, Mr.
DAvIs of I1linois, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. SALINAS, Mr.
LYNCH, Mr. GOLDMAN of New York,
Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, Mr. TAKANO,
and Mr. MFUME):

H.R. 491. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to achieve parity between the
cost-of-living adjustment with respect to an
annuity under the Federal Employees Re-
tirement System and an annuity under the
Civil Service Retirement System, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. MFUME, and Mr.
BACON):

H.R. 492. A bill to prohibit the establish-
ment of schedule F of the excepted service,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. SUBRAMANYAM, Mr. LYNCH, Mr.
BEYER, and Mr. MFUME):

H.R. 493. A bill to increase the rates of pay
under the statutory pay systems and for pre-
vailing rate employees by 4.3 percent, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and
Mr. STRONG):

H.R. 494. A bill to amend the Cybersecurity
Enhancement Act of 2014 to make improve-
ments to the Federal Cyber Scholarship for
Service Program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology.

By Mr. CRANE (for himself, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. BIGGS of Arizona, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr.
LUTTRELL, and Mr. OGLES):

H.R. 495. A bill to require annual reports
on counter illicit cross-border tunnel oper-
ations, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. CRANE:

H.R. 496. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to notify the Attorney Gen-
eral that basis for the transmission of cer-
tain information to the Department of Jus-
tice for use by the national instant criminal
background check system was improper,
does not apply, or no longer applies, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 497. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to provide clarification
with respect to the liability of third party
payers for medical assistance paid under the
Medicaid program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself and
Ms. GREENE of Georgia):
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H.R. 498. A Dbill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to prohibit Federal Med-
icaid funding for gender transition proce-
dures for minors; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Ms. CROCKETT (for herself, Mr.
GOODEN, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr.
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
GREEN of Texas, and Ms. ESCOBAR):

H.R. 499. A bill to rename the medical cen-
ter of the Department of Veterans Affairs in
Dallas, Texas, as the ‘“‘Eddie Bernice Johnson
VA Medical Center”; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. DINGELL (for herself, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. SCHA-

KOWSKY, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. POCAN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
HARDER of California, Mrs. MCIVER,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. BYNUM,
Ms. TLAIB, Mrs. HAYES, Mr. MULLIN,
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, and
Mr. LIEU):

H.R. 500. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to remove the exclusion
of Medicare coverage for hearing aids and ex-
aminations therefor, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. EDWARDS (for himself and Ms.
TITUS):

H.R. 501. A bill to amend certain laws re-
lating to disaster recovery and relief with re-
spect to the implementation of building
codes, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. FINSTAD (for himself, Mr.
GOLDEN of Maine, Mr. STAUBER, Mr.
MANN, Mrs. FISCHBACH, Mr. VAN
ORDEN, and Mr. MOOLENAAR):

H.R. 502. A bill to ensure the rural surface
transportation grant program is accessible
to rural areas, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Ms. FOXX (for herself and Mr. VAN
ORDEN):

H.R. 503. A bill to amend the Revised Stat-
utes to codify the defense of qualified immu-
nity in the case of any action under section
1979, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GIMENEZ (for himself, Mr.
DI1AZ-BALART, and Ms. SALAZAR):

H.R. 504. A Dbill to amend the Miccosukee
Reserved Area Act to authorize the expan-
sion of the Miccosukee Reserved Area and to
carry out activities to protect structures
within the Osceola Camp from flooding, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, 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. GOLDEN of Maine:

H.R. 505. A bill to impose additional duties
on imports of goods into the United States;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas (for
himself, Mr. CISCOMANI, Ms. SALAZAR,
Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Mr. FEENSTRA, Mr.
EvANs of Colorado, Mr. VALADAO,
Mrs. KiM, Mr. KEAN, Mr. BABIN, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mrs.
HINSON, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana,
and Mr. MOYLAN):

H.R. 506. A bill to require assessments for
Foreign Terrorist Organization designations,
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authorize certain appropriations for certain
fiscal years for Operation Stonegarden, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security, and in addition to the
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas
(for himself, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
CosTA, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. CISCOMANI,
Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine,
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. BI1GGS of Arizona, Mr.
VALADAO, Mr. CUELLAR, Ms. TITUS,
Ms. BoNAMICI, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. CAR-
SON, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr.
COLE, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. RYAN,
Mr. RUTHERFORD, and Mr. CRANE):

H.R. 507. A bill to amend the Federal Cred-
it Union Act to exclude extensions of credit
made to veterans from the definition of a
member business loan; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 508. A bill to allow expensing of
amounts paid to move business property
from China to the United States, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 509. A bill to decrease dependency on
People’s Republic of China manufacturing
and decrease migration due to lost regional
economic opportunities; to the Committee
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. HAGEMAN:

H.R. 510. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for a 6 month delay
before a final rule may take effect; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HARRIGAN (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY of Utah, Mr. OGLES, Mr.
HAMADEH of Arizona, Mr. STUTZMAN,
Mr. WIED, Mrs. LUNA, Mr. KNOTT, Mr.
HARRIS of North Carolina, Mr. NEHLS,
Mr. MOORE of West Virginia, Mr.
ONDER, Mr. BARRETT, Mr. EDWARDS,
Mr. MURPHY, Mr. SELF, Mr. DOWNING,
Mr. JACK, Mr. SCHMIDT, Mr.
MESSMER, Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS, and Mr. RULLI):

H.R. 511. A bill to provide remedies to
members of the Armed Forces discharged or
subject to adverse action under the COVID-19
vaccine mandate; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 512. A bill to establish a fund to pro-
mote the inspection and consumption of
shrimp and products containing shrimp or
shrimp parts; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, 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. HIGGINS of Louisiana (for him-
self, Mr. HUNT, Mr. WEBER of Texas,
Mr. BURCHETT, Mr. SHREVE, Mr.
MEUSER, Mr. ARRINGTON, Mrs. MIL-
LER of West Virginia, Mr. CRENSHAW,
Mr. BRECHEEN, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr.
PERRY, Mr. TIFFANY, Mrs. MILLER of
Illinois, Mr. OGLES, Mr. BURLISON,
Mr. CLYDE, Mr. BIGGS of Arizona, Mr.
HARRIS of Maryland, and Mr. MOORE
of Alabama):

H.R. 513. A bill to nullify certain Presi-
dential withdrawals of unleased offshore
land, amend the Outer Continental Shelf
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Lands Act to establish limits on the author-
ity of the President to withdraw unleased
offshore land, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Rules, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. HINSON (for herself and Mr.
GOLDEN of Maine):

H.R. 514. A bill to establish a competitive
bidding process for the relocation of the
headquarters of Executive agencies, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. JACOBS (for herself and Mr.
SORENSEN):

H.R. 515. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to prohibit discrimination in
the Armed Forces; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for
himself and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia):

H.R. 516. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the railroad
track maintenance credit; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KUSTOFF (for himself and Ms.
CHU):

H.R. 517. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the rules for
postponing certain deadlines by reason of
disaster; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. LALOTA:

H.R. 518. A bill to withhold the pay of
Members of Congress in certain cases, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. LANGWORTHY (for himself,
Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. LAWLER, Mr.
DAvVIS of North Carolina, Ms. CRAIG,
and Mr. GUEST):

H.R. 519. A bill to require the Inspector
General to submit a report on the Federal
subaward reporting system, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. LUTTRELL (for himself, Mr.
DELUZIO, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. ELLZEY,
Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. GARBARINO, Mr.
CISCOMANI, Mr. STAUBER, Mr. STRONG,
Mr. LAWLER, Ms. MACE, Mr. BACON,
Mr. COLLINS, Mr. WEBER of Texas,
Ms. SALAZAR, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS,
Mr. GUEST, and Mr. SUOZZI):

H.R. 520. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
include an additional permissible use of
amounts provided as grants under the Byrne
JAG program, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. MALOY (for herself, Mr.
AMODEI of Nevada, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr.
BEGICH, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. STAUBER,

Mrs. FISCHBACH, Mr. ESTES, Mr.
OWENS, Mr. KENNEDY of Utah, and
Mr. FONG):

H.R. 521. A bill to reserve to Congress the
authority to establish or extend a national
monument; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MANN (for himself,
SCHMIDT, and Mr. BABIN):

H.R. 522. A bill to ensure equal treatment
for certain faith-based organizations in cer-
tain Small Business Administration pro-
grams; to the Committee on Small Business.

Mr.
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By Mr. MILLER of Ohio (for himself,
Mr. FEENSTRA, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. LAHoOOD, Mrs. MILLER of
West Virginia, Ms. TENNEY, Mr.
ESTES, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. KUSTOFF,
Mr. FINSTAD, and Mr. CALVERT):

H.R. 523. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently increase
the standard deduction; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR (for himself, Mr.
LAHOOD, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Mr.

BERGMAN, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr.
WALBERG, Mr. BARRETT, Mr. JAMES,
Mr. BOST, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Ms.
TENNEY, Mr. CLINE, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. ROUZER, Mr.
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Mr. DUNN of Florida, Mr.

GIMENEZ, Mr. ELLZEY, and Mr. PALM-
ER):

H.R. 524. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to deny certain green en-
ergy tax benefits to companies connected to
certain countries of concern; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OGLES (for himself and Ms.
SALAZAR):

H.R. 525. A bill to prohibit funding to the
Government of the Republic of Honduras; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. OGLES (for himself, Mr.
PFLUGER, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
BRECHEEN, Ms. HAGEMAN, Ms. MALOY,
and Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas):

H.R. 526. A bill to amend the Mineral Leas-
ing Act to make certain adjustments to the
royalty rates for leases for oil and gas ex-
traction on Federal land, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. PETTERSEN (for herself and
Mr. OBERNOLTE):

H.R. 527. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Interior, acting through the Director of
the United States Geological Survey, to es-
tablish a grant program for monitoring
wildfires by satellite; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Ms. PETTERSEN (for herself and
Mr. EDWARDS):

H.R. 528. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Interior to carry out a program for post-
disaster reforestation and restoration Pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition
to the Committee on Agriculture, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. PFLUGER (for himself, Mr.
BABIN, and Ms. TENNEY):

H.R. 529. A bill to amend the Help America
Vote Act of 2002 to establish deadlines for
States to count the ballots cast in elections
for Federal office and to certify the results
of such elections, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. PFLUGER (for himself, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Mr.
RYAN, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. MOULTON,
Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. DAVIS of North Caro-
lina, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. VALADAO,
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Ms. LEE of
Nevada, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. SCOTT
FRANKLIN of Florida):

H.R. 530. A bill to provide for a study by
the National Academies of Sciences, Engi-
neering, and Medicine on the prevalence and
mortality of cancer among individuals who
served as active duty aircrew in the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN (for herself and
Mr. CASE):
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H.R. 531. A bill to amend the South Pacific
Tuna Act of 1988, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. RASKIN (for himself and Mrs.
HAYES):

H.R. 532. A bill to authorize for a grant
program for handgun licensing programs,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr.
OGLES):

H.R. 533. A Dbill to make reforms to the
Bank Secrecy Act, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. ROUZER (for himself, Mr.
McCAUL, Mr. PFLUGER, Mr. NEHLS,
Mr. MEUSER, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, and
Ms. TENNEY):

H.R. 534. A bill to authorize certain States
to take certain actions on certain Federal
land to secure an international border of the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Agriculture, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SCANLON (for herself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
MULLIN, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms.
BALINT, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. CARSON, Ms.
CROCKETT, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, and
Mr. MORELLE):

H.R. 535. A Dbill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit certain
donations to Inaugural Committees, to es-
tablish limitations on donations to Inau-
gural Committees, to require certain report-
ing by Inaugural Committees, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration, and in addition to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SCHOLTEN (for herself and Mr.
VALADAO):

H.R. 536. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the energy credit
for qualified biogas property; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. SHERRILL:

H.R. 537. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax credits for
the conversion of commercial buildings to
residential units, to provide support and
technical assistance to State and local hous-
ing agencies to identify and advance housing
conversion opportunities for underutilized
commercial buildings, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, 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. SMITH of Nebraska (for himself
and Ms. SEWELL):

H.R. 538. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to remove the 96-hour
physician certification requirement for inpa-
tient critical access hospital services; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania,
Ms. VAN DUYNE, and Mr. DAVIS of
North Carolina):

H.R. 539. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide Medicare cov-
erage for all physicians’ services furnished
by doctors of chiropractic within the scope
of their license, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways

ROSE (for himself and Mr.
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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 Mrs. TORRES of California (for her-
self and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 540. A bill to require the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget to re-
view and make certain revisions to the
Standard Occupational Classification Sys-
tem, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 541. A bill to require the Department
of Defense to share best practices with, and
offer training to, State and local first re-
sponders regarding how to most effectively
aid victims who experience trauma-related
injuries; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. TORRES of New York (for him-
self and Mr. GARBARINO):

H.R. 542. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prohibit institutions of
higher education from receiving gifts from
certain countries, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 543. A bill to direct the Bureau of Al-
cohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives to
report on firearms trafficking along the I-95
corridor; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 544. A bill to provide a private right of
action against the maker of any component
of a ghost gun, and any person who facili-
tated a sale of the ghost gun, for injury or
death resulting from the use of the ghost
gun; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 545. A bill to direct the Attorney Gen-
eral to conduct a study on the efficacy of ex-
treme risk protection orders on reducing gun
violence, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 546. A Dbill to direct the Attorney Gen-
eral to establish a grant program for civilian
traffic violation enforcement; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, 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. VAN DREW (for himself, Mr.
CRANE, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr. BIGGS of
Arizona, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. SESSIONS,
Mr. BEGICH, Mr. ROSE, Mr. OGLES,
and Mr. ISSA):

H.R. 547. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require an individual to
provide a social security number to claim
the child tax credit; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Ms. VAN DUYNE (for herself, Mr.
CRENSHAW, and Mr. MEUSER):

H.R. 548. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modernize health sav-
ings accounts; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Ms. VAN DUYNE:

H.R. 549. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the clean fuel pro-
duction credit; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Ms. WATERS (for herself and Mr.
SHERMAN):

H.R. 550. A bill to require the Government
Accountability Office to conduct a study re-
garding insurance coverage for damages
from wildfires, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas (for him-
self, Mr. GIMENEZ, Mr. GILL of Texas,
Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona, Mr. ELLZEY,
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Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
OWENS, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Mrs. HOUCHIN, Mr. SELF, Mr.
WIED, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. BRECHEEN, Mr.
PERRY, Mr. HUNT, Mr. MCCORMICK,
Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. OGLES, Mr.
LAWLER, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky,
Mr. YAKYM, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr.
HARRIS of Maryland, Mr. BABIN, Mr.
FALLON, Ms. FOXX, Mr. FINSTAD, Ms.
PEREZ, Mr. ALFORD, Mr. MOORE of
Alabama, and Mr. SCHMIDT):

H.R. 551. A Dbill to amend section
235(b)(2)(C) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act to require the implementation of
the Migrant Protection Protocols; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WITTMAN:

H.R. 552. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram to promote and encourage collabora-
tion between the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs and nonprofit organizations and insti-
tutions of higher learning that provide ad-
ministrative assistance to veterans; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WITTMAN (for himself and Mr.
CASE):

H.R. 553. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to establish a patient outreach
system relating to mental health care, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WITTMAN:

H.R. 554. A bill to improve the provision of
health care by the Department of Veterans
Affairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WITTMAN:

H.R. 555. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to include a single comprehen-
sive disability examination as part of the re-
quired Department of Defense physical ex-
amination for separating members of the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WITTMAN (for himself, Mr.
MCGUIRE, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia, Ms. DE LA
CRUZ, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. BEAN of
Florida, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. CALVERT,
Mr. ZINKE, Mr. STAUBER, Mr.
EDWARDS, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK, Mr. GUEST, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. WEBSTER of
Florida, Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. MURPHY,
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Mr. BIGGS of Ari-
zona, Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia, Mr.
FULCHER, Mr. BosT, Mr. HUDSON, Ms.
HAGEMAN, Ms. BOEBERT, Mr. CLINE,
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. TIFFANY,
Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas, Mr. BERGMAN,
Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. MESSMER, Mrs.
FISCHBACH, Mr. FITZGERALD, Ms.
LETLOW, and Mr. FLEISCHMANN):

H.R. 556. A bill to prohibit the Secretary of
the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture
from prohibiting the use of lead ammunition
or tackle on certain Federal land or water
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources, and in addition to the
Committee on Agriculture, 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. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
SELF, and Mr. MOORE of West Vir-
ginia):
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H.J. Res. 21. A joint resolution dis-
approving of the rule submitted by the De-
partment of Homeland Security relating to
‘““Modernizing H-2 Program Requirements,
Oversight, and Worker Protections’; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
SELF, and Mr. MOORE of West Vir-
ginia):

H.J. Res. 22. A joint resolution dis-
approving of the rule submitted by the De-
partment of Homeland Security relating to
‘“Modernizing H-1B Requirements, Providing
Flexibility in the F-1 Program, and Program
Improvements Affecting Other Non-
immigrant Workers’’; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
SELF, and Mr. MOORE of West Vir-
ginia):

H.J. Res. 23. A joint resolution dis-
approving of the rule submitted by the De-
partment of Homeland Security relating to
“‘Increase of the Automatic Extension Period
of Employment Authorization and Docu-
mentation for Certain Employment Author-
ization Document Renewal Applicants’; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. BICE (for herself, Ms. TENNEY,
Mr. RuLLI, Mr. CLYDE, Mr. PERRY,
and Mr. PALMER):

H.J. Res. 24. 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 ‘‘Emergy Conservation Program:
Energy Conservation Standards for Walk-In
Coolers and Walk-In Freezers’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. BROWN (for herself, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. BERA, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. GOLD-
MAN of New York, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mrs. SYKES, Mr. MRVAN, Ms.
WILsON of Florida, Mr. AMO, Mr.
IVEY, Ms. MENG, Mr. LANDSMAN, Ms.
STEVENS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mrs. HAYES, Ms. BYNUM, Ms. MCCLEL-
LAN, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. PANETTA, Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr. MULLIN, Mrs.
MCIVER, Mrs. FLETCHER, Mrs.
MCBATH, Mr. POCAN, Ms. SCANLON,
Mr. FROST, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. BISHOP, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms.
PLASKETT, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. TUR-
NER of Texas, Mr. KENNEDY of New
York, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Mr. TORRES of New York,
Ms. SEWELL, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. FIELDS, Mr.
MrUME, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms.
STRICKLAND, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, Mr. HERNANDEZ, and Ms.
JACOBS):

H. Res. 48. A resolution honoring Reverend
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., by celebrating
diversity, promoting tolerance, and con-
demning hate; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mrs. CAMMACK (for herself, Mr.
HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr. BosT, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Ms. HAGEMAN, Mr.
BABIN, Mr. MILLER of Ohio, Mr. COL-
LINS, Mrs. LUNA, Ms. LEE of Florida,
Mr. VAN ORDEN, Mr. LANGWORTHY,
and Mrs. BICE):

H. Res. 49. A resolution prohibiting Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives from
bringing or displaying a flag of a foreign na-
tion on the floor of the House, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Rules.
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By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
SELF, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. FALLON,
Mr. NEHLS, Mr. MORAN, Mr. BABIN,
Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas, Mr. CREN-
SHAW, Mr. GOODEN, Ms. DE LA CRUZ,
Mr. LUTTRELL, Mr. JACKSON of Texas,
Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas, and Mr.
McCAUL):

H. Res. 50. A resolution recognizing that
article I, section 10 of the United States Con-
stitution explicitly reserves to the States
the sovereign power to repel an invasion and
defend their citizenry from the over-
whelming and ‘“‘imminent danger’” posed by
paramilitary, narco-terrorist cartels, terror-
ists and criminal actors who seized control
of our southern border; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE (for herself,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. KELLY of
Illinois, Mrs. SYKES, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia,
Ms. MCCLELLAN, Ms. ADAMS, Mr.
BISHOP, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. CARSON,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. FROST,
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, and Ms.
TLAIB):

H. Res. 51. A resolution honoring Zeta Phi
Beta Sorority, Inc., on reaching the historic
milestone of 105 years of scholarship, service,
sisterhood, and finer womanhood; to the
Committee on Education and Workforce.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-
self, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. NORTON, Mrs.
MCIVER, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. TiTUS, Mr.
EVANS of Pennsylvania, Ms. SEWELL,
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI,
Mr. DOGGETT, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. SWALWELL, and Mr.
CARSON):

H. Res. 52. A resolution recognizing and
honoring the work of community organiza-
tions and individuals who create and main-
tain services and educational programs for
marginalized groups ensuring the resilience
and prosperity of members of the LGBTQIA+
community; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. RUTHERFORD:

H.R. 470.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. WESTERMAN:

H.R. 471.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I of the U.S. Constitution

By Mr. BOST:

H.R. 472.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution, which states ‘‘[tJhe Congress
shall have power to lay and collect taxes, du-
ties, imposts and excises, to pay the debts
and provide for the common defense and gen-
eral welfare of the United States; but all du-
ties, imposts and excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States.”
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By Mr. COMER:

H.R. 473.

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 ‘‘is nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the . . . Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.”

By Mr. ROUZER:

H.R. 474.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII

By Mr. MEEKS:

H.R. 475.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. MEEKS:

H.R. 476.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. FONG:

H.R. 477.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 478.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. BRECHEEN:

H.R. 479.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 480.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 and Amendment XVI

By Ms. BROWNLEY:

H.R. 481.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Amendment XVI

By Mr. BUCHANAN:

H.R. 482.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8

By Mr. BUCHANAN:

H.R. 483.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 484.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 485.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

By Mr. CARSON:

H.R. 486.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution.

By Mr. CASE:

H.R. 487.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution

By Mr. CISCOMANT:

H.R. 488.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CLOUD:

H.R. 489.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 490.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

article 1, section 8

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 491.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 492.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 493.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 494.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CRANE:

H.R. 495.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18:

The Congress shall have Power ... To
make all Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going 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. CRANE:

H.R. 496.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Section 8 of Article I of the Con-
stitution, Congress has the power to regulate
commerce among the states, in addition to
commerce involving foreign nations and Na-
tive American tribes.

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 497.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. CRENSHAW:

H.R. 498.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. CROCKETT:

H.R. 499.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mrs. DINGELL:

H.R. 500.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. EDWARDS:

H.R. 501.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

‘“‘Regulate commerce with foreign nations,
and among the several states, and with the
Indian tribes.”

By Mr. FINSTAD:

H.R. 502.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
By Ms. FOXX:

H.R. 503.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the
power to make all laws necessary and proper
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress).

By Mr. GIMENEZ:

H.R. 504.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution stating that Congress has the au-
thority to “make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
the foregoing powers, and all other powers
vested by the Constitution”.

By Mr. GOLDEN of Maine:

H.R. 505.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8.

By Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas:

H.R. 506.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas:

H.R. 507.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 508.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. GREEN of Tennessee:

H.R. 509.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One, Section Eight

By Ms. HAGEMAN:

H.R. 510.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mr. HARRIGAN:

H.R. 511.

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. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 512.

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. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 513.

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 Mrs. HINSON:

H.R. 514.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Ms. JACOBS:

H.R. 515.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 516.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. KUSTOFF:

H.R. 517.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, the Necessary
and Proper Clause. Congress shall have
power to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing powers and all Powers
vested by this Constitution in the Govern-
ment of the United States, or in any Depart-
ment of Officer thereof.

By Mr. LALOTA:

H.R. 518.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the US Constitution

By Mr. LANGWORTHY:

H.R. 519.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the US
Constitution

By Mr. LUTTRELL:

H.R. 520.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8. To make 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 officer thereof.

By Ms. MALOY:

H.R. 521.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. MANN:

H.R. 522.

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. MILLER of Ohio:

H.R. 523.

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 of the
U.S. Constitution.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR:

H.R. 524.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8: ‘“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; but all Duties,
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States;”

By Mr. OGLES:

H.R. 525.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. OGLES:

H.R. 526.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. PETTERSEN:

H.R. 527.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section of Article 1

By Ms. PETTERSEN:

H.R. 528.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section of Article 1

By Mr. PFLUGER:

H.R. 529.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. PFLUGER:

H.R. 530.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 531.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. RASKIN:

H.R. 532.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. ROSE:

H.R. 533.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 3

By Mr. ROUZER:

H.R. 534.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Ms. SCANLON:

H.R. 535.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution

By Ms. SCHOLTEN:

H.R. 536.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises Article
I, Section 8, clause 1 (Taxing and Spending
Clause)

By Ms. SHERRILL:

H.R. 537.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
Constitution of the United States of America

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska:

H.R. 538.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 539.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Mrs. TORRES of California:

H.R. 540.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

According to Article 1. Section 8: Clause
18: of the United States Constitution, seen
below, this bill falls within the Constitu-
tional Authority of the United States Con-
gress.

Article 1: 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

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 541.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 542.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8
By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 543.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 544.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 545.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 546.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. VAN DREW:

H.R. 547.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. VAN DUYNE:

H.R. 548.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. VAN DUYNE:

H.R. 549.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Ms. WATERS:

H.R. 550.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 3 provides Con-
gress with the power to ‘‘regulate commerce
with foreign nations, and among the several
states, and with the Indian tribes.”

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas:

H.R. 551.

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 Mr. WITTMAN:

H.R. 552.

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. WITTMAN:

H.R. 553.

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. WITTMAN:

H.R. 554.

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. WITTMAN:

H.R. 555.

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. WITTMAN:

H.R. 556.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. ARRINGTON:

H.J. Res. 21.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. ARRINGTON:

H.J. Res. 22.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8
By Mr. ARRINGTON:
H.J. Res. 23.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8
By Mrs. BICE:
H.J. Res. 24.
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. HUIZENGA and Mrs. HINSON.

H.R. 27: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. MURPHY.

H.R. 38: Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 141: Mr. GARAMENDI.

H.R. 151: Mr. ESTES, Mr. STUTZMAN, and
Mr. MESSMER.
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H.R. 186: Mr. HUNT and Mr. CARBAJAL.

H.R. 221: Mr. ALFORD, Mr. MCGUIRE, and
Mrs. SPARTZ.

H.R. 237: Mr. STANTON.

H.R. 250: Ms. MCBRIDE, Ms. SCANLON, and
Mr. HILL of Arkansas.

H.R. 260: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. MCCORMICK, Mr.
LAWLER, and Mr. SELF.

H.R. 271: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland and Mr.
TIMMONS.

H.R. 272: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland and Mr.
TIMMONS.

H.R. 273: Ms. PEREZ and Mr. BAUMGARTNER.

H.R. 307: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 322: Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 332: Mr. FEENSTRA, Mr. BAIRD, and Ms.
TENNEY.

H.R. 335: Mrs. SPARTZ, Mr. LAMALFA, and
Mr. KNOTT.

H.R. 383: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 397: Mr. GOLDMAN of New York, Mr.
TONKO, and Ms. MENG.

H.R. 404: Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr. ISsA, and
Mr. OBERNOLTE.
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H.R. 406: Mr. CISCOMANI.

H.R. 425: Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. HARSHBARGER,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. SCHMIDT, and
Mr. COLE.

H.R. 429: Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.
MOSKOWITZ, and Mr. DAVIS of North Caro-
lina.

H.R. 452: Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H.R. 469: Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr. TORRES of
New York, Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina, Mr.
CLEAVER, and Mrs. MCCLAIN.

H.J. Res. 12: Ms. LEE of Florida and Mr.
HERN of Oklahoma.

H.J. Res. 17: Mr. ScoTT Franklin of Flor-
ida.

H. Res. 16: Mr. GOLDMAN of New York.

H. Res. 23: Mr. PETERS, Mr. MACKENZIE, Ms.
TLAIB, Mr. CROW, Ms. MENG, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr.
LyNcH, and Ms. LOFGREN.

H. Res. 36: Mr. SCOTT FRANKLIN 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.

Almighty God, unto whom all hearts
are open, all desires known, and from
whom no secrets are hidden, abide with
our lawmakers. Teach them to speak
the right words at the right time.
Make their speech like precious gold
set in silver. May they seek to per-
suade with patient and gentle words.
Lord, give them the wisdom to be
friends of that which is eternal and
abiding. Teach them reverence for the
transcendent as You induce them to as-
cribe all good things to You.

We pray in Your precious 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.
HAWLEY). Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

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 bill (S. 5) to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody

Senate

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 Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
to speak in morning business for 2 or 3
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

NATIONAL PHARMACISTS DAY

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, on
Sunday, January 12, it was National
Pharmacists Day. I think it is quite ap-
propriate that we pay attention and
give reward to the work that phar-
macists do.

I would like to extend a warm thank-
you to Iowa pharmacists for their dedi-
cation and for their service.

While we commonly know a phar-
macist as someone who fills our pre-
scription needs and educates us about
medications, a pharmacist is typically
the most accessible healthcare pro-
vider, and that is especially true for
rural America. Do you know what?
Nearly 90 percent of the U.S. popu-
lation lives within 5 miles of a phar-
macy.

For several Congresses, I have been
leading a bipartisan effort that is
called the Pharmacy and Medically Un-
derserved Areas Enhancement Act.
This bill encourages pharmacists—only
where they are licensed and trained to
do this—to offer healthcare services
under Medicare, such as health and
wellness screenings, immunizations,
and diabetes management. This is nec-
essary because, for many seniors in
rural areas, it is simply easier to get to
a pharmacist than it is to get to their
nearest doctor.

I also know that it is vital to protect
rural pharmacists from greedy phar-
macy benefit managers who have

placed unfair pressures on pharmacies
in recent years. In fact, I hear from a
lot of Iowa pharmacists that if we
don’t do something about pharmacy
benefit managers, we are going to con-
tinue to lose pharmacies in the small
communities of rural America and par-
ticularly Iowa.

So, since 2018, I and about 65 or 70 of
my colleagues have been trying to hold
PBMs accountable and do that through
legislation—about three different
pieces of legislation—so that we can
lower prescription drug prices and, in
turn, Kkeep our rural pharmacies in
business. We want to do this through
transparency because nobody Kknows
what PBMs do. It is an opaque oper-
ation; yet they make up our
formularies. Do they help big pharma-
ceutical companies or do they help the
consumer? We don’t know, and we need
to do that. So I hope this Congress will
move on some legislation to make
what PBMs do transparent because
with transparency comes account-
ability.

I am going to keep fighting for our
pharmacists and our consumers.

I yield the floor.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

——————

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 6

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I under-
stand that there is a bill at the desk
that is due for a second reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (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. In order to place the bill
on the calendar under the provisions of
rule XIV, I would object to further pro-
ceeding.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection having been heard, the bill will
be placed on the calendar.

——

LAKEN RILEY ACT

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, the Cabi-
net confirmation process is well under-
way here in the U.S. Senate. Confirma-
tion hearings began this week with De-
fense Secretary nominee Pete Hegseth
in the Armed Services Committee on
Tuesday. Yesterday, we had six con-
firmation hearings—the most con-
firmation hearings, I might add, in a
single day since 2001—and we have
more happening today and tomorrow.
By the time President Trump takes the
oath of office on Monday, the Senate
will have held hearings for 12 of his
nominees, and there are plenty more to
come.

Once the committees complete their
work, the process will move to the
floor, and we will move as quickly as
possible on those votes. I hope Demo-
crats will provide a level of coopera-
tion that will allow us to quickly fill
these positions so these nominees can
begin their work for the American peo-
ple.

One of the nominees being considered
this week is a familiar face to us in the
Senate. Yesterday, our longtime col-
league Senator RUBIO found himself on
the other side of the dais in the For-
eign Relations Committee for his hear-
ing to be Secretary of State. Members
of that committee are well acquainted
with Senator RUBIO’s expertise in for-
eign policy. He has been a leading voice
on these issues here in the Senate and
on the Foreign Relations Committee
since he arrived here in 2011, and yes-
terday, his expertise was on full dis-
play. Whether he was discussing China,
the Middle East, Russia, our alliances,
or anything else, our colleague dem-
onstrated his command of inter-
national affairs.

MARCO also clearly laid out the phi-
losophy he will bring to the job. He
spoke about peace through strength,
restoring American leadership, and ad-
vancing America’s interests.

Our colleague is ready to step into
the leadership void that the Biden ad-
ministration has too often left on the
world stage. In too many instances, the
Biden administration has chosen to ap-
pease our enemies rather than dem-
onstrate strength.

As yesterday made clear, we can ex-
pect Senator RUBIO to bring a moral
clarity to foreign policy that has been
sorely lacking in the last 4 years. That
is important—moral clarity—and it has
never been a challenge for MARCO
RUBIO.

Take our relationship with China.
The senior Senator from Florida has
been a leading voice on the Chinese
Communist Party’s malign intentions
and their implications for the United
States. He has been clear-eyed about
what the United States ought to do to
outcompete China in this century, and
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he has been outspoken in calling atten-
tion to China’s human rights abuses.
He was a leading voice on China’s re-
pression of its own people in Xinjiang,
and he led the charge on the Uyghur
Forced Labor Prevention Act in the
U.S. Senate. And he didn’t stop once it
became law; he made sure the legisla-
tion was being implemented properly.
He called out companies suspected of
using forced labor, and he advocated
for the Biden administration to do a
better job of vetting imports.

All of us here in the Senate know of
MARCO’s unwavering commitment to
freedom. He has been a strong sup-
porter of freedom fighters in Hong
Kong, and he has been outspoken in his
support for Taiwan as the Chinese
Communist Party has grown more ag-
gressive.

He is also a fierce defender of democ-
racy and human rights in Latin Amer-
ica. His family watched their native
Cuba deteriorate under a communist
dictatorship, and it was conversations
with his grandfather about Cuba’s
plight that drew Senator RUBIO into
public service. So it is no surprise he is
one of the strongest defenders of the
rights of the Cuban people.

He is also a strong voice for democ-
racy and justice in Venezuela. MARCO
has been outspoken in his criticism of
the Biden administration’s appease-
ment of the Maduro regime, and he was
a clear voice in defense of democracy
as the country suffered through
Maduro’s corrupt election last year.

As we heard in his testimony yester-
day, our colleague is focused on ad-
vancing America’s interests. As he
said, ‘“‘Every dollar we spend, every
program we fund, and every policy we
pursue must be justified by the answer
to three simple questions: Does it
make America safer? Does it make
America stronger or does it make
America more prosperous?”’ I think
that is what the American people
should expect from a Secretary of
State and from their government, and
anybody who watched his hearing yes-
terday knows that is what we are going
to get from MARCO RUBIO as Secretary
of State.

I will have more to say about MARCO
and other nominees for the Trump ad-
ministration as they move through the
process here in the U.S. Senate, and I
look forward to hearing from each of
the President’s nominees in the near
future.

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. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The Democratic leader is recognized.

PRESIDENT BIDEN’S FAREWELL ADDRESS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, last

night, President Biden delivered his
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farewell address, reflecting on his 4
years in office, which will be remem-
bered as one of the most productive pe-
riods in modern American history.
Working alongside President Biden for
the American people was the honor of a
lifetime.

When President Biden took office,
America was in crisis. The pandemic
was surging. The economy was reeling.
Our democracy was under assault. But
President Biden, with good help from
Senate Democrats, got right to work,
and together, I am proud that we
achieved one of the most ambitious
legislative agendas in decades.

Working with President Biden, we
created nearly 17 million new jobs, the
most in a single term. We passed his-
toric legislation, 1like Chips and
Science—that was a baby that I nur-
tured—the bipartisan infrastructure
law, and the Inflation Reduction Act.
We lowered the cost of prescription
drugs for tens of millions of Americans.
We passed the first gun safety law in 30
years. We enshrined marriage equality
into law. We confirmed 235 well-quali-
fied and historic judges to lifetime ap-
pointments—more judges than any ma-
jority has confirmed in decades—and so
much more.

President Biden also left America
with a somber warning in his address—
one that every American should listen
to. He cautioned that ‘‘an oligarchy is
taking shape in America of extreme
wealth, power, and influence’’ that will
threaten all the progress our country
has made in the last 4 years.

President Biden is right. An oligar-
chy is beginning to take shape in
America, and you can see it by looking
at the incoming Trump administration.

Donald Trump has not even taken of-
fice yet, but many of his top advisers
and Cabinet picks are extremely
wealthy people with deep ties to cor-
porate special interests. Many of these
Cabinet picks seem to see the world
through the eyes of a very rich and
privileged individual—a very limited
vision indeed. And the agenda they are
pushing—tax cuts for the ultrawealthy
and draconian cuts to the working
class—is narrow and only furthers in-
equality in America.

Donald Trump’s agenda would pre-
cisely benefit the oligarchy class that
President Biden is warning about. The
progress we have made under President
Biden’s leadership—lower taxes for
families, more affordable healthcare,
investments in infrastructure and en-
ergy—should not be undone only to as-
suage the desires of a limited few.

We Democrats will continue the leg-
acy that President Biden created, con-
tinue fighting for working families,
and make sure that everyone in Amer-
ica—not just the uberwealthy—has a
fair shot.

TIKTOK

Mr. President, now on TikTok, the
170 million Americans who use TikTok
are rightfully asking the same ques-
tion: What will happen to the app after
the ban enters into effect next week?
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Today, I want to say a few words
about protecting TikTok’s future while
also protecting America’s national se-
curity at the same time.

We aren’t against TikTok. We want
TikTok to Kkeep going. But we are
against a Chinese company that is in
cahoots with the Chinese Communist
Party owning TikTok. Unfortunately,
TikTok, as it exists today, has too
many security risks that cannot be ig-
nored. The law passed last year was in-
tended to sever TikTok from the influ-
ence of the CCP while keeping the app
available for Americans.

It is clear that more time is needed
to find an American buyer and not dis-
rupt the lives and livelihoods of mil-
lions of Americans, of so many
influencers who have built up a good
network of followers. That is why, last
night, Senate Democrats tried to pass
a bill that would extend the deadline to
give everyone more time to come up
with a workable solution, but Senate
Republicans blocked our bill, which is
stunning because time is running
short.

We will continue to work to find a re-
sponsible solution to keeping TikTok
going, protect American livelihoods,
and protect against Chinese Com-
munist Party surveillance. We must
and can do all three. I have made my
views clear to the current administra-
tion, and I will work with the Trump
administration and with both parties
to keep TikTok alive while protecting
our national security.

We can all agree that we must pro-
tect Americans’ privacy from the pry-
ing eyes of the Chinese Communist
Party, but we also should agree it must
be done in the right way, without risk-
ing content creators’ livelihoods by
rushing this process in a premature
way. TikTok should survive but under
new ownership.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. President, on nominations, this
week, the American people have gotten
their first real look at what is in store
for them under a second Trump admin-
istration, and it is very bad news for
the working and middle class. Senate
Republicans, of course, are in the ma-
jority. They control, to a large extent,
the final outcome of each nominee in
this Chamber if they stick together.
And Donald Trump’s hold on Senate
Republicans, as we have seen through-
out the nominations process, is very,
very strong.

Even so, there are two reasons why
holding these hearings is extremely
important regardless of outcome. First,
they create a contrast between the par-
ties. People will see what we stand for
and what our Republican colleagues
stand for as they support Trump’s
nominees. And second, the hearings
create a record to hold these nominees
accountable should they fail on the job
down the line—which, unfortunately, 1
think many will, given their meager
qualifications.

The contrast between whom Demo-
crats will fight for and whom Repub-
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licans will fight for is becoming ex-
ceedingly obvious, thanks to these
hearings. On the Democratic side, we
want answers to the things Americans
are worried most about: What does
Donald Trump’s agenda mean for jobs,
for inflation? What are Trump’s tariffs
going to do to people’s bottom lines?
Will it send prices shooting up?

And people are going to ask: Are my
prescription drugs going to get more
expensive? They are going to ask: Will
our broken tax system become even
more unfair under President Trump in
a way that rigs the system for the
ultrawealthy? These are the questions
Americans care about. These are the
things Democrats want answers to
from President Trump’s nominees. And
in many cases, the answers are very,
very troubling.

Second, even if these nominees are
confirmed in the end, given that Don-
ald Trump’s hold on Senate Repub-
licans is so absolute, the American peo-
ple deserve to have a record they can
reference down the line.

Candidly, many of President Trump’s
nominees are not fit for the job. Look
at Pete Hegseth. Confirming some of
these people would be a reckless roll of
the dice for our country, but Repub-
licans, under pressure from President-
elect Trump, seem willing to press
ahead nonetheless.

Should the time come that some of
these nominees fail on the job, the
hearings we are holding right now will
come back to haunt our Republican
colleagues because the warnings will
have been there from the start. By ask-
ing tough questions, by getting nomi-
nees on the record, by establishing that
many of these individuals are unfit,
these hearings will have been the ca-
nary in the coal mine that warns ev-
eryone that some of these nominees are
too great a risk.

So Democrats will continue to up-
hold our responsibility to scrutinize
each nominee on the issues Americans
care about. We will continue asking
the tough questions because working
people deserve to know whose side Don-
ald Trump is truly on. Is it working
people, like Donald Trump claims, or is
it corporate special interests like his
nominations all too often suggest?

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. McCONNELL. 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 Kentucky.

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, ear-
lier this week, President Biden went to
the State Department and offered a
final assessment of his record on for-
eign policy. He insisted that his leader-
ship had ‘“‘increased America’s power in
every dimension,”” that we were
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stronger in the
. than

‘“‘stronger at home,
world, and . . . more capable . .
we have been in a long time.”

I suspect the only people who buy
that assessment were right there in the
room with the President. No doubt,
those watching from further afield
found those remarks unconvincing.
What most of us saw was a final rear-
guard action to cover for an adminis-
tration that has been in retreat for 4
straight years.

The President’s tough talk about
Putin is undone by his chronic and
well-documented fear of escalation—
the hesitation and half measures that
kept critical tools out of Ukrainian
hands when they could have made a
difference. Even his most senior aides
inadvertently acknowledged the truth.
In a legacy-shopping column in the
New York Times, Secretary Blinken
and Secretary Austin say it was
“steadfast American leadership’ that
rallied the world to ‘‘help Ukraine sur-
vive the Kremlin’s imperial on-
slaught.”

To help Ukraine survive. Not to help
defeat aggression, not to help restore
sovereignty, not to help degrade the
power of a major adversary—just to let
Ukraine’s resistance languish on the
slow drip of critical capabilities mov-
ing far slower than the speed of rel-
evance.

Or take this administration’s ap-
proach to the Middle East. On Monday,
the President was optimistic about the
prospects of defeating Iran’s terror
proxies and restoring credible deter-
rence under which Israel and its neigh-
bors could live in peace. But absent en-
tirely was any recognition that it was
Israel, not the United States, that has
created this geopolitical opportunity.

And no recognition that Israel has
done so in spite of the administration’s
best efforts to restrain a sovereign
ally’s self-defense. In the 468 days since
the horrors of October 7, the Presi-
dent’s public scolding of a close ally
under attack and refusal to check the
growing anti-Israel streak poisoning
his party have exposed his ironclad
commitment to Israel as something of
a hollow gesture.

This, after a disastrous withdrawal
from Afghanistan had given allies and
partners enough reason to doubt the
strength of America’s word—and his
administration’s competence.

And behind President Biden’s bluster
about ‘“winning the worldwide competi-
tion”” with China is a record of paltry
investment in the hard power America
needs to meet aggression and to reas-
sure our allies.

For 4 straight years, he submitted
defense budget requests that failed to
even keep pace with inflation, let alone
the pacing threat of the PRC.

While America’s primary long-term
strategic competitor extended its lead
in developing and producing lethal ca-
pabilities, the Biden administration fo-
cused on climate diplomacy. And its
signature climate protectionism picked
avoidable trade fights with allies and
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partners we will need to deter or defeat
Chinese aggression.

In light of the PRC’s headway and
closer alignment with other adver-
saries, America’s warfighters are no
better equipped today to deter and de-
feat aggression than we were 4 years
ago and no more certain that the insti-
tutions designed to support them actu-
ally have their backs.

And from Europe to the Middle East
to the Taiwan Strait, the forces that
wish harm to America, to our people,
to our values, to our interests, and to
our allies have seized an opportunity.

On Monday, President Biden’s foreign
policy will end, and a new Commander
in Chief will have to contend with his
staggering failures. A new administra-
tion will have to clean up the mess
their predecessors made of American
power and American credibility.

It is no secret that the incoming na-
tional security team will take a dis-
tinctly different approach. The Presi-
dent-elect has expressed repeatedly his
intention to reorient American na-
tional security decision making around
a simple guiding principle: peace
through strength. And he would be
right to do so.

His administration’s work must
begin with restoring American hard
power and bolstering our deterrent.
The world they will inherit is more
dangerous and more hostile to U.S. se-
curity interests than the one he left to
President Biden 4 years ago.

The free world is less likely to trust
our commitments, and the authoritar-
ians convening against us are more
likely to scoff at our threats. Russia,
Iran, North Korea, and the PRC are
finding more and more that the desire
to weaken the United States and un-
dermine the order we lead is a shared
objective and one toward which they
are now working together in coordina-
tion to weaken the United States.

As I have counseled the President-
elect already, we cannot afford to dis-
count this coordination. No matter
how loudly others press him to em-
brace retreat and retrenchment, Amer-
ica cannot address grave threats to our
interests a la carte. And as I have said
repeatedly, there is no language these
adversaries understand more clearly
than strength.

There is no surer way to restore
meaningful deterrence against them
than by investing in our capacity and
proving our willingness to impose dev-
astating costs.

It is common to refer to today’s chal-
lenges as the gravest America has
faced since World War II, but we cer-
tainly don’t invest like we believe that
is the case.

So here is a good way of looking at
it: Beating the axis in World War II
meant spending 37 percent of our GDP
on defense; in the Korean War, it took
nearly 14 percent; the height of Viet-
nam, 9 percent; the Reagan buildup at
6 percent. Today we are spending 3 per-
cent of GDP on the arsenal of democ-
racy.
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Peace through strength must be
more than a pithy phrase—vaguely
tough-sounding but functionally be-
nign. It must instead stand for a clear
and measurable commitment to rebuild
the arsenal of democracy and the most
lethal fighting forces in the world.

As chairman of the Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee, I take the
President-elect’s commitments very
seriously, and I know he knows that
deterring a war is cheaper than fight-
ing one. And I stand ready to work
closely with this administration in the
current urgent work ahead, rebuilding
the capabilities and capacity we need
in order to credibly pursue peace
through strength.

That work, of course, begins with as-
sembling an experienced and well-
qualified team. The incoming adminis-
tration is right to expect swift consid-
eration of Cabinet nominations and
broad deference on the confirmation of
nominees whose credentials and
records prove them worthy of the high-
est public trust and whose policy views
align with the administration’s goal.

Nominees whose professional experi-
ence is commensurate with the respon-
sibilities of the office and who have
demonstrated in detail their command
of relevant policy will certainly have
my vote. I intend to support a large
slate of nominees who satisfy these
conditions. In particular, I will vote to
confirm nominees to senior national
security roles whose record and experi-
ence will make them immediate assets,
not liabilities, in the pursuit of peace
through strength.

Our chance to turn the page on the
damage of the Biden administration’s

record simply cannot come soon
enough.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

HAGERTY). The majority whip.
CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today having been in
a number of hearings involving Presi-
dent Trump’s nominees overseeing
American energy dominance. I tell you,
President Trump’s energy nominees
show that this administration that is
coming in, the Trump-Vance adminis-
tration, is serious about unleashing af-
fordable, available, reliable American
energy.

Doug Burgum is President Trump’s
nominee to be Secretary of the Depart-
ment of the Interior. He is still testi-
fying right now in the Energy Com-
mittee. He is the son of North Dakota,
and his roots run deep in the West.

Chris Wright, who had his hearing
yesterday, is President Trump’s nomi-
nee to be the Secretary of Energy. His
data-driven leadership and creativity
laid the foundation for the fracking
boom that we experienced in this Na-
tion that has fueled American energy
independence.

And Lee Zeldin, whom I had the
privilege of introducing earlier this
morning at the EPW Committee, well,
he is a nominee to be the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
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Agency. He is a lawyer; he is a veteran;
and he is a former star Member of the
House of Representatives. He is going
to cut redtape. He is going to balance
environmental stewardship with sen-
sible energy production.

All three of these nominees are excel-
lent choices to carry out President
Trump’s ‘all of the above’ energy
strategy. They all have my vote.

Like most Americans, President
Trump and his nominees understand
that energy policy is the foundation of
our Nation’s future and our success. It
is linked directly to the prices that we
pay, to the technology that we create,
and to the world in which we live.

Unleashing American energy means
lower prices, means more innovation at
home, and it means more safety and se-
curity for our citizens.

Well, we have seen it before. Afford-
able, reliable energy was the rocket
fuel for American security and pros-
perity, and we saw it during the first
Trump administration. But over the
last 4 years, Democrats restricted and
regulated and tried to reduce American
energy production, instead of
unlocking its full potential. Their
America-last energy strategy policies
led to painfully high prices and a more
vulnerable nation. I think energy was
on the ballot this year, and energy
won.

Fortunately, President Trump is
placing a premium on energy produc-
tion. He is already laying the ground-
work to take the handcuffs off of
American energy production. On day
one, I expect the President is going to
sign a blizzard of Executive orders to
bring back American energy domi-
nance. First day priorities include end-
ing the Democrats’ electric vehicle
mandate, more drilling on Federal
lands, and resuming exports of U.S. lig-
uefied natural gas.

This is certainly good news for my
home State of Wyoming. Wyoming is
America’s energy breadbasket. Oil and
gas is our bread and butter. We have
world-class reserves of coal. We have
world-class wind. We have benefited
from American energy dominance, and
our Wyoming tough energy workers
made it all possible. Wyoming energy
workers now stand ready to unleash
American energy once again.

I hear my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle preach doom and
gloom about energy independence. The
Democrat leader here on the floor said
yesterday Chris Wright, who is the
President’s nominee for the Secretary
of Energy—he called this nominee an
energy extremist. Why? Because Chris
Wright believes ‘‘0il and gas make the
world go round.”” Well, it does.

This is the depth of the Democrats’
climate delusion. Oil and gas drive our
economy, produce great jobs, and
produce our prosperity. And because of
American oil and gas, we do it cleaner;
we do it safer; and we do it more reli-
ably than anyplace else on planet
Earth.

The facts could not be clearer. Since
2005, America has been responsible for
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66 percent of emission reduction among
developed countries. We do it better
than anyone else in the world. We have
reduced more emissions than the next
six countries combined.

There is a reason why, and it is not
because Joe Biden bribed Americans to
buy solar panels or buy electric cars.
No, it is American energy production,
American energy dominance. It is be-
cause we unleashed affordable, avail-
able, reliable American energy. For the
record, we can thank Chris Wright and
the fracking boom for unleashing a lot
of that energy.

In 2019, America became energy inde-
pendent for the first time in 50 years.
Why? How did it happen? President
Trump did it. With Doug Burgum,
Chris Wright, and Lee Zeldin on Amer-
ica’s team, we are going to do it again.

(The remarks of Mr. BARRASSO per-
taining to the submission of S. 140 are
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.””)

Mr. BARRASSO. I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant executive clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, it is 4
days until President Trump will be in-
augurated for the second time as Presi-
dent of the United States. That means
we only have 4 more days of President
Biden’s absentee leadership, but he
seems to be making the most of his
final days as he goes out the door, and
he certainly isn’t letting it kick him
on the way out.

I think the most egregious example
of the abuse of power, really, that
President Biden is engaged in, now
that the election is over and he doesn’t
have to stand for a vote among the
American people—so he pretty much
has given them a thumb in the eye.
Perhaps one of the most egregious ex-
amples of this was his pardon of his son
Hunter on December 1 of last year.

Despite numerous efforts by the FBI
and DOJ to protect Hunter Biden from
accountability for his crimes, Presi-
dent Biden decided to attack his own
Department of Justice and say his son
was selectively and unfairly pros-
ecuted. Well, it is hard to imagine
someone thinking they were unfairly
targeted when the entire government
Agencies did everything they could to
protect him from coming to justice.

And thanks to a diligent and careful
judge who was able to expose a sweet-
heart deal that would have exonerated
Hunter Biden previously, he was con-
victed of illegally possessing a firearm,
and he stood charged with massive tax
fraud.

President Biden said time and time
again: I promise I am not going to par-
don him. And then he turned around,
and he did.
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But he didn’t stop there. He used his
last days in office to go on a little par-
don spree, granting clemency to 39 in-
dividuals, as well as commuting the
sentences of convicted murderers on

death row.
These people were convicted of
crimes ranging from conspiracy to

commit wire fraud in a mortgage fraud
scheme to stealing government prop-
erty, to signing false documents, bank
theft, participating in income tax
fraud, and the misuse of a Social Secu-
rity number.

But the truth is, these are not
victimless crimes, and they are not the
sort of occurrences we want to see hap-
pening more frequently. There is a rea-
son why our criminal justice system
provides for accountability and punish-
ment in appropriate circumstances.
That is to set an example for others
not to go down that path and to have
some measure of accountability, which
is an important part of justice.

These criminals were not the only
people that got a last-minute gift from
President Biden. On January 4, Presi-
dent Biden announced a list of 19—19—
new recipients of the Presidential
Medal of Freedom. This included
George Soros and others.

George Soros, of course, is a billion-
aire philanthropist who has doled out
billions of dollars for leftwing political
causes, from ‘‘defund the police’ move-
ments to anti-Israel organizations, to
those who promote open borders, such
as we have experienced, tragically,
over the last four years.

Of course, these are the same policies
that have caused so much suffering and
frustration among the American peo-
ple, which they voted on. I believe it
was a referendum on November 5. The
people voted to change the direction
the country was headed in because
most Americans, according to public
opinion polling, felt like America was
on the wrong path and needed a change
of course.

And now a key architect of those
failed policies was awarded the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom. Talk about
devaluing an award that is supposed to
be given for extraordinary service to
the country.

Of course, I support the rights of in-
dividuals to be generous with their
wealth. America is one of the most
generous countries in the world, and I
think it is something we should be
proud of.

I imagine how our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle might act if Re-
publicans honored a prominent con-
servative philanthropist. Do you think
the media or our Democratic col-
leagues would applaud it in the same
way? No chance. Conservative philan-
thropists have been not only not given
Medals of Freedom, they have been
subjected to endless scrutiny, including
politically motivated subpoenas from
our Democratic colleagues on the Judi-
ciary Committee, just this last year.
But now, Democrats are rewarding
their own with the Presidential Medal
of Freedom.
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It is like the hearing we had this
morning on the Finance Committee.
Scott Bessent, the next Secretary of
the Treasury, was there. We had to lis-
ten to the ranking member go on a dia-
tribe about why it is so important that
American taxpayers be exposed to a
multitrillion-dollar tax increase. He
said this is about tax cuts for the
wealthy. But the fact of the matter is—
and the nominee pointed this out—that
the top 1 percent in the country pay
the vast majority of income taxes. But
the facts, apparently, are not all that
important to our Democratic col-
leagues.

President Biden wasn’t finished re-
warding his friends with grants of
clemency and Presidential honors be-
fore he left office. He also sent a part-
ing gift to one of his favorite bene-
ficiaries, which are radical climate ac-
tivists.

I don’t doubt that the climate is
changing. I don’t doubt humans have
an impact on it. But to say this is the
end-all and be-all of all of our policies,
to the detriment of our economy, job
creation, and so many other important
issues, just strikes me as misguided.

One of the consequences is that
Americans have been suffering under
high prices for energy under President
Biden’s Presidency. Electricity prices
have risen more than 30 percent. We
know that these high prices are the di-
rect result of President Biden’s poli-
cies, which put climate activists in the
front seat, while working families are
left behind.

But the President couldn’t help him-
self from doing more damage on the
way out the door. The day after Christ-
mas, President Biden’s Energy Depart-
ment finalized new climate regulations
that would functionally ban almost all
natural gas-powered water heaters.
Why would he do something like that?

An analysis from the American Gas
Association estimates that 40 percent
of customers will be directly impacted
by a rule with a net cost increase, since
they will be required to buy a new elec-
tric water heater. The AGA notes that
the households affected are largely low
income and senior citizens on a fixed
income, who are more likely to choose
a cost-effective water heater that will
now be banned under the rule.

Of course, if people want to buy a
more expensive water heater with their
own money, I have no objection to
that. I am all for the freedom to do so.
But to impose additional costs on sen-
iors who have fixed incomes and other
low-income families who are struggling
to get by under the high prices and the
40-year high inflation under the Biden
administration simply adds insult to
injury.

But President Biden didn’t stop
there. Two weeks ago, the Biden ad-
ministration gave the State of Cali-
fornia permission to enforce zero-emis-
sions rules for lawn mowers and leaf
blowers. This may sound like a small
thing, but it is emblematic of much
bigger things, and it adds up. This rule
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would prohibit the sale of new equip-
ment under 25 horsepower or 19 kilo-
watts that failed to achieve ‘‘zero emis-
sions.”

Is there no home appliance or device
that is safe from this radical agenda?
The Biden administration has targeted
gas-powered cars, gas stoves, water
heaters, and now they want to get after
our lawn mowers and leaf blowers.

As I have said before, I don’t have
any objection to anyone who wants to
improve their carbon footprint, if that
is important to them, by purchasing
new low-emissions lawn mowers. God
bless them if they want to do that. But
for working families to have to deal
with this mandate, who are just trying
to keep up with inflation, a new lawn
mower just might not be in their budg-
et.

Well, suffice it to say, the Biden ad-
ministration is working hard on the
way out the door and wreaking havoc
in the process.

Mr. President, Republicans are tak-
ing note. We know that, with President
Trump being sworn into office next
Monday, with new majorities in the
House and the Senate, things are going
to change. The American people voted
for change, and they are going to see a
change—a change away from these rad-
ical policies and special interest pieces
of legislation or regulation that hurt
the vast majority of Americans for the
benefit of an ideological agenda.

One of the tools we are going to be
using is something called the Congres-
sional Review Act. As the Presiding Of-
ficer knows, this is a powerful tool
which allows a vote of Congress and a
Presidential signature to essentially
veto an administrative Agency rule.
There is a timeframe. I believe it is 60
legislative days during which we can
look back and essentially impose a leg-
islative veto of that rule.

Using this mechanism, Congress can
review and rescind regulations that it
disapproves of, because, of course,
many of these regulations are promul-
gated by administrative Agencies that
never have to stand for election. They
never have to appeal to the voters.
They never have to explain themselves
to the voters. They just do what they
do, which is create more and more red-
tape and regulation.

So I am glad we are going to be able
to focus, soon after we confirm Presi-
dent Trump’s Cabinet, on Congres-
sional Review Act regulatory dis-
approvals. I plan on introducing a few
of these myself so we can reverse many
of the Biden administration’s mis-
guided regulations. I know other col-
leagues plan to do the same thing.

President Biden may have been busy
over the last few months, since the No-
vember 5 election, but we are gearing
up to be even busier, undoing much of
the mischief that he has wrought dur-
ing these last couple of months on his
way out the door.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois.
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Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to display a
framed item during my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

NOMINATION OF PETER B. HEGSETH

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, in
these serious times, we need a serious
candidate to lead our military. We
need someone with merit to lead our
meritocracy, someone with moral
strength to be in charge of protecting
our national strength.

For all these reasons and quite a few
more, I will not be voting to confirm
the extremely unqualified Pete
Hegseth as Secretary of Defense. Our
troops deserve better than a guy who
was seemingly only nominated because
he used to host Trump’s favorite TV
show on FOX News.

I have plenty to say about Mr.
Hegseth and the many, many ways in
which he would degrade our military
readiness. It is no secret I disagreed
with Trump on nearly everything dur-
ing his first term. Yet I still voted to
confirm both James Mattis and Mark
Esper when he nominated them for this
very role. The thing is, Hegseth has
never led thousands of people like
Mattis had. He never ran an entire
Army like Esper did. No, the only
thing Hegseth has ever run, he has run
it into the ground. The only major or-
ganizations he has ever led, he has led
into debt.

Pete Hegseth is unqualified, he is un-
prepared, he is unethical, and, most of
all, he is unfit. Mr. Hegseth may talk
about how having had dust on his boots
makes him worthy of becoming Sec-
retary of Defense. Well, as someone
who left her boots in a dusty field in
Iraq, let me tell you exactly why he is
unfit to lead our heroes.

Mr. Hegseth likes to say that our
military is a great meritocracy, and I
agree with that. So let’s go over his
supposed merits for this role.

The Secretary of Defense oversees
the Federal Government’s largest
Agency. They manage a $900 billion
budget, along with the 3 million serv-
icemembers and civilians who fall
under its umbrella.

During his time in uniform, Pete
Hegseth never commanded a unit with
more than 200 people. Meanwhile, on
the civilian side, both organizations
that he led went into debt. In fact, he
so badly mismanaged one of them that
they had to bring in a forensic account-
ant to clean up the mess that he had
made.

That is it. Those are his only sup-
posed qualifications to head up one of
the most complex, important organiza-
tions in the world.

Listen, there are plenty of Repub-
licans whose policies I may disagree
with but whom I would vote to confirm
because I know that they, too, have
spent their lives working to keep our
country strong and could demonstrate
why they are qualified for this role.
Mr. Hegseth is not one of those people.

Who knows why Donald Trump
picked this guy. Maybe Hegseth’s busi-
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ness failures make Trump feel better
about his own six bankruptcies. Maybe
it is because Hegseth spent years fawn-
ing over Trump on FOX News, and
Trump’s dream Cabinet is a bunch of
yes-men who know how to Kiss up to
him on TV—or maybe it is just that all
of ‘““Cadet Bone Spurs’”’ draft dodging
has left him with no clue as to what
kind of leader our military needs.

Look, at his confirmation hearing on
Tuesday, I gave Mr. Hegseth every op-
portunity to show me that I was wrong,
to prove that he could do this job, that
he does know the first thing—or any-
thing—about what it takes to take on
this massive responsibility of being the
Secretary of Defense. I asked him basic
questions that even the most junior
folks working in the Pentagon would
know, like naming one of the main
international agreements he would be
responsible for leading. He couldn’t
name one. I asked him to tell me just
a single country in the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations. Again, he
couldn’t give me one—and one of those
is our longest treaty ally for 190
years—not a single one of the 10.

This was shocking—yet not sur-
prising—from a man whose main form
of policy education has come from
reading the FOX News teleprompter.
This was pitiful—yet predictable—from
a guy who has said that we women do
not belong in combat, who has dared to
claim that the military is lowering its
standard so that we, the poor, fragile,
fairer sex—and, God forbid, us moms—
can serve. Well, the only standards
being lowered today are the ones for
Secretary of Defense. Our female serv-
icemembers have earned the jobs that
they are in, unlike Mr. Hegseth who
won’t even say whether he would refuse
an unlawful order.

I have next to me a framed copy of
the Soldier’s Creed—a poster that usu-
ally hangs over my desk here in the
Senate and has done so for the last 8
years. It is the same copy that hung
above my bed at the Walter Reed Army
Medical Center when I spent over a
year in the hospital recovering from
my shoot-down. It is the same poster
whose lines I read before I was wheeled
into each and every one of my sur-
geries. It is the same one whose words
were repeated over and over to myself
on the days when I was in so much pain
that I couldn’t breathe yet was deter-
mined to fight my way back to health
so I could serve again next to the bud-
dies who saved my life. These words
helped me find the strength I needed
when I needed it the most because they
reminded me of who I was and that I
was a proud member of the greatest
fighting force on the face of the Earth,
whose duty it was to live up to the sac-
rifices of my fellow soldiers.

I would like to quote a couple of lines
from the creed right now.

I will always place the mission first . . . I
am disciplined, physically and mentally
tough, trained and proficient in my warrior
tasks.

Our troops follow these words every
day as we ask them to do the hardest
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thing imaginable. We ask them to
leave their families, to potentially
never hold their spouses’ hands again,
to maybe never get to see their babies
take their first steps. We ask them to
do all of that and then walk into
enemy fire and be good enough, com-
petent enough, qualified enough that,
regardless of the threat they face, they
will still be able to do their jobs. We
ask them to be so ready for the mission
at hand that they can still fly that hel-
icopter, still man that ship, still fight
that fire until their very last breaths.

Tell me: How can we ask these war-
riors to train and perform to the abso-
lute highest standard if we are going to
confirm a guy who doesn’t seem to care
enough to prepare to lead them in any
way?

Listen, these are dangerous times on
the geopolitical stage. Our adversaries
are watching, waiting to see if we real-
ly will put in power someone so obvi-
ously unqualified.

Mr. Hegseth made a point of saying
at Tuesday’s hearing that every single
warfighter should be hired based on
performance, readiness, and merit. And
I agree with him. However, he fails to
meet every single one of those metrics.
He is asking to be handed a job he is
not prepared for because of his rela-
tionship with Donald Trump, but this
role is too important, our troops’ lives
too precious to let personal ambitions
get in the way of the mission at hand.

So let me close with this: Part of
being a leader is knowing when you are
not competent enough to do the job.

Well, Mr. Hegseth, you are not tech-
nically proficient; you are not
tactically proficient; and your nomina-
tion is an insult to those brave enough
to be serving our Nation. So you, sir,
are a no go at this station.

I am voting no on Pete Hegseth’s
nomination to be Secretary of Defense.
If my colleagues care more about keep-
ing our Nation strong than genu-
flecting to Donald Trump, then they
should have the courage to vote no as
well.

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.

Ms. LUMMIS. 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

Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of the Laken Riley
Act.

Nearly a year ago, Laken Riley—a
college girl more than 1,000 miles from
our southern border—was jogging on
her university’s intramural fields. Also
more than 1,000 miles from our south-
ern border, an illegal criminal in our
country brutally attacked and mur-
dered her in broad daylight. For 18
minutes, Laken Riley—that young
woman in the prime of her life, with
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boundless potential—fought for her life
against an assailant who never should
have been in this country to begin
with.

The Biden administration’s open bor-
der policies served the criminal’s de-
pravity more than Laken’s and her
family’s. In fact, they served the crimi-
nal every bit as much as they failed
Laken and her family. Laken’s Killer
easily crossed our southern border with
millions of others; and when he com-
mitted several crimes and was ar-
rested, a Biden administration-led ICE
made no effort to deport him. Had he
been appropriately prosecuted for his
previous crimes, the Riley family
would have celebrated Riley’s birthday
instead of mourning an empty chair.
On February 22, 2024, it would have
been an ordinary day for their family
instead of the worst day of their lives.

No family should face the nightmare
Laken’s family endured, and it is our
responsibility as lawmakers to correct
the glaring failures in our system that
led to her tragic and preventable death.

The Laken Riley Act won’t bring
Laken back, but it is a vehicle for
turning the Riley family’s pain into
purpose and partnering together to
protect American families. This legis-
lation’s sole goal is to hold known
criminal illegal aliens accountable for
their actions and enable States to
bring civil charges against Federal offi-
cials who fail to uphold our immigra-
tion laws.

Like all of us serving in this body, I
came to the U.S. Senate because I
wanted to make a positive difference
for the American people. This is one of
those opportunities. We have the abil-
ity to do that right now by getting this
bill to the President’s desk. Let’s
honor Laken’s legacy by passing this
bipartisan legislation to protect mil-
lions of Americans across our country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

HONORING OFFICER MICHAEL HORAN

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor the service and sacrifice
of Greensboro Police Officer Michael
Horan.

On Monday, December 23—2 days be-
fore Christmas—Officer Horan was the
first officer to respond to a call of a
man with a firearm at a Food Lion su-
permarket in Greensboro, NC. As Offi-
cer Horan entered the store and con-
fronted the suspect, the suspect en-
gaged in a struggle that eventually led
to Officer Horan being shot and killed.
The suspect fled the scene and led law
enforcement on a multiple-county
chase. The brave men and women from
various law enforcement agencies even-
tually apprehended the suspect on
Interstate 40.

Officer Horan personified the very
best of law enforcement. Greensboro
Police Chief John Thompson stated
that Officer Horan was ‘‘a valued and
respected member of the Greensboro
Police family.”

He worked for the Greensboro Police
Department since 2017 and had a distin-
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guished record of service with the U.S.
Coast Guard. As a U.S. Coast Guard
member, Officer Horan served as a law
enforcement officer, tactical fast boat
instructor, and search and rescue oper-
ator for the safety and security of the
United States.

Even when he was off duty, he exem-
plified valor. In 2019, Officer Horan re-
ceived a lifesaving award from the
Greensboro Police Department for sav-
ing a father and son who had been
caught in a rip current at a beach at
Emerald Isle.

As impressive as Officer Horan was
for his exemplary work, it was his job
as a family man—a loving husband, fa-
ther, and son.

One of his colleagues noted:

One of the main things most people would
know about officer Horan, is how much he
loved his family.

He loved his daughter. If you ask anybody
in the department to describe him—

One friend said—

I feel like his daughter would be in the
conversation.

He loved his family, and he included
it in virtually every conversation he
had with his colleagues.

He upheld the oath to protect and
serve his community and his country.
He exemplified what it means to be an
extraordinary public servant, and he
made the ultimate sacrifice.

My deepest condolences go out to Of-
ficer Horan’s family for their tremen-
dous loss, and my condolences go out
to the community of Greensboro,
which lost one of their finest, most de-
cent public servants. We will never for-
get his service.

Mr. President, Officer Horan actually
passed away a year ago last December.
We were not in session at the time, so
I thought it was appropriate to recog-
nize the anniversary of his death, but I
want to talk a little bit more.

(Mr. BUDD assumed the Chair.)

LAW ENFORCEMENT

Mr. President, since 2015, when I first
took office as a U.S. Senator in my
home State of North Carolina, we have
tragically lost far too many law en-
forcement officers. In fact, we have lost
85 in the time that I have been a U.S.
Senator, since 2015. This includes
deaths related to law enforcement as-
saults, gunfire, vehicular pursuits, and
duty-related illnesses.

These officers took an oath to pro-
tect and serve our communities. These
heroes made the ultimate sacrifice,
giving their lives to protect their com-
munities. I will not get into all the de-
tails about each officer. What I would
ask is unanimous consent to provide a
list of the following officers since I
have been a Member of the U.S. Senate
to be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Inspector Robert James Bowling, Auto-
mobile Crash, 2015; Patrol Officer Anthony E.
Lossiah, Duty Related Illness, 2015; K9 Offi-
cer Timothy James Brackeen, Gunfire, 2016;
Deputy Sheriff John Thomas Isenhour,
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Struck by Vehicle, 2016; Major Jay Russell
Memmelaar, Jr., Heart Attack, 2017; Trooper
Brandon Carroll Peterson, Heart Attack,
2017; Sergeant Meggan Lee Callahan, As-
sault, 2017; Correction Enterprises Manager
Veronica Skinner Darden, Assault, 2017; Cor-
rectional Officer Justin James Smith, As-
sault, 2017; Correctional Officer Wendy
Letitia Shannon, Assault, 2017; Deputy Sher-
iff Alexis Thunder Eagle Locklear, Auto-
mobile Crash, 2018; Deputy Sheriff David
Lee’Sean Manning, Automobile Crash, 2018;
Trooper Samuel Newton Bullard, Vehicle
Pursuit, 2018; Senior Police Officer Chris-
topher James Driver, Automobile Crash,
2018; Master Trooper Kevin Keith Conner,
Gunfire, 2018; Corporal Travis Wells, Auto-
mobile Crash, 2018; Master Trooper Benjamin
Derek Wallace, Heart Attack, 2018; Police Of-
ficer Jared William Franks, Automobile
Crash, 2018; Police Officer Jason Barton
Quick, Struck by Vehicle, 2018; K9 Officer
Jordan Harris Sheldon, Gunfire, 2019; Deputy
Sheriff Makeem Rictrell Brooks, Automobile
Crash, 2019; Trooper Nolan James Sanders,
Automobile Crash, 2020; Deputy Sheriff
Sypraseuth “Bud” Phouangphrachanh,
Covidl9, 2020; Senior Detention Officer Alex-
ander Reginald Pettiway, Jr., Covidl9, 2020;
Deputy Sheriff Ryan Phillip Hendrix, Gun-
fire, 2020; Correctional Officer II Allen Bruce
Trivett, Covidl9, 2020; Correctional Sergeant
II Michael Robert Flagg, Covidl9, 2020; Dep-
uty Sheriff LaKiya Louise Rouse, Covidl9,
2020; Correctional Officer IITI Charles Warren
Harris, Jr., Covidl9, 2020; Lieutenant Terry
Sampson, Covidl9, 2020; Correctional Officer
III Thomas Daniel Roberts, Jr., Covidl9, 2020;
Correctional Officer Joseph Lloyd Greinke,
Covidl9, 2020; Correctional Sergeant III
Christopher Eugene Sorrenti, Covidl9, 2020;
Deputy Sheriff Jared Michael Allison, Auto-
mobile Crash, 2020; Police Officer Tyler
Avery Herndon, Gunfire, 2020; Master Cor-
poral Norman Odie Daye, Jr., Covidl9, 2020;
Police Officer Jason Nicholas Shuping, Gun-
fire, 2020; Associate Warden III Julian
Arsenio Priest, III, Covidl9, 2020; First Ser-
geant Timothy Lee Howell, Covidl9, 2021;
Correctional Lieutenant III Anthony Lynn
Hardie, Covidl9, 2021; Master Trooper James
Brent Montgomery, Covidl9, 2021; Sergeant
LaShonda Owens, Covidl9, 2021; Deputy Sher-
iff Joseph Brandon Gore, Covidl9, 2021; Po-
lice Officer David Dewayne Parde, Gunfire,
2021; Deputy Sheriff Logan Shane Fox, Gun-
fire, 2021; Sergeant Christopher David Ward,
Gunfire, 2021; Officer Robert Craig Cloninger,
Heart Attack, 2021; Deputy Sheriff Dennis
Wayne Dixon, Covidl9, 2021; Deputy Sheriff
Eric Otis Ritter, Covidl9, 2021; Correctional
Sergeant III Ledell Graham, Covidl9, 2021;
Probation/Parole Officer IT Julie Ann Harper,
Covidl9, 2021; Police Officer Carl Lee Proper,
Covidl9, 2021; Captain David Edwin
MacAlpine, Covidl9, 2021; Police Chief Don-
ald Hall, Covidl9, 2021; Sergeant Donald Wil-
liam Ramey, Covidl9, 2021; Lieutenant Mat-
thew Eric Dow, Covidl9, 2021; Police Officer
Julio Cesar Herrera, Jr., Covidl9, 2021; Mas-
ter Deputy William Edward Marsh, Covidl9,
2021; Lieutenant William Oscar McMurtray,
III, Covidl9, 2021; Correctional Lieutenant II
Dennis Eugene Boykin, Covidl9, 2021; Police
Officer Ryan Andrew Hayworth, Vehicular
Assault, 2021; Sergeant Michael Shannon
McDonald, Covidl9, 2021; Police Officer Mia
Danielle Figueroa-Goodwin, Automobile
Crash, 2021; Trooper John Sumter Horton,
Struck by Vehicle, 2022; Captain Reginald
Kamal Smith, Covidl9, 2022; Correctional Of-
ficer III Helen Mae Smith, Heart Attack,
2022; Detective Michael W. Godwin, Covidl9,
2022; Sergeant Matthew Ryan Fishman, Gun-
fire, 2022; Deputy Sheriff Ned P. Byrd, Gun-
fire, 2022; Detention Corporal Gregory Thom-
as Horne, Sr., Duty Related Illness, 2022; Po-
lice Officer Gabriel Jesus Torres, Gunfire,
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2022; Deputy Sheriff José Angel DeLeon,
Automobile Crash, 2022; Deputy Sheriff Oscar
Yovani Bolanos-Anavisca, Jr., Vehicular As-
sault, 2022; Deputy Sheriff II Auston Smith
Reudelhuber, Automobile Crash, 2023; Ser-
geant Russell Earl Lavarl Jones, Heart At-
tack, 2023; Sergeant Philip Dale Nix, Gunfire,
2023; Deputy Sheriff Christopher Johnson,
Automobile Crash, 2024; Deputy U.S. Marshal
Thomas M. Weeks, Gunfire, 2024; Investi-
gator William ‘‘Alden”’ Elliott, Gunfire, 2024;
Investigator Samuel Poloche, Gunfire, 2024;
Police Officer Joshua Eyer, Gunfire, 2024;
Major Michelle Lynn Quintero, Weather/Nat-
ural Disaster, 2024; Courthouse Security Dep-
uty James ‘‘Jim”’ Lau, Weather/Natural Dis-
aster, 2024; Police Officer Michael Horan,
Gunfire, 2024; Master Trooper Anthony S.
Godwin, Medical Condition, 2024.

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, as we
start the 119th Congress, my colleague
from North Carolina, who is currently
presiding—I think we both agree that
we want to emphasize that Congress
has a role in supporting and protecting
our law enforcement officers across
this country.

According to the National Fraternal
Order of Police, in 2024, 342 officers
were shot in the line of duty. Of those
officers, 50 officers were tragically
killed by criminals.

Unfortunately, over the past few
years, we have seen shameful behavior
from certain—and I hope and I pray
that it is a minority of our society, but
we have people out there raising money
for fundraising runs called the 13.12-
mile run. Mr. President, ‘‘1312” trans-
lates into ‘“ACAB,” and on their
website, they proudly proclaim that
“ACAB” stands for ‘“All Cops Are Bas-
tards.” Let that sink in.

It is appalling to hear this kind of
rhetoric, and it has to stop. These dan-
gerous statements not only create dis-
trust and disdain for our brave men
and women in blue—the vast majority
of whom are good, hard-working people
that we all know in our communities—
but it has made their job to protect
and serve more difficult and more
deadly.

We have to do better. We have to pro-
tect law enforcement. That is why I
plan to reintroduce multiple pieces of
legislation in the coming weeks.

First among them is going to be the
Protect and Serve Act. It makes it a
Federal crime for anyone who Kknow-
ingly causes or attempts to cause bod-
ily harm or injury to a law enforce-
ment officer. It is amazing it is not a
crime already. I hope to do so with
strong bipartisan support when I file
the bill and get it passed in this Con-
gress.

We also must act to punish criminals
who intentionally murder law enforce-
ment. That is why I will also be intro-
ducing the Justice for Fallen Law En-
forcement Act. This legislation would
create a criminal penalty for the mur-
der of a local, State, or Federal law en-
forcement officer, punishable with the
death penalty or life imprisonment
without parole.

I urge all Americans listening to con-
tact your Senators and Representa-
tives and tell them that you want to
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protect law enforcement officers and
support enhancing penalties for those
who would do them harm.

The men and women in blue are he-
roes. They deserve our support. We
need everyone in our communities to
stand up to these people who would not
want them in the community, who
would not want them to respond to a 9-
1-1 call. Can you imagine that? Can
you imagine our communities if the
logical conclusion of these people, who
hate law enforcement officers so much
that they proudly profess that all cops
are bastards, publicly to raise money?

We need to increase awareness, and
we need to make absolutely certain
that every man and woman in blue
knows we have their back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

NOMINATION OF PETER B. HEGSETH

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to reject
Pete Hegseth as the next Secretary of
Defense.

Pete Hegseth is the most unqualified
nominee for Secretary of Defense in
our Nation’s history. At his confirma-
tion hearing, Pete Hegseth bobbed and
weaved to avoid answering just basic
questions about his record, but what
Hegseth failed to account for is that
his entire record is damning.

I would like my Senate colleagues,
people who are seriously considering
voting to confirm Pete Hegseth, to
think long and hard about this deci-
sion. We need a Secretary of Defense
who will be ready at 2 in the morning
to give life-or-death national security
advice to the President. Would you
trust Pete Hegseth, who has allegedly
been so drunk at work events that he
passed out on a bus and urinated in
front of the hotel where his colleagues
were staying, to answer that call?

We need a Secretary of Defense who
will help us root out the problem of
sexual assault in the military. Would
you trust Pete Hegseth, who has been
credibly accused of raping a woman
and buying her silence, to protect vic-
tims of sexual assault?

We need a Secretary of Defense who
will be able to manage the Nation’s
largest Federal Agency, one that over-
sees almost 3.4 million people and a
budget of nearly $850 billion a year.
Would you trust Pete Hegseth, who
drove a small veterans nonprofit to the
brink of bankruptcy, to manage bil-
lions of our tax dollars?

The list of glaring disqualifications
goes on and on. Hegseth supports re-
quiring every senior military officer to
pass a political litmus test. This
politicization of the military is a slap
in the face to leaders who have served
their country honorably for decades.

But the point is that Pete Hegseth is
not just unqualified for the role; he is
a walking national security threat.

We need a Secretary of Defense who
will help our country meet its recruit-
ing goals—something we are already
struggling with. Pete Hegseth has said
that women in the military ‘‘shouldn’t
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be in combat at all.” Mr. President,
300,000 women have served in Iraq and
Afghanistan since 9/11. Pete Hegseth
has now insulted every one of them.
That is not how a leader of the mili-
tary will inspire people to join our
cause.

When people are responsible for our
national defense, we ask something ex-
traordinary of them. We ask them to
put their lives on the line. All three of
my brothers served in the military. My
oldest brother was career military. So
I know how important that service is
and how important it is that we pick
the right person to lead our men and
women in uniform.

Pete Hegseth claims that our brave
women in the military are somehow
lowering our standards, but it is his
lack of qualifications, his lack of char-
acter, and his lack of judgment that
lower the standards for Secretary of
Defense.

We need a Secretary of Defense whom
we can rely on to keep all of us safe.
Frankly, it is hard to imagine a worse
choice than Pete Hegseth.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President,
the last 4 years have been nothing
short of a national nightmare. The
runup to the nightmare began in 2020.

After fending off a ridiculous im-
peachment attempt in the early
months of 2020, President Trump was
riding high, and the economy was
booming.

Under President Trump, we saw
record levels of low unemployment for
all Americans, especially among Black
and Hispanic Americans. Inflation,
which is ultimately a tax on the pay-
checks of hard-working Americans, was
also at record lows.

We had the most secure border in his-
tory. Dangerous terrorists, cartel
members, and human traffickers
weren’t flooding into our country.
Americans’ jobs were more secure be-
cause they didn’t have to compete with
millions of foreigners who have entered
the country the last 4 years trying to
steal their jobs. The cost of buying a
home was also cheaper as a result.

Under President Trump, we were en-
ergy independent. This made the cost
of living more affordable for all Ameri-
cans. We were able to power American
homes, cars, and factories with reliable
and abundant energy.

Those are just a few of the domestic
successes that Americans were bene-
fiting from under President Trump.

On the global stage, we finally had
stability after decades of foreign wars.
Under President Trump, there were no
new wars. We were respected around
the world and feared by our adver-
saries. Russia didn’t dare invade
Ukraine when President Trump was in
office. NATO countries were told to
pay up: Pay your bills. China wasn’t
imposing its will in the South China
Sea or across the world. China was con-
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tained, and its influence was dimin-
ishing.

Under President Trump, the Abra-
ham Accords were signed, bringing
peace to the Middle East. As we have
seen the last few years, achieving peace
in the Middle East was no easy feat.
But President Trump achieved it, and
he did it quickly. The United States
and the world were in harmony.

The left couldn’t stand these many
successes that President Trump’s ad-
ministration was achieving at home
and abroad, so they pulled out all stops
to take him down. That is when the
deep state bureaucrats and globalist
organizations worked together to in-
tensify the COVID-19 crisis. At the
same time, the George Floyd riots
erupted and destroyed cities across our
country. Liberal DAs and politicians
didn’t do anything to stop it. It was ab-
solute anarchy—total chaos orches-
trated by leftwing politicians, the
media, and antifa thugs.

Meanwhile, the media tried to manu-
facture a scandal because President
Trump held up a Bible in front of a his-
toric church, while the rioters burning
the city of DC were ignored.

It was all a ploy to take down Presi-
dent Trump and tarnish his legacy.

Before the plot to take out the Presi-
dent was in full swing, we saw America
achieving heights we had never ever
seen before.

For a moment, the left thought they
had bested Trump with the COVID
sham and the Floyd riots and ulti-
mately by rigging the election. But
after controlling Biden by hiding him
in the basement and then installing
him as President, the Democrats were
like a dog who finally caught the car.
Once the Democrats took the White
House, they quickly realized they
didn’t know how to run the country. It
is not quite like running a struggle ses-
sion in a Berkeley classroom or leading
an HR call for a woke corporation.

The Democrats had 4 years to show
the country they could govern more ef-
fectively than President Trump, but
what have they done? What is one
thing they have done to make our
country better? I can’t think of one
policy, one law or directive that actu-
ally benefited the American people.

From day one, Joe Biden and KAMALA
HARRIS invited foreigners to illegally
enter our country. They weren’t shy.
Joe Biden told foreigners to ‘‘surge the
border” and ‘‘You should [all] come.”
While the administration opened the
border, they shut down the Keystone
Pipeline, making Americans pay more
for groceries and gas.

The Biden administration engaged in
a culture war domestically, embracing
far-left ideas about sexuality, gender,
and race. We have been told repeatedly
over the past 4 years that men can get
pregnant. And the Democrats didn’t
just push woke ideology on adults;
they forced it on children in their
classrooms and on social media.

They have supported biological men
competing in women’s sports. They are
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perfectly OK with men sharing locker
rooms and showering with girls. The
Biden administration published a rule
that would destroy title IX which was
created to protect women and girls, all
in the name of gender equity.

You know, not only did Democrats
wage war on American culture, they
weaponized our justice system, going
after President Trump, conservatives,
and anyone who dared to oppose their
agenda. Just look at how they went
after the January 6 protesters, pro-
lifers with the FACE Act, parents at
the school boards, and the dozens of il-
legal actions they took against Presi-
dent Trump.

The Biden administration, with the
help of congressional Democrats,
passed a bunch of bills with names that
sound good, but actually they harm
many Americans.

Take the Inflation Reduction Act, for
example, one of their prize bills that
they have passed in the last few years.
It was a legal way to launder money to
blue States to bail them out, while red
States were hung out to dry.

It pumped money we don’t have into
the economy, causing the runaway in-
flation we are dealing with today. The
administration was also weak on the
world stage appeasing every interest
but the interests of the American peo-
ple. This administration was com-
mitted to cozying up to Iran by rein-
stating the Joint Comprehensive Plan
of Action as if the world wasn’t already
a dangerous place. Why would Presi-
dent Biden’s administration agree to
help Iran improve their nuclear facili-
ties? It makes no sense.

This administration bent over back-
ward for NATO, handing over billions
of hard-earned American taxpayer dol-
lars with no plan on ending the war in
Ukraine. It executed a disastrous with-
drawal from Afghanistan that left 13
servicemembers dead, with many oth-
ers severely wounded. This administra-
tion was basically asleep at the wheel.

Who was running the country? Well,
it wasn’t Joe Biden. It was clear from
the 2020 campaign that he didn’t have
the mental capacity to be President.
To make matters worse, he spent 570
days, 40 percent of his Presidency, on
vacation. Instead, the White House was
run by a committee of leftwing staffers
and special interests who ultimately
ran the country into the ground, and
the media and the Democrats were
complicit. It is truly shameful what
they have done to this country in the
last 4 years.

But now we are finally turning the
page. We are entering a new golden age
in America with President Trump’s re-
turn to the White House, and this is
our last chance at righting the ship the
left has steered so far off course.

President Trump will return our
country to the values of life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness. We will
return to the Judeo-Christian beliefs
and principles of the West that made
our Nation so great. And how should
the Senate help return our country to
these principles?
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We need to confirm every single one
of President Trump’s nominees as
quickly as possible. We don’t have time
to drag our feet on any of these nomi-
nees. The Democrats never once at-
tempted to block President Biden’s
Cabinet nominees. Zero Senate Demo-
crats voted against any one of his
picks—zero.

President Trump needs to be able to
exercise the full power and authority of
his office as soon as he is sworn in, and
that requires confirming his Cabinet
picks.

It will also require the issuing of Ex-
ecutive orders to undo anything that
President Biden has done in taking
congressional action to put these poli-
cies in place.

Expect a flurry of Executive orders, a
new offensive idea to rebuild our bro-
ken country. Expect Executive orders
on the border, on unleashing American
energy, and getting DEI out of our gov-
ernment and out of the lives of Amer-
ican people.

We also need to get behind President
Trump on passing one reconciliation
bill that will secure our border, re-
ignite our energy independence, and
cut taxes so the American economy
can boom again.

On the global stage, the Senate needs
to get behind President Trump pres-
suring NATO, all the NATO countries,
to pay their fair share. No more mili-
tary handouts for European countries
and no more lighting taxpayer dollars
on fire on behalf of Ukraine. It is time
to get this war over with.

The Senate needs to support Presi-
dent Trump and exert maximum pres-
sure on Iran and other terrorist organi-
zations wreaking havoc on the Middle
East and the West.

We also need to join President
Trump’s commitment on shrinking the
Federal Government through strong
congressional action. We will do this
by working closely with the Depart-
ment of Government Efficiency, better
known as DOGE.

We need to shrink the government,
cutting the ridiculous regulations that
are crushing American small busi-
nesses.

And, finally, we need to focus on ac-
countability. We need to hold people
accountable for the damage that has
been done to our country. We need to
support the pardon of January 6 pro-
testers who were wrongly prosecuted
and horribly treated by our justice sys-
tem.

We need to step up and fight for pro-
life, pro-life protesters who were per-
secuted by the administration under
the FACE Act. We need to open inves-
tigations into DOJ Civil Rights and
National Security Divisions, and that
starts by confirming Kash Patel and
Pam Bondi to the posts where Presi-
dent Trump needs them and needs
them in a hurry.

We need to be aggressive in these
pursuits. Senate Republicans need to
demonstrate courage and will and re-
solve like President Trump showed on
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the campaign trail. Are we willing to
take a bullet for this country like
President Trump did?

Are we willing to take on the fake
news media who will try to undermine
his everyday agenda? The job ahead of
us won’t be easy. The economy is in
bad shape, job numbers are down, infla-
tion is sky high. Our enemies are on
the move abroad and in the interior of
our country, but the American people
chose President Trump and the Repub-
licans for such a time like this.

They gave us a mandate to deliver
them from the past 4 years of hell that
this administration has caused. But
now, it is a new day in America. The
nightmare is almost over. And in a few
more days, the Sun will rise in Amer-
ica. Greatness awaits us if we answer
the call of the American people.

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. PADILLA. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WILDFIRES

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, as you
and everybody here knows, a little bit
over a week ago, fires broke out in Los
Angeles County. And some of you have
reached out in the time since to offer
your support, to offer your assistance,
and even offer condolences for those
who have perished in this significant
disaster. And I want to thank you for
your initial outreach.

My colleague Senator SCHIFF and I
have come to the floor today to provide
you all a little bit of an update and to
lay a foundation on some of the key
issues that we are going to need to
work together on as we move forward.

And let me begin by just taking a
step back for a second and acknowl-
edging that, even before the winds in-
creased last week, we knew that the
risk of a potential large fire was high.
In the midst of a historically dry sea-
son in Southern California, forecasters
predicted hurricane-force winds, along
with little to no humidity—essentially,
a dry hurricane condition, if you can
imagine that. Californians know that
when there is a red flag warning, condi-
tions are ripe for large-scale fires. But
what came next, what actually mate-
rialized, would become the worst nat-
ural disaster in the history of Los An-
geles: 100-mile-per-hour winds carrying
burning embers from home to home,
multiple simultaneous fires burning
more than 12,000 structures and more
than 40,000 acres.

And to give you a sense of the area I
am talking about, I am talking about
nearly three times the size of Manhat-
tan. At least two dozen people have
lost their lives, with more expected as
search and rescue crews continue to
comb through the devastation.

And over the course of the last week,
I have had the opportunity to visit
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command posts and meet with fire-
fighters, had the opportunity to dis-
tribute meals to many of the victims
and to see, to tour, to visit the destruc-
tion firsthand. Yes, there are survivors,
people impacted from communities
like the Pacific Palisades—some with
names and faces that you will recog-
nize from television and the entertain-
ment industry. But I assure you there
are also a lot of other faces and fami-
lies that you won’t recognize from the
working-class and diverse communities
throughout Los Angeles County.

It is people like a woman in Altadena
who was 9 months pregnant when the
Eaton fire burned down not just her
home but the new nursery that she had
prepared. And it is the 66-year-old man
who stayed to try to protect the home
that had been in his family for five dec-
ades but who was found dead with a
garden hose in his hand. You can imag-
ine his last moments. It is one of the
reasons why I have been saying over
and over that every house you see is
really a home, and every home rep-
resents a family—a family who now
mourns maybe the loss of a relative,
maybe the loss of their home, or loss of
irreplaceable items like family photo
albums or a wedding dress or baby pic-
tures or a loved one’s red, white, and
blue military burial flag.

But through the destruction, we have
also seen some signs of hope, like the
firefighter in the Pacific Palisades who
offered to go back and save two dogs
trapped while the neighborhood was
still burning or a 14-year-old Avery
who saw the devastation that hit her
community and created a charity, Al-
tadena Girls, to provide beauty prod-
ucts and clothes to her friends so that
they could feel like themselves again
while coping with this disaster.

Every day we hear stories like this,
even in the midst of a disaster, people
coming to each other’s aid.

But even as I stand here today—as we
stand here today—the fires are still
burning, and the fight continues. Our
hearts go out to all the impacted fami-
lies, and they also go out to the heroic
firefighters and other first responders
working tirelessly through multiday
shifts to put out these fires—not only
the brave State and local firefighters,
but I want to acknowledge the Federal
firefighters too. To the State and local
officials working day and night to pro-
tect our State and our communities,
thank you. And I also want to acknowl-
edge Governor Newsom for his steady
hand during this time.

And we are so grateful to our neigh-
boring States who continue to send re-
sources. And, no, not just States that
are considered blue States like Oregon
and Washington, but States that many
people refer to as red States like South
Dakota and Wyoming and Montana and
Florida, who continue to send re-
sources with no strings attached, no
conditions. This is what we do for each
other. There is a reason it is called mu-
tual aid.

And I also want to thank every one of
my colleagues who, in 2023, helped me
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to secure seven C-130 air tankers for
California. They were surplus military
aircraft that California received and
paid to retrofit, the first of which is al-
ready on the scene fighting these fires
as we speak.

But soon there will come a time
when we need to more than just sup-
port our response to these disasters; we
will need support for our recovery. And
we expect Congress to support Cali-
fornia just as Congress has been there
for States across the country in their
times of crisis, with no conditions and
no strings attached. Because a recov-
ery isn’t just a California fight. We are
truly in this together as Americans.
Whether it is wildfires across the West-
ern United States or tornados in the
Midwest, ice storms in Texas, or hurri-
canes in the Southeast, Mother Nature
does not distinguish between red
States and blue States and neither
should our disaster response efforts or
our recovery efforts. That is why, when
tragedy struck just a few months ago
from hurricanes Milton and Helene,
Democrats didn’t demand aid be at-
tached to some Democratic wish list of
priorities. Not for a second did we
think of attaching strings.

So when I hear about political jabs
and insults on social media while my
home State is burning, it is not dis-
tracting. It is certainly not enter-
taining. It is offensive, and it is dan-
gerous. Because let’s be clear, in times
of crisis, California has always been
there for the rest of our country. And
now we expect our country to be here
for California.

If Speaker JOHNSON or any Member of
Congress, for that matter, is worried
about the Federal debt, let me assure
you: California has already paid the
bill. California, as you may know, is
the largest economy of any State in
the nation. We are the single largest
contributor of tax revenue to the Fed-
eral Treasury by far. In 2022 alone,
California paid $83 billion more to the
Federal Government than it received.

So from additional disaster assist-
ance funding to a serious conversation
about disaster insurance that I am
eager to continue, we are going to need
everyone onboard.

And to my Republican colleagues
who may be wondering whether the
policy should change about no strings
attached, let me remind you that this
is also a fundamental matter of de-
cency as Americans. It is the same de-
cency that my colleague Senator SCOTT
from Florida and my colleague Senator
TiLLIS from North Carolina have shown
in their public comments this last
week or that several of my California

House Republican colleagues have
shown by supporting our State’s major
disaster declaration request. They

know, as we should all remember, that
this is about our unity as a nation. So,
yes, California will need you for the
long haul.

And to President-elect Trump, I, too,
invite you to tour Altadena and the
Pacific Palisades, which, by the way, is
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about 30 miles from your golf course in
Rancho Palos Verdes. Come meet the
first responders. Come meet the fami-
lies that have been affected by these
fires.

And, finally, I want to speak to the
people of California because it is, in-
deed, a long road ahead. And there will
be more challenges to overcome as we
continue the search and rescue phase of
this, as we go into the environmental
remediation and debris removal, and
eventually the rebuilding of homes and
businesses. It is a long road, and there
will be challenges to overcome indeed.

But I promise you this: There will be
a day when the fires are put out, when
the homes and entire communities are
rebuilt better and more resilient than
they have been before and the Sun will
shine and the kids will smile.

Together—together—we are going to
get through this.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, I rise
today to address the Senate on behalf
of the people of California. And I thank
my colleague Senator PADILLA for his
leadership during this time of incred-
ible difficulty and strain for our fellow
constituents.

The unimaginable has happened, and
our hearts are broken—a city encircled
in a blaze and a perfect storm of fire
and wind and with a system stretched
beyond its breaking point. A natural
disaster so immense in size and scale it
will dwarf any recovery and rebuilding
effort since the 1906 San Francisco
earthquake and fire.

It is that immense and impending re-
covery effort that I am asking—I am
pleading—for your help with today.

Already, the support that you and
the President have given California
have helped firefighters battle the
flames, helped save lives, and helped
those who lost everything find shelter.

I want to express my particular ap-
preciation for President Biden and
what the administration has done, the
almost immediate declaration of a dis-
aster which unlocked important FEMA
and other funding, the commitment to
match—to provide, really—100 percent
of Federal funding for the first 6
months of these fire mitigation efforts.

I am very grateful for what the Con-
gress and the President have done.

This recovery is going to be meas-
ured in years, not months. Even so, we
must bring a sense of urgency to the
recovery and not let it linger.

When the flames are finally out, the
cleanup begins in earnest, and the re-
building moves forward with all haste.
After the attention of the world has
turned away from the raging inferno
and its aftermath, ours in this body
must not because the loss is immeas-
urable—lives lost, homes lost, busi-
nesses lost, neighborhoods lost, pets
lost, memories 1lost, neighborhoods
simply gone in an hour. Entire commu-
nities burned to ash. Families brought
together in grief. Churches and syna-
gogues have burned down, but their
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members still gather as one because
amidst the darkness and destruction,
we have seen rays of hope. For when
one part of our State is hurting—Ilit-
erally on fire—we all come together.

First responders from all across our
great State and so many others rushed
to Southern California. A woman I met
at a Red Cross at the Pacoima evacu-
ation site, so grateful, despite every-
thing, for the assistance that she was
receiving, for the dignity with which
she was treated by these Red Cross
workers—she told me she plans to set
up a $10-a-month donation from her
monthly Social Security disability
check. People are dropping off clothes
and supplies by the thousands, so much
that some of these centers are over-
whelmed with people bringing material
by.
That is the California way.

This is deeply personal for Senator
PADILLA and myself. We know so many
families impacted by these fires be-
cause they are our mneighbors and
friends.

I represented Altadena in the House
of Representatives for decades. It is a
vibrant, diverse community, a city of
families, of places of worship, and of
deep culture and history. When I drove
through Altadena just a few days ago,
the destruction was complete—entire
city blocks razed. Homes, small busi-
nesses, schools gone in just a few min-
utes like some post-apocalyptic scene.

Driving around that area at night in
which small fires still dotted the land-
scape amidst the rubble, it was hard to
recognize what I was seeing. The place
where my wife and I got married
burned to the ground. So many other
community institutions vanished: the
Altadena Community Church, gone;
the Pasadena Jewish Temple, gone,
still smoldering, that temple, when I
saw it, and burning inside like an eter-
nal flame, a symbol of God’s presence
even amidst the unimaginable; the
mountains above Altadena, once the
scene of such beautiful greenery and
nature, now charred beyond recogni-
tion.

Just like Altadena, much of the Pali-
sades are just gone. Fire ripped
through this community leveling en-
tire neighborhoods. One bakery owner
in Topanga described the fires that
tore through her community simply as
“Armageddon,’” charred cars, burned-
out furniture block after block.

These were generational homes and
neighborhoods—neighborhoods people
are proud to be part of and raise their
children in, now forever changed.

In Altadena, Victor Shaw was found
in his house holding a garden hose. He
died trying to save his home. His sister
Shari barely escaped as the house went
up in flames.

One man, Zaire, was separated from
his sister who lived next door. Amidst
the chaos, he was able to evacuate his
baby and elderly mother. The next day
when he returned, he found his sister’s
car outside her home and found her re-
mains in the rubble. ‘“Evelyn, why
didn’t you leave,’” he asked.
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“[W]hy didn’t you leave?”’

One father refused to leave the side
of his son who had cerebral palsy,
fighting to his last breath. The last
words he said to his daughter were,
“Baby, I'm getting ready to evacuate, 1
love you ... Baby, I got to go, the
fire’s made it to my yard.”

Anthony Mitchell is a hero.

Edgar McGregor is well known in
Pasadena for his daily trash pickups in
the foothills. But now, to the commu-
nity, he will be known for something
more. In a Facebook group post, he
alerted residents 2 days before the fires
to pack go-bags. When it mattered
most, he typed two words: ‘“‘Get out.”

“Get out.” His simple post may have
saved lives.

People are surviving now but only
barely hanging on.

I spoke with Patricia at one of the
shelters on the West Side. She stayed a
couple of nights in a motel but could
no longer afford it, and her asthma was
making it hard to breathe.

One firefighter, Jonathan, had been
battling the blazes in the Palisades
since the first night. I remember talk-
ing to this L. A. Fire Department fire-
fighter, and he had told me he wasn’t
sure he was going to make it out when
he was there during the early hours of
the fire. I asked him what that was
like. He said: Well, there were flames
in front of me and flames behind me.
The water was running low. My com-
munications were going out. He said it
was ‘‘the closest thing to hell I can
imagine.”

One family in Altadena who all lived
on the same street lost three homes.
What was once a dream to live so close
to each other had turned into a night-
mare.

Over the past week, we have seen
firefighters—exhausted and vet
unyielding—waging war to save com-
munities and lives and property.

And in the last few days, we have
seen some hopeful signs as the level of
containment—particularly of the
Eaton fire—has increased; more slowly,
the containment of the Palisades fire.
But we are not out of the woods.

We have seen neighbors helping
neighbors. We have seen Angelenos
opening their doors to strangers left
with little more than the clothes on
their back.

These are the angels who remind us
that even in our darkest hours—
through smoky skies and uncertain
times—we do not stand alone because
what makes this city of Los Angeles so
extraordinary—what makes California
extraordinary—is that we are not de-
fined by our tragedies; we are defined
by our response to them.

In Los Angeles, resilience is a way of
life. It is what has allowed the city to
rise from the devastation of earth-
quakes and floods and riots and fires
time and again. And we are stronger,
more resilient, more united, more com-
passionate.

This is a moment when we can and
must call ourselves to the better angels
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of our nature—the angels that are all
around us: the paramedics who rescued
and evacuated seniors from a nursing
home at the edge of a fire line, the vol-
unteers I met who showed up at a shel-
ter ready to help before anyone even
asked, the father who stayed behind to
try desperately to keep his son alive.

In the coming weeks, after the fires
are extinguished, we will seek answers.
We must not do so for partisan gain or
seeking fault; in fact, just the opposite
because only with the truth about what
went right and what went wrong can
we arrive at solutions.

I remember talking to one woman
who lost her trailer in the Palisades.
She wants answers about the lack of
water to fight the fires. I want to know
that too. I want to know if the Federal
and State resources we are fighting to
procure will be enough to stop the next
potential megafire. I want to know
what we can do to rebuild and rebuild
with speed so the neighborhoods that
we lost can be reclaimed by the neigh-
bors who have been displaced, and com-
munities can come together once more.

I am grateful for the Governor’s ef-
forts to streamline the permitting
process so people can begin to rebuild
and rebuild quickly. And I want to
know if there is anything more that we
can do or could have done to save more
lives and more homes. We should all
want that.

We should all want to rebuild because
Los Angeles is one of our Nation’s
great cities. And to rebuild, we will
need your help without fanfare or par-
tisan rancor.

We need your help. Just like we
worked together to help rebuild New
Orleans and Louisiana after Hurricane
Katrina, we must do so again here.
Just like after countless hurricanes
struck Florida and the South, we
rushed in aid. Just this year, after Hur-
ricane Helene, FEMA is still on the
ground in North Carolina helping those
in its destructive path. And we won’t
leave—we can’t—until the job is fin-
ished. That is what we must do here.

During my time in Congress, I have
seen a lot of disaster aid bills. Never in
my time have I ever considered wheth-
er an area votes red or blue. When peo-
ple need help, we get them help. When
people are fighting to rebuild, we help
them rebuild, period. It cannot and
should not change no matter who is
President, no matter who is in charge
of Congress, no matter who the Gov-
ernor is or who their Senators are.

That is my urgent plea today. We
need your help desperately.

Southern California, we will rebuild.
We will. But whether we can do so
quickly will depend on the actions we
take in the next few months.

This big and beautiful diverse city is
not just made of steel and stone but of
people—people who stand together
when the skies turn dark and rise to-
gether when the smoke clears.

We are going to rise again because it
is who we are. And when we do, we will
show the world what it truly means to
be the “‘City of Angels.”
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California

Mr. PADILLA. 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. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

10-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF THE PASSAGE OF

WATER FOR THE WORLD ACT

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, some
people in the Chamber who served in
the Senate may remember my prede-
cessor Paul Simon of Illinois. Simon
was ahead of his time on so many
issues, including the importance of
clean drinking water and sanitation for
the poorest people in the world.

He wrote a book called ‘‘Tapped
Out.” He autographed this copy and
gave it to me in 1998, many years ago.
It certainly was not a New York Times
best seller, but Paul wrote about what
he said was ‘“The Coming World Crisis
in Water and What We Can Do About
It.” I read this book and reflected on it
over the years.

Some 30 years have passed. How
many times do people talk about clean
drinking water and sanitation? It is so
critical to public health and so critical
to development. Sometimes, we are
looking for a big solution, a complex
solution, when a simple solution is the
first thing that is needed. Paul Simon
realized that and that focusing on pro-
viding clean drinking water to some of
the poorest places in the world can be
transformative.

He understood that to avoid conflict
between nations, to keep girls in school
and reduce infant mortality, to im-
prove health and economic oppor-
tunity, you have to provide people with
access to clean water. Data supports
this. Each dollar spent on clean water
and sanitation returns between $4 and
$8 in economic health and other bene-
fits, which is why I decided to do some-
thing about it as a Member of the U.S.
Senate.

I knew his family, I knew Paul, and
I knew the last thing in the world he
ever wanted was someone to build a
statue of his image for future genera-
tions. But he would have been happy
with perhaps the bill that I introduced
entitled the Paul Simon Water for the
World Act, legislation that built on an
earlier law to improve access to clean
water and sanitation around the world.

Former Representative Earl Blu-
menauer and former Senator Bob
Corker, a Republican in Tennessee,

were my partners on this bipartisan ef-
fort.

Ten years ago, the legislation passed
the Senate unanimously—something
that is almost unimaginable today
with the politics we live with—but that
underscored the true urgency and im-
portance of this issue. Not only was
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this legislation the right thing to do,
but it made access to clean water and
sanitation for the world’s poor a devel-
opment priority for the United States.

As a result of the bills that I intro-
duced with my colleagues and sus-
tained bipartisan funding over the last
13 years, American leadership has pro-
vided first-time, sustainable access to
clean water to more than 76 million
people and access to sanitation to 58
million.

I can remember a visit I made years
and years ago to Port-au-Prince in
Haiti. It is one of the poorest places on
Earth, and of course, it is in our hemi-
sphere. A lady who is a medical doctor
and administrator of a clinic wanted to
show me something. They had been
having trouble with waterborne illness,
and a lot of people were sick. Some
children were dying.

She said they then decided to build a
cistern of pure water and to protect it
and make sure the village could draw
from that water when they needed it.
She said it has changed everything.
The kids aren’t dying. People aren’t
sick. Things have improved dramati-
cally. She walked out to show me a
sewer lid and a pump on it. She said to
me, We got this from the United
States. It had something to do with a
man named Paul Simon. I laughed al-
most out loud, thinking for goodness’
sake. I said, How much did you have to
invest in this?

She said $15,000. That is $15,000 that
has saved lives and had made a dif-
ference, and it was in Paul’s name, I
was happy to report.

This is incredible work, and I want to
salute my staffer Chris Homan, who
has traveled around Africa and parts of
Asia to see these investments. They do
make a dramatic difference in the life-
style of people, giving them dignity,
giving them life, giving them a future.

Another such story is from a rural
area of Ghana where these kinds of pro-
grams have already eliminated water-
borne illnesses. We can see, when vis-
ited this project, that the investment—
this small investment—by the United
States made an affordable and sustain-
able infrastructure that families can
use for sanitation options and safe
drinking water. The two have to go
hand in hand.

This investment made a project
where a disabled woman lives a place
where she can find dignity, as the name
suggests, for she no longer has to crawl
through snake-filled fields to use the
river.

But this lifesaving work is far from
done. As the climate crisis worsens and
industrial needs increase, ensuring
global access to clean water supplies is
as important as ever.

The book might not have been a best
seller, but the idea sure was. And I sure
hope that we continue this modest in-
vestment in villages around the world
that literally saves and transforms
lives.

Around 2 billion people on this planet
Earth still lack access to safe drinking
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water, so I hope this historically im-
portant, bipartisan investment will
continue long into the future ahead of
us. Lives depend on it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

S. 5

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, if you
believe we should be able to detain and
deport undocumented immigrants who
have committed serious crimes and you
took Republicans at their word that
the Laken Riley Act was necessary for
us to do that, you need to know that is
already Federal law. We can and do al-
ready detain and deport immigrants
who commit serious crimes, and we are
not about to change that.

But Republicans have been ignoring
the policies we already have on the
books to push for a bill that, in its cur-
rent form, is more extreme, expensive,
and broad than it first appears. I am
very concerned that without serious
amendments, this bill is rife with unin-
tended consequences and powers that
could be abused.

As written, it will drastically under-
mine civil liberties in this country. It
will throw our immigration system
into absolute chaos by undermining
any President’s authority to shape
Federal policy. It will cost tens of bil-
lions of dollars. And here is the kicker.
It will end up punishing legal immi-
grants and diverting resources from de-
taining true threats to public safety.

First off, let’s talk about how ex-
tremely broad the language of this bill
is. Under this bill, you don’t have to be
found guilty of a felony to be detained
and deported. That is a huge attack on
due process. All you need is to be ar-
rested or charged, regardless of wheth-
er that is something as small as shop-
lifting a candy bar, regardless of
whether it may become clear that you
are innocent, regardless of whether
this happened years or even decades
ago, and even regardless of whether
you are a child.

So let me just underscore that be-
cause it is important. This bill has no
exemption for kids, no cutoff age, no
process to keep it in line with our gen-
eral child welfare laws. As written, this
bill appears so broad that a child could
be locked up and put on a plane with-
out their parents. With such sweeping
language, I am deeply concerned the
Trump administration could abuse this
law to deport Dreamers or our farm-
workers or other essential workers
who, again, may never be convicted of
a crime.

And to be fair, it is not just Trump I
am worried about because this bill is
an open invitation for Republican
State officials to dictate individual
case outcomes regardless of ICE, derail
national immigration policy, and even
disrupt international relations.

Under this bill as written, any State
attorney general could wreck major
humanitarian relief pathways like
temporary protected status for Ven-
ezuelan or Ukrainian nationals. They
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can seek court orders to deport individ-
uals without signoff from ICE. And in
some cases, they could sue to halt visas
from entire countries.

That is a policy that, by its design,
will end up punishing the people who
are following the law to enter the
United States legally. It could punish
refugees who are fleeing violence. It
could punish people who come here to
engage in trade and in commerce that
helps our economy grow. It could even
punish American citizens if they are
hoping to get a visa for their spouse.

With a Federal immigration system
that is already too chaotic and com-
plicated, just wait until any State AG
can overrule ICE, undermine the Presi-
dent, and throw thousands of legal—
legal—visa applications into limbo.

The bill also promises these lawsuits
priority, which could be a huge burden
on our courts. And if that weren’t
counterproductive enough, not only
would this bill as written punish legal
immigrants, it will also divert re-
sources we need to detain genuine
threats to our public safety. If ICE is
required, as this bill says, to spend re-
sources detaining nonviolent—not even
convicted—shoplifting cases and the
like, they will have their hands tied as
resources are stretched thinner and
thinner by an overwhelming number of
minor cases, leaving them with fewer
and fewer resources then to tackle the
most serious cases.

That is especially concerning because
DHS already does not have anywhere
near the resources to implement this
bill. ICE would need, actually, more
than three times the current number of
detention beds—a  265-percent in-
crease—for this bill. It would need to
execute 80 removal flights a week, al-
most double its current capacity, not
to mention it would need to double
ground transportation.

That all adds up to ICE needing to
nearly double its staff, hiring over
18,000 additional people. And to give
you a sense of how unrealistic that is,
historically, DHS hasn’t been able to
onboard more than 1,000 people a year.

And to give you a sense of how expen-
sive this is, ICE estimates it will need
more than triple its budget in year
one—really, closer to four times their
current funding level. We are now talk-
ing up to $83 billion for this legislation
over the first 3 years to implement it.
That is more than the annual budget
for the entire Department of Homeland
Security. That is a lot of money to
spend on a bill that is going to cause
chaos, punish legal immigrants, and
undermine due process in America, all
while drawing resources away from
true threats.

Make no mistake, there are serious
challenges we have at our border.
There is a serious need for sensible im-
migration reform. But being tough on
immigration does not require us to for-
sake our bedrock principles like due
process or our moral obligation to keep
children safe. It does not require us to
ignore our common sense and waste
crucial resources.
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So while I hope to work with my col-
leagues to improve this bill, as I try to
improve every bill that I can, I have to
say, we have a long road ahead to ad-
dress my deep concerns with the way
this bill threatens due process and the
potential for it to be abused.

So I strongly urge my colleagues to
demand a far more serious amendment
process on this bill, but more than
that, I urge them to demand a serious,
bipartisan approach to tackling immi-
gration in an effective, humane way,
one that protects our country and up-
holds our values.

NOMINATION OF ROBERT F. KENNEDY, JR.

Mr. President, on a very different
topic, I wanted a chance to talk today
about one of the nominees that is com-
ing before us because, when I was a
very young girl, the polio vaccine was
approved, and to this very day, I re-
member my mom saying: Thank good-
ness. We can now send our kids to
school and not have to worry they will
get sick, be paralyzed, or have to live
in an iron lung or worse.

The relief was overwhelming. That is
why the fear is so overwhelming now
that Donald Trump wants RFK, Jr.—an
outright, unapologetic, anti-vax con-
spiracy theorist—as our Nation’s Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services.

Now, I want to be clear. I will not be
shy about making my concerns quite
plain with the American people. That
is part of our Senate’s role to advise
and consent to the President’s nomi-
nees. It is our job to vet these nomi-
nees and put them through a rigorous
process to determine if they are quali-
fied to serve.

That is why I met with RFK, Jr., yes-
terday, so I could be direct with him
about my concerns with his anti-vac-
cine record and so I could discuss the
other challenges our Nation faces
where HHS has a really crucial role. 1
do appreciate his time, and I appre-
ciate the opportunity to look for areas
of common ground. But as I have said
already, I oppose his nomination be-
cause, regardless of any other views he
holds, his long history of explicitly
anti-vaccine activism is utterly dis-
qualifying.

And I am not the only one who is
worried. Even Trump’s former FDA
Commissioner, Scott Gottlieb, has said
RFK, Jr.’s agenda ‘‘will cost lives in
this country.”

I mean, just imagine if RFK, Jr., was
Secretary when COVID struck. We still
might not have vaccines. After all, he
called the COVID vaccine the ‘‘dead-
liest vaccine ever made.”

This isn’t a case where we can just
look for areas of agreement or hope for
the best—maybe drug costs or maybe
healthy food. We are talking about a
conspiracy theorist who is openly an-
tagonistic to public health and who
will have tremendous authority over
Americans’ lives and their healthcare.

It is not asking too much to have a
Secretary of Health who believes in
healthy food and believes in vaccines,
especially when we are already back-
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sliding on vaccines and seeing real and
deadly consequences.

We eliminated measles in 2000, but
last year we had 16 outbreaks. Whoop-
ing cough has spiked in the country
and in my home State of Washington.
Polio—even polio—is making a come-
back. These are dangerous diseases,
and RFK, Jr., would let them spread
through our communities and schools
like wildfire. And as any parent knows,
when a bug goes around a school, it
doesn’t stop there; it comes home to
Mom and Dad and baby brothers and
sisters, who could be at serious risks.

So I am here this afternoon to talk
some truth to the American people
about the stakes here and lay out the
facts for anyone who might not appre-
ciate the serious threat posed by RFK,
Jr.

Maybe you think: Well, he is not
talking about vaccines like polio or
measles, or: He is only asking ques-
tions. Except, know this: He founded a
nonprofit entirely focused on attacking
vaccines. RFK, Jr.’s nonprofit has
made videos promoting falsehoods
about vaccines and autism and sowing
distrust in vaccines, especially among
the Black community.

They tried to revoke the emergency
authorization for kids’ COVID vac-
cines. They sued against measles vac-
cine requirements, even amid measles
outbreaks.

And it is not just RFK, Jr.’s non-
profit that should raise alarm here. He
has said he doesn’t know if the polio
vaccine caused more deaths than it
prevented.

Or another example: The HPV vac-
cine has led to a huge drop in cervical
cancer. RFK, Jr., suggested it increases
cancer risk.

And let’s not get cute here with ex-
cuses like, well, he is just asking ques-
tions, because when he says we need to
know vaccines are safe, he is ignoring
the centuries of research we have al-
ready done on these vaccines. We do
know they are safe.

What is more, he has not just been
asking questions. These are statements
I am going to give you that RFK, Jr.,
has made. These are in his own words.
He has said:

I do believe that autism does come from
vaccines.

He said:

They get the shot, that night they have a
fever of 103, they go to sleep, and three
months later their brain is gone.

Again, he said the COVID vaccine
was the ‘“‘deadliest vaccine ever made.”

These statements are not just false;
they are irresponsible, and they are
disqualifying. Given his track record,
we cannot just hope that if RFK, Jr.,
finally gets power to undermine vac-
cines—a cause that he has, by the way,
dedicated considerable time and money
and effort to—that he will just give
that up. That is not believable, espe-
cially when we know the lawyer help-
ing him put together a team has tried
to have 14 different vaccines pulled
from the market himself—including,
by the way, the polio vaccine.
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And if you are thinking, well, he
can’t really do anything about vac-
cines, you need to think again. If con-
firmed, RFK, Jr., would have tremen-
dous power to undermine vaccines. He
could influence FDA’s approval of med-
icine and drugs. He could directly ap-
point people to CDC’s vaccine board,
which influences vaccine coverage and
costs.

He said he will fire top researchers by
the hundreds and pause infectious dis-
ease research for years—a threat far
beyond vaccines, I would say.

And let’s not downplay the fact that,
as Secretary, he would have one of the
biggest megaphones in the world to
spread anti-vaccine misinformation.

Maybe you are someone who thinks:
So what if we have more whooping
cough, or: A lot of people had measles,
but they lived. I realize some people
probably think like that because they
have never seen the reality of these
terrible diseases because vaccines have
been so effective.

A nurse recently shared online what
whooping cough can do to a baby, what
she has watched families go through
herself. I will warn you: It was soul
crushing. First, the baby can’t stop
coughing—not even to eat, not even to
breathe.

Then come seizures and strokes, then
a breathing tube and a ventilator, and
finally a machine to take over failing
heart and lung function, and then they
die. That is horrific. That is whooping
cough, and it is far from the only dis-
ease at risk of a comeback. We don’t
want that to happen here in this coun-
try or around the globe.

Let’s talk about measles. It is one of
the world’s most contagious diseases.
It is easily spread by coughing and
sneezing. It lingers in the air for hours.
You are contagious 4 days before you
develop a rash and 4 days after. Now,
before the vaccine, millions of people
caught measles annually, meaning
thousands were hospitalized, hundreds
died, most of them young children.

But this is not just history. Do you
want to know what RFK, Jr., would do
as Secretary of Health? I want you to
look at Samoa. Before Samoa had a
measles outbreak, he was there—he
was there propping up vaccine deniers
and falsely blaming deaths on the mea-
sles vaccine. After Samoa had a tre-
mendous measles outbreak with over
100 hospitalized and at least 83 dead,
mostly kids, no apology from him, no
admitting he was wrong. Instead, he
doubled down and wrote to the Prime
Minister suggesting vaccines were part
of the problem.

That is who we want to put in charge
of our Nation’s healthcare? What do we
think is going to happen? How many
outright lies are we going to tolerate?
How many deaths before we realize this
nonsense is dangerous?

And, look, the vaccine lies just
scratch the surface here. This is some-
one who won’t accept that HIV causes
AIDS. This is someone who thinks
chemicals in the water might turn peo-
ple gay; he said that. This is someone
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who thinks 5G wireless is being used to
‘“‘control our behavior.”

This is not someone we in the U.S.
Senate should be telling the American
people to trust on healthcare. He is not
someone we should be handing the le-
vers of power.

For that matter, the same goes for
some of Trump’s other healthcare
nominees who have ignored science and
promoted false conspiracy theories. His
nominee to lead the CRC is an anti-
abortion extremist with zero public
health experience—unless you count
peddling the conspiracy theory that
vaccines cause autism or promoting
junk healthcare plans. Then you have
Dr. Oz, who has been named to lead
CMS—someone who is known for push-
ing quack treatments and debunked
junk science, who will be shaping
health coverage for millions despite
clear conflicts of interest.

I cannot drive home enough to the
U.S. Senate: This is not a game. These
are not political roles without con-
sequence. They have real power over
whether Americans can get basic infor-
mation and healthcare.

I want to end on this note, and it is
important. Vaccines save lives. That is
not a question. It is not a slogan. It is
a fact. If you cannot accept that fact;
if you cannot be honest with the Amer-
ican people about it; if, when parents
look to you, worried about their new-
born, wanting to do what is best for
their baby, trusting your advice as a
public health leader, if you cannot tell
them the same truth that centuries of
science and experience tell us, which is
that vaccines are safe and effective and
lifesaving, then you have absolutely no
business leading the Department of
Health and Human Services. None.
That should not be up for debate.

A vaccine denier should not be our
highest ranking healthcare official.

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. JOHNSON. 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 Wisconsin.

GOVERNMENT SPENDING

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I think
by now you have seen all kinds of dif-
ferent versions of this depressing chart
of total U.S. debt.

Back in 1998—and we will be talking
about that year—when Bill Clinton was
President and we had our first budget
surplus since 1969, the debt level was
about $56% trillion.

When I arrived here in my first year
in the Senate in 2011, the debt was
about $14 trillion. I ran, quite honestly,
because we were mortgaging our chil-
dren’s future.

I will talk a little bit about 2014 when
President Obama had a certain spend-
ing level that was up to $17%% trillion.
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As recent as 2019, before the pan-
demic, our debt was somewhere around
$22% trillion.

Today, our debt exceeds $36 trillion
on a path toward much higher heights.

If you look at President Biden’s final
budget here, he is predicting our total
debt will be $562 trillion in 10 years.
This is clearly not sustainable. As I
said, this is a depressing reality.

The result of all that debt—one of
the many results—was the devaluation
of the dollar. A dollar you held in 1998
is only worth 51 cents today. We have
basically cut the value of a dollar in
half since 1998. In 2014 when President
Obama was President—mow the value
of that dollar is only worth 74 cents.
The value of the dollar prior to the
pandemic, 2019, is now only worth 80
cents. That is why people can’t afford
things.

This inflation caused by massive def-
icit spending—+this is the stealth tax on
every American. It is a very regressive
tax. It primarily hurts people at the
bottom part of the income spectrum.
Wealthy individuals have stocks, and
they have other assets that inflate as
the dollar devalues. So, again, this
harm primarily affects lower income
Americans. The men and women who
work are harmed by this.

This can’t go on. This is an outrage.
This is a tragedy.

I just want to ask a bit of a hypo-
thetical here before we talk about this
chart. Let’s say you are an American
family of four, and you are doing pret-
ty good. You make and you spend
about $100,000 a year.

Let’s say the next year, you have a
serious illness in your family, and all
of a sudden, you have major medical
bills totaling $50,000. So the next year,
you spend $150,000.

Well, let’s say you get some good
news. That medical condition is now
solved. Your family member is healed.
What would most American families
do? If their income level stayed the
same—around $100,000—I don’t think
they would keep spending at a $150,000
level. They certainly wouldn’t borrow
$50,000 to maintain that spending level.
They would reduce their spending level
back to what it was before the illness,
right? It would go back to somewhere
around 100,000 bucks, maybe a little bit
more based on inflation. That is not
what the Federal Government did.
This, I know, is shocking most Ameri-
cans as I am laying out the reality of
the situation. In 2019, prior to the pan-
demic, total Federal Government
spending was $4.4 trillion. Then we had
COVID, and I think we very unwisely
shut down a lot of our economy. It de-
stroyed people’s businesses. It de-
stroyed people’s lives, our miserable
failed response to COVID. It cost a lot
of money. So Washington went on a
massive spending spree, and in the year
of the pandemic, we spent actually
closer to $6.6 trillion.

Now, again, if it would have been like
a normal family, once the pandemic
passed, we would have returned to
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some reasonable spending level, but we
didn’t do that. The last 5 years now, we
spent, on average, $6.5 trillion. That is
$2.1 trillion more than we spent in 2019.
There is no justification for that.

This last year, we spent a total of $6.9
trillion, $2.6 trillion—3$2.5 trillion high-
er than the $4.4 trillion. Again, there is
no justification for that.

So the question I have been asking is,
How do we return to a reasonable,
prepandemic spending level?

I will guarantee you that the people
who voted for President Trump do not
expect the Federal Government is
going to continue spending at Presi-
dent Biden’s and the Democrats who
have been in charge, at their spending
levels. This is wunacceptable. It is
unsustainable.

So what I have done is, I have laid
out a couple different options here.
Again, I will use another analogy. Let’s
say that same family of four I was
talking about with an income of
$100,00, let’s say they have a baby. Now
their population, their family size, has
increased 25 percent. I think most peo-
ple recognize that if that family of four
could increase their income 25 percent,
from 100,000 to 125,000, and then tack on
an amount for inflation—let’s say it is
3 percent inflation—up to 128,750, I
think most people would recognize now
that family has been kept whole. They
have been made whole. They have been
able to maintain their standard of liv-

ing.

Well, I think the same thing would be
true for the Federal Government, for
Americans living within America, you
know, looking at different benefits the
Federal Government bestows on Ameri-
cans as it extracts our hard-earned tax
dollars.

So I went back to a number of dif-
ferent years prior to the pandemic. I
went back to 1998. Again, that was the
first year we actually had a budget sur-
plus since 1969. That is how irrespon-
sible the government has always been.
But back in 1998, what a magic mo-
ment. We actually had a budget sur-
plus. That was under Bill Clinton. We
spent $1.7 trillion.

That is obviously too low because we
have had inflation, because we have
had population growth. So what I have
done in each one of these scenarios
here is I have taken the basic spending
levels. I have increased them based on
population growth and inflation, plus I
exempt Social Security, Medicare, and
interest. And I have plugged in Presi-
dent Biden’s 2025 budget amounts for
Social Security, Medicare, and inter-
est.

So the result of that analysis for 1998,
for Bill Clinton’s spending level—I
don’t think anybody would really
argue that Bill Clinton spent too little
in 1998—if you did that, the increase
would be based on population and infla-
tion, plus you use today’s 2025 Social
Security, Medicare, and interest ex-
pense, you would end up with $5.5 tril-
lion.

Now, it is not a secret. The reason I
chose 1998—I looked at all of these
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years. Doing that with 1998 spending
levels, if you compare that to Presi-
dent Biden’s budgeted revenue for this
year, which has not decreased because
of the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act—the rev-
enue has consistently increased to $5.5
trillion—we would have a balanced
budget. What everybody says is impos-
sible to achieve, going back to Bill
Clinton’s spending levels, increasing
them by population and inflation and
using today’s Social Security, Medi-
care, and interest expense would bal-
ance the budget. We wouldn’t have to
increase the debt ceiling. We wouldn’t
be experiencing or threatened by more
inflation.

OK. If that is too reasonable for
Washington, DC, let’s look at another
scenario. Let’s take a look at Barack
Obama’s—President Obama’s—spending
levels in 2014. Again, I don’t think
President Obama was spending too lit-
tle in 2014. I was here. He was spending
too much.

But if you take his 2014 levels, inflate
them by population growth since then
and inflation, using today’s Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and interest, we
would be spending $6.2 trillion this
year. Pretty reasonable. Not a bal-
anced budget, but a whole lot better
than the 6.9 or the $7.3 trillion that
President Biden budgeted for this
year—a far more reasonable spending
level.

But if you don’t like that, if that is
just too reasonable, too aggressive for
you, just go back to 2019 when we spent
$4.4 trillion, increase it by population
growth, inflation, using President
Biden’s Social Security, Medicare, and
interest, it would be 6.5. I mean, I
think that is completely unacceptable.
That has been the average.

If we increase that $2.1 above the $4.4
trillion, it would still be a whole lot
better than President Biden’s 7.3 tril-
lion or last year’s spending of $6.9 tril-
lion.

How can anybody justify spending at
this level when we were only spending
$4.4 trillion 5 years ago?

Here is what I am suggesting. Set
those other scenarios aside. President
Trump was just elected. Again, I don’t
think anybody—certainly not me. I
voted for President Trump. I was not
expecting President Trump, and I do
not expect him, to come into office and
accept and spend at President Biden’s
levels. So I would encourage President
Trump to go back and take a look at
the final budget he proposed for fiscal
year 2021 and look at his estimate for
spending in 2025.

So I have done the exact same thing.
I am using the fiscal year 2025 esti-
mates from his last budget, but I am
using this year’s Social Security, Medi-
care, and interest expense. If we do
that, we are looking at a spending level
of $6 trillion.

So, again, we can look at individual
expense items. You can take a look at
defense, if you don’t think we are
spending enough on that, if it is too
risky a world. I mean, somewhere with-
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in the range of 5.5, which would lit-
erally balance our budget, up to 6, $6.2
trillion, that is a reasonable base that
we ought to include in a budget we will
be passing this year, and that should
drive future spending. That would reset
spending levels to a far more reason-
able level.

Again, let me just reemphasize,
whether we use Bill Clinton’s 1998
spending level, which would result in a
$56.5 trillion baseline; Barack Obama’s
2014 spending levels, which would re-
sult in a baseline budget of $6.2 trillion;
or President Trump’s final budget,
which would result in a $6 trillion
spending level, that is a reasonable ap-
proach.

That is what families do. That is
what businesses in America are forced
do. They don’t just say: Spend what-
ever you want. Put 70 percent of our
spending budget on automatic pilot.
We will never look at it. We will just
spend whatever we want.

That is how you bankrupt a family.
That is how you bankrupt a business.
That is how we are mortgaging our
children’s future. It has to stop.

So I am putting everybody on notice.
I am on the Budget Committee. I am
on the Finance Committee. I am going
to insist that the budget we pass now
that Republicans are in control of the
Senate returns to some reasonable
baseline.

Listen, I am reasonable. I will nego-
tiate. I am not saying this is gospel;
this is etched in stone. But President
Trump, our majority leader, our major-
ity leadership, House leadership, they
are going to have to justify to me how
you would justify spending more than
these reasonable baselines.

I ran in 2010 because we were mort-
gaging our children’s future. I remem-
ber doing parades, shouting that. “We
are mortgaging our children’s future.”
It is immoral. It has to stop. We are
spending 24, 25 percent of GDP at the
Federal Government level. That is not
the vision of our Founding Fathers, of
sovereign states where government is
primarily at the State level, at the
local level, where it is close to the peo-
ple, where it is more efficient, it is
more effective, and it is more account-
able.

Now Washington is gobbling up all of
our resources, borrowing these vast
amounts of money, devaluing our cur-
rency. They are not solving problems.
They are not reducing poverty. They
are not making lives better. They are
putting American lives at risk.

And as Government grows, our free-
doms recede. And Americans have to
understand that of all the things that
have made this country great, the men
and women who have worked and built
this marvel of a nation, the one essen-
tial ingredient they have always used
is just that, freedom. It is freedom that
allowed them to dream and aspire and
build and create this marvel of a coun-
try. It is freedom that will allow these
young people sitting in front of me
here to do the same thing.
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But as long as government continues
to grow, those freedoms will nec-
essarily recede. It is a direct relation-
ship. So we have allowed government
to grow way too large. It influences far
too much of our lives, negatively influ-
ences it.

We need to jealously guard our free-
dom. We need to jealously reclaim our
freedom. And the best way to do that is
to shrink the size, the scope, and the
cost of the government and its influ-
ence over our lives. And the only way
you do that is you have to reduce total
spending by the Federal Government.
This is the metric. We talk about all
kinds of things. That is the metric.

And one final point: We are not going
to be able to tax our way out of this.
We don’t have a taxation problem; we
have a spending problem. I want to
make my final comment, the refuting
of the false narrative that we hear ad
nauseam from the other side. The Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act did not cause our
deficits. When the CBO scored that, the
score at the time it passed was that it
was going to reduce revenue and in-
crease our deficits by $1.5 trillion. And
CBO then after passage, I think April
of 2018, projected out revenue for 10
years. If you take a look at that rev-
enue from 2018 to 2024, we actually
have the actual results. They projected
about $27 trillion worth of revenue over
that 7-year period. The actual amount
of revenue we raised from 2018 to 2024
was $28.7 trillion. We beat CBO’s esti-
mate by $1.7 trillion. So if the original
score is 1.5 trillion—it was—in 7 years,
we actually beat their estimate by 1.7.
We paid for that tax cut in 7 years, plus
$200 billion.

And we had the severe COVID reces-
sion in the middle of that. So don’t be-
lieve anybody that tells you that Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act caused our deficits.
They didn’t. They paid for themselves
in less than 7 years and then some.

We have a spending problem in this
country. There is no justification for
going from $4.4 trillion to $6.5 trillion,
and now we are at 6.9 with no end in
sight.

This is immoral, what we are doing
to our children. We have got to get this
under control, and this is about as good
a rationale, as good a justification for
setting some dollar limit and using the
budget process unlike we have ever
used it before, not just for being able to
pass some Kind of reconciliation pack-
age with a mere majority vote but ac-
tually use the budget the way Amer-
ican families and American businesses
do to set the spending limits.

And then ask our committees and the
chair of our committees to take those
budget caps seriously and figure out
how they can structure spending, how
they can structure these programs to
actually live within those budget caps,
and, again, if they actually used Bill
Clinton’s 1998 spending level and in-
flate it the way I have done here, actu-
ally balance the budget.

That is what the people who came
out in November voting for President
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Trump, that is their goal. That is their
expectation. I suggest we live up to
their expectations.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
RICKETTS). The Senator from Kansas.

TRIBUTE TO TOM BRANDT

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, for the
past 8 years, I have benefited from the
service, hard work, and loyalty of my
communications director and deputy
chief of staff Tom Brandt.

Tom has worked in three congres-
sional offices and is well-known and re-
spected in the Senate by reporters,
staffers, and my colleagues. His career
as a staffer on Capitol Hill is con-
cluding, and I am sad about that; but
he will continue serving the American
people as he pursues one of his other
passions, and that is a passion for
space exploration and NASA.

I want to express my gratitude to
him for his service to the people of
Kansas and to me. Tom is from Oak-
land Park, KS, and comes from a long
line of Kansans. He embodies Kansas
values of hard work, determination,
and generosity, and I know he learned
these traits from his role models, his
parents Carl and Nancy Brandt.

You have raised a great son, and I
thank you for that.

His career on Capitol Hill began in
Missouri Senator Roy Blunt’s office,
first in the House and then in the U.S.
Senate. He earned Roy’s trust early on
as a driver. That is how we often meet
some of our best members of our staff.
And he, too, maintained a relationship
with Roy during his tenure here in the
U.S. Senate. I asked Roy to tell me
something about Tom, and he said:

Tom Brandt came to work for me in the
House and was such an asset that I asked
him to join our Senate press team. Tom al-
ways understood how to take advantage of
the moment and the value of a clear mes-
sage. I know Senator MORAN and his office
will miss Tom when he leaves as much as we
did.

Tom’s career took him to work on
various campaigns and, eventually,
back to Capitol Hill where he worked
for Kansas Congresswoman Lynn Jen-
kins during her time as the House GOP
conference vice chair.

It was in her office that Tom was
able to first pursue his passion for
NASA. Lynn provided me with some
thoughts, in her words, that she want-
ed to share about Tom:

Tom is one of my all-time favorite co-
workers.

When I asked her—this is me talking
now—when I asked her whether I
should hire Tom Brandt, she said: He is
the best I ever hired.

He is hardworking, honest, intelligent,
kind and funny. Tom has a deep appreciation
for his home State of Kansas and served it
extremely well in his time in my office.

That is Lynn Jenkins speaking.

But, in many ways, it was his penance, as
you see Tom is perhaps the worst kind of
traitor a native Kansan can be—he chose to
attend college at the University of Missouri.
Tom’s interest in NASA and space policy is
lifelong.
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Again, Jenkins
speaking.

Years ago, when he worked as my commu-
nications director, he requested to handle
my office’s space legislative portfolio. Given
I represented a district with no NASA pres-
ence and didn’t serve on any committee of
jurisdiction, no one [in our office actually
handled that topic.] In response, my Chief of
Staff told Tom, ‘‘Sure, go for it, but it never
comes up.”’ Tom did take it and immediately
reached out to NASA staff. Soon after, he set
up my office’s first of many interactions
with NASA.

That is the end of Lynn Jenkins’
quote.

After working in the House and pri-
vate sector, Tom began working in our
office in 2017. It became evident to me
early on that one of Tom’s greatest
strengths is his ability to quickly build
friendships and collaborations. He can
quickly put folks at ease with his
warm smile and personality. I always
thought that smile, he was smirking at
me every time I saw him. I got accus-
tomed to that smile as something
much better than a smirk.

He will take the time to talk with
frustrated constituents to assure them
they have been heard and that he will
do his best to help. And Tom always
follows through on his promises.

The relationships he formed over the
years expands from everyone—House
Members, U.S. Senators, staff in both
places—and these relationships have
aided Tom in his work.

Early on in his time in my office, he
took a trip to Taiwan and established
relationships with officials he met in
the Taiwanese Government, and he
maintained those relationships after
returning home. During the COVID-19
pandemic, Taiwan generously offered
to send face masks and personal pro-
tection equipment to the TUnited
States. Tom reached out to his indi-
vidual friends he had made, and he
asked them if any of that equipment
could be sent to Kansas to help the
hospitals that were in desperate need.
Tom’s request resulted in Taiwan send-
ing 100,000 surgical masks to Kansas.

In a moment of great need, Tom
found a way to bring help and aid to
the people of his home State.

In his role as communications direc-
tor—I expected a lot of press to be sit-
ting in the Gallery, but I see none. In
his role as communications director,
Tom has been a steadying hand helping
me untangle my own thoughts and ex-
press my positions in a way that is
more clear and winsome.

When I have had to speak after tak-
ing an unpopular stand or something
that had caused me to be misunder-
stood—either on policy or legislation—
Tom always had my back, advocating
for me and my positions, even when he
had to face the anger of those who dis-
agreed.

He has helped clear the way for tough
but important legislation. I would
highlight one, the Empowering Olym-
pic and Amateur Athletes Act that was
born out of our investigation into the
abuses of gymnasts and other Amer-
ican athletes.

Congresswoman
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He has shown compassion toward vet-
erans suffering from illnesses as the re-
sult of their service, and we worked to-
gether to pass the PACT Act to help
those who had encountered Agent Or-
ange and burn pit victims.

And he has always shown grit and de-
termination, working through the
night on many occasions, helping me
find exactly the right words to say to
express my position to my constituents
and the world.

As an HEagle Scout, Tom lives by the
Eagle Scout motto: ‘“Be prepared.” He
is always prepared with the right an-
swer and for the tough questions from
reporters, like the time a reporter
reached out to see if ‘“‘Senator JERRY
MORAN was playing golf with Vice
President Pence.”” Tom, in all his wis-
dom, responded, ‘‘Mike Pence golfs?”’

Again, he has the gift to commu-
nicate.

While I congratulate Tom on his new
job at NASA, his absence will be felt
not only by me and by our team but by
his many friends and colleagues on
Capitol Hill.

Tom, we will miss your communica-
tions and policy expertise, your humor-
ous quips and one-liners, your loyalty
to the Kansas City Chiefs and Red Fri-
day, and, above all, your friendship and
passion for making the world a better
place for Kansans and Americans.

I will miss, Tom, our nearly daily
walks as I come over here to vote. It is
a difficult job to be a comms director
for a Senator who almost always shies
away about visiting with reporters.
Thanks for helping me explain my er-
rors and celebrating our accomplish-
ments. You had no responsibility for
the errors and a great deal to do with
the accomplishments.

Thank you for doing your job so
well—pretty good for a Mizzou grad.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—AMENDMENTS

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I have
come to the floor to talk about the im-
pact of the Laken Riley bill upon chil-
dren here in the United States of
America and to suggest that we have a
debate over several amendments de-
signed as to how to more appropriately
treat our children who reside here in
the United States so we do not end up
doing significant injury to them, which
I very much believe is going to be the
result if we proceed without some
changes.

But let me start just by noting that
my thoughts are—as I think the
thoughts of every Senator are—with
Laken Riley’s family.

Whenever there is a tragedy—no
tragedy should happen, whether it is
perpetuated by a citizen or it is perpet-
uated by an immigrant. Americans
should be safe in their communities. It
is absolutely clear that we need com-
prehensive, commonsense immigration
reform.

Here in the Senate, Democrats and
Republicans worked together back in
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2013 to pass just such a bill—an enor-
mous investment in border security 12
years ago, approved in this body by
Democrats and Republicans together.
That bill never got a hearing in the
House of Representatives. So I hope we
will, in fact, try to resurrect the spirit
that inspired us 12 years ago in this
coming year for comprehensive reform.

This particular bill is very troubling
in how it impacts children. I am trou-
bled that a bill of such consequence
and, quite frankly, legal complexity
was brought to the floor without going
through a committee. Really, here in
the Senate, the way to do responsible
work on complicated, consequential
bills is to have them go before a com-
mittee so the committee can bring in
all the experts necessary to resolve dis-
putes and misunderstandings about
how the bill might work. From that
common understanding, needed re-
forms can be implemented. But here on
the floor of the Senate, where often
only one or two of us are here at a
time, there is no such consideration.
We can’t bring experts to the floor here
to resolve these issues.

My colleague from Alabama is here
today, and when I propose that we con-
sider certain amendments, I anticipate
that she is going to object, although I
will try to persuade her otherwise with
the logic of my presentation. But I
would say that the core point stands
that this bill is consequential, it is
complicated, and the potential impact
on children is dramatic. So let’s work
to prevent something really awful from
happening here in our country because
I know that is not the intent of my col-
league.

This bill as written requires ICE offi-
cers to detain individuals who have
neither been charged nor convicted of a
crime—neither charged nor convicted.
Children imprisoned without being
charged or convicted of a crime—that
is what this bill does.

In the current system, children can
be, in fact, detained, but it is at discre-
tion on the front end and discretion on
the back end to understand the whole
of the circumstances. Is the individual
a flight risk? Does the individual pose
a risk to the community? Are we talk-
ing about an assault with a deadly
weapon or are we talking about grab-
bing and eating an apple while walking
down the aisle of a grocery store? That
discretion is obliterated in this bill.

If a b-year-old girl in either of our
States—I am from Oregon, and Senator
BRITT from Alabama—gets hungry and
grabs that apple, the Laken Riley Act
says that young girl, if arrested, must
be put into an ICE prison—must be,
without discretion—and there is no
provision in the bill to get that girl
out. There is no required review.

This is an obliteration of everything
we understand about due process. A
child arrested but never charged be-
cause there was, in fact, in the end, no
evidence—no conviction because since
there is no evidence, there is no trial—
is still sitting in prison without re-
course, in an ICE prison.
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This is not the America I know, and
I don’t believe this is the America my
colleagues across the aisle want. So I
come here to say let’s work together to
fix this bill. That is what we are look-
ing to do today.

I have three amendments. I will ex-
plain each of the amendments before I
ask unanimous consent to set aside the
pending amendment so that the amend-
ment can, in fact, be debated and voted
on.

The first amendment excludes chil-
dren from this bill. If the idea is that
mandatory detention should apply to
adults, then let’s exclude children.
Children would still be subject to po-
tential detention that exists under the
current law at the discretion—in fact,
under current law, they can be de-
tained with discretion even just for an
arrest, before they have been charged
or convicted, but there is discretion in-
volved.

I know of no case in which there has
been permanent, mandatory imprison-
ment of a child who has only been ar-
rested and never charged and never
convicted in the entire history of the
United States of America, and we are
about to change that. That is wrong.

So, Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent to set aside the pending
amendment so I can offer my amend-
ment No. 73; that there be up to 15 min-
utes for debate on the amendment; and
that upon the use or yielding back of
time, the Senate vote on the amend-
ment without further intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mrs. BRITT. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. President, with all due re-
spect to my colleague from Oregon, he
voted against even proceeding to this
bill. Now he is attempting to force
amendments onto the bill outside of
the bipartisan amendment process that
we are working through.

Look, I get it. I understand the frus-
tration when your caucus is working
and your bill doesn’t get called up to be
voted on. But the truth is, we are
working diligently to make sure that
all voices are heard.

I also find it really interesting be-
cause for the past 4 years under the
failed Biden-HARRIS administration’s
open border policies, I have not seen
one bill be brought to the floor from
this side of the aisle to really focus on
what is happening to children as a re-
sult of these policies.

If you look at our wide-open border,
we have had over 468,000 unaccom-
panied children come across our border
in the last 4 years. When you look at
the numbers that HHS has put out,
they admit to losing at least 85,000
children. Where has the outrage been?

My colleagues and I on this side of
the aisle have been diligently bringing
this to the forefront time and time
again, even holding our own version of
a hearing because we couldn’t get our
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Democratic colleagues to shine light
on this. How dare they step out of line
with Biden and HARRIS and their open
border policy and agenda. How dare
they. They should have. We did, and we
will continue to make sure that we
speak up for these kids.

When you look at what is happening
to migrant children being trafficked, in
many cases, from drug trafficking, to
sex trafficking, to stories that are ab-
solutely gut-wrenching and heart-
breaking, something has to be done,
and it begins with making sure that we
have accountability and that we are
taking criminals off our streets.

It is not just migrant children who
have paid the price for the failed poli-
cies of this last administration; it is
American children as well.

Look at 12-year-old Jocelyn
Nungaray in Texas, who was brutally
raped and murdered by two men who
never should have been here. Look at
Laken Riley, who last Friday would
have celebrated her 23rd birthday had
she still been on this Earth. Had this
bill been enacted, Laken Riley would
still be alive.

This bill is a lifesaving bill. This bill
protects children.

We are going to continue to fight to
expose the detrimental impact of the
Biden-Harris open border policies, and
we on this side of the aisle look for-
ward to joining with those on the other
side of the aisle who are willing to
make commonsense, targeted reforms
to keep Americans safe.

Because of that, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. My colleague laid
out quite a set of factors there, but
let’s not blur the picture. The picture
is this: A child came here when they
were 2 months old. They have been
here for 12 years or 14. They walk out
of a store with a group of children. A
police officer thinks they saw them put
something into their pocket and ar-
rests them. It turns out they didn’t put
anything into their pocket. Nothing
was in there, but they have been ar-
rested. Now ICE is required to indefi-
nitely imprison that child—that child
in Alabama who was going to be a
great, outstanding member of their
school and of their community—sen-
tencing that child, with no charge, no
conviction, no crime, to prison. We
know exactly what harm that type of
imprisonment does.

That is what this amendment is
about. I can’t take on all of the other
issues, but I will say that last year, we
had a bipartisan group develop a com-
prehensive bill, and my colleagues
across the aisle blocked it from coming
to the floor. But that was last year’s
debate.

This is a bill that has a purpose, but
I don’t think the purpose is to wrongly,
indefinitely, mandatorily imprison in-
nocent children. So I would ask my col-
league, while you are objecting now,
let’s continue this conversation be-
cause it is that important to fairness
in America.
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There is a legal difference of opinion
currently, so I am just going to de-
scribe that. It was sold on the House
side by saying that there is a settle-
ment called the Flores settlement
which will continue to protect children
and prevent this from happening—an
innocent child indefinitely detained in
prison with no review process.

But let’s turn to the counsel for Flo-
res. The counsel for Flores has put out
a detailed statement. I have a copy. I
understand that other lawyers may
have other opinions, but these are the
experts.

They say: The Flores settlement does
not apply to undocumented children in
the community. It applies only to chil-
dren detained in Federal immigration
custody by DHS under Customs and
Border Protection or Immigration and
Customs Enforcement in certain cir-
cumstances and so on and so forth.
‘“Neither the Flores Settlement, nor
any other existing legal protection,
would prevent undocumented children
from being mandatorily detained by
ICE under the Laken Riley Act’ as it
is currently written.

It goes on to note and explain that
the Flores settlement is a consent de-
cree, and law, Federal law, trumps con-
sent decrees.

It goes on to say that ‘‘children, in-
cluding toddlers, are not exempted
from the Laken Riley Act” and that
24 states have no minimum age for
prosecuting children,” meaning you
can be arrested at any age, even a tod-
dler.

So I will ask my colleague not, again,
to consider granting consent for this
amendment, but I would ask that you
work with me to explore this topic and
see if we can fix this problem to our
mutual satisfaction so we don’t do
harm to children, if you would consider
doing that.

Mrs. BRITT. I will always work with
you to talk about how we can help chil-
dren—always.

Mr. MERKLEY. Thank you.

We are in the same hallway over in
the Hart Building.

Mrs. BRITT. Neighbors.

Mr. MERKLEY. I look forward to co-
operating on many topics, but this is
perhaps the most important one at the
moment.

A second amendment that I have cre-
ates some of the flexibility that exists
in current law that doesn’t exist under
this bill. It requires DHS to employ
what is referred to as the best interest
standard for the child. This is a stand-
ard that is used in virtually every sin-
gle State in the foster care and child
service industry.

And so the amendment reads—it is
nice to have very short amendments. It
requires DHS to only detain children in
a manner consistent with the best in-
terest of the child and that does not
abrogate, modify, or replace protec-
tions for children in applicable Federal
law, regulation, court orders, and de-
crees—in other words, preserving the
flexibility that exists in current law,
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which means could be detained but
that a judge can consider the totality
of the circumstances, the level of the
crime, whether or not there is a flight
risk, whether or not there is a poten-
tial harm to the community.

The best interest standard seems like
an appropriate thing to apply when we
are, in fact, collectively striving for
the best interest of the children.

So I ask unanimous consent to set
aside the pending amendment so that I
may offer up amendment No. 72; that
there be up to 15 minutes for debate on
the amendment; and that upon the use
or yielding back of time, the Senate
vote on the amendment without fur-
ther intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Alabama.

Mrs. BRITT. Mr. President, reserving
my right to object, we have repeatedly
confirmed with ICE that all existing
consent decrees would continue to
apply. This amendment addresses
something the bill doesn’t do.

And as I have said, the Laken Riley
Act would protect kids. It is bipar-
tisan; it is targeted; and it is common
sense. That is why we want to keep it
that way. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I do
disagree with my colleague because
this bill eliminates the flexibility in
the current system to consider the to-
tality of the circumstances, and restor-
ing the best interest standard that
every State is intimately familiar with
is remedying the lack of flexibility in
the bill as it is written.

But again, we will continue this con-
versation. I view coming to the floor
and having this dialogue as kind of a
way for us to do something that is too
rare—way too rare—here in the Senate.
We rarely have these types of conversa-
tions in front of the American people,
and I think it is important we have
them, especially when there is some
value—that maybe we share the same
value but have different interpreta-
tions of how that value will be im-
pacted. I am sure we share the same
value on trying not to do kids wrong.
That is why I value this dialogue with
my colleague, and I hope it will lead to
the opportunity to resolve these issues.

I have a third amendment, and the
third amendment is related to another
aspect of the way children are affected,
including American citizen children.

Imagine the parent who goes to work
who is accused—I don’t know—of steal-
ing a tool out of the factory, and so he
is arrested or she is arrested. And now,
under this bill, that adult has to be
locked up—no flexibility on the front
end—even though it turns out that
they did not steal the tool; they had
nothing in their bag that they had with
them. The officer thought they did;
they didn’t. They never get charged.
They never get convicted so there is no
trial. They are charged. But that par-

S215

ent who has maybe one, two, three,
four American citizen children at home
waiting for them—they come home
from school, and no parent comes
home. They have to be locked up under
this bill.

So we are not just talking about an
impact in this bill on immigrant chil-
dren. We are talking about an impact
on citizen children. Now, I care about
both, but I just want to note that there
has been a conversation about this bill
as if it only affects immigrants. No, it
affects American citizens too. It affects
spouses who might be American citi-
zens. It certainly affects the children
who are likely American citizens.

So this amendment says that if an
adult with children under 17 is subject
to the mandatory detention that cur-
rently has no end, no back end to it,
has no ability to appeal—it is perma-
nent detention, permanent imprison-
ment—that if they have children at
home, after 30 days, there would be a
court proceeding to consider whether
or not the conditions should exist for
release after the normal set of issues
are considered, such as is this person a
danger to the community; is this per-
son a flight risk; can they be released
with bail—the same things we have
now—because back at that home are a
bunch of children, maybe noncitizen
children, maybe citizen children, but a
bunch of children who are going: My
parent never came home. I am not just
a latchkey kid with a parent coming
home at 10 p.m. because that is when
their shift ends; I am a kid who doesn’t
know what the hell to do now, and my
life has been shattered.

So this would create the opportunity
for that flexibility that exists in cur-
rent law after 30 days of mandatory de-
tention. I think it is an appropriate
way to address the potential for impact
that I am sure no one intended in writ-
ing this bill, which was to leave a
bunch of children back in a home with
no parent and no support.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to set aside the pending amend-
ment so that I can offer amendment
No. 71; that there be up to 15 minutes
for debate on the amendment; and that
upon the use or yielding back of time,
the Senate vote on the amendment
without further intervening action or
debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Alabama.

Mrs. BRITT. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, we have heard a lot
of things that are untruthful about this
bill today. First off, no one’s due proc-
ess is taken with regard to their immi-
gration proceeding that may be moving
and the ability to see the criminal pro-
ceeding through to the end.

At the end of the day, we have to
make a decision, and that is the deci-
sion that is in front of my colleagues
right now. Are we going to protect
open border policies or are we going to
protect kids?

I mean, we are seeing, even in this
conversation about carveouts and
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whatnot—you have got teen migrant
gangs running rampant in New York
City, allegedly running theft rings,
with children as young as 11.

Think about what you do when you
think about each one of these things
we have discussed today. If you were to
carve out a certain kid or a certain
age, you don’t make that kid safer; you
make them a greater target for the
drug cartels, for the people looking to
move crime.

We have to make sure that we are
taking a commonsense approach to
this. And at the end of the day, if you
don’t commit a crime, you are going to
be good.

So I am here today to say it is time
to pass the Laken Riley Act. It is past
time to do that—having a common-
sense, targeted approach that, no, does
not fix everything.

I hear my colleague’s frustration
with regard to regular order of last
year. I would like to echo that. You
think about what we are dealing with
right now. We have had over 11 million
people come across the border under
the Biden-Harris administration. Some
people say that number is much higher.
There are at least 2 million that came
across the border that we don’t know
who they are, where they are going, or
what their intentions are.

You look at the nondetained docket
we have here in our country—7.8 mil-
lion. You look at those who have been
given their due process—1.4 million
have been issued their final orders of
removal, meaning they have been given
their due process, and we have said:
You have no legal right to be here.

We have got to do better at tackling
every bit of that, and doing better
starts today. We are not only going to
do right by Laken Riley and her leg-
acy; we are going to do right by the
children of this country, making it
safer and more secure. That is exactly
what this bill does. It is a bipartisan
piece of legislation, and we must keep
it strong and keep it that way.

So on that, Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I was
hoping those last two words weren’t ‘I
object.” But this is an important issue
that has been raised, and we need to
look carefully because there is no in-
tention to leave a houseful of children
home alone when the parent poses no
flight risk, has committed no crime,
poses no risk to the community, and
those children are being harmed.

In fact, I do take factual dispute with
a few of my colleague’s points. She
noted that no due process had been
taken. When you eliminate the discre-
tion on the front end, you change due
process. A judge can no longer say this
person is no flight risk, no risk to the
community, has children at home, so
we will put a high bond. They will ab-
solutely show up. We know where all
their relatives are. And that will be
best because, if the person is subse-
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quently charged, they will be there for
trial.

That due process is stripped away on
the front end. There is due process in
existence now on the back end, where a
person can challenge their detention
and whether or not they should be
there.

In fact, during the previous Trump
administration, there were children
who were released with such chal-
lenges, but that is taken away. So, yes,
due process is dramatically changed,
with a huge impact on children.

And my colleague mentioned that we
don’t want children to be targeted for
gangs. Amen to that. Who is more of a
target for gangs than children left
alone in the home because their parent
has been unjustly imprisoned? That
does exactly the opposite of what my
colleague wants to achieve.

So I know this conversation will con-
tinue; at least, I hope it will. We are
now under a filed cloture motion,
which means the majority intends to
close debate probably on Monday, and
yet one Democratic amendment has
been heard—one. The majority leader
has said he wants to do things dif-
ferently; that he wants there to be an
amendment process.

The amendment process I saw when I
first came to this Senate consisted of
standing up and saying: I have a rel-
evant, germane amendment. I am ask-
ing for the existing amendment to be
set aside so that mine can be brought
up, which puts it in a queue for consid-
eration. People can study it. And then
you go to a whole series of votes on all
those things that are in that queue.

We did this on Dodd-Frank. We did
this on ObamaCare. I think we should
do it here because the consequences are
high. But if that can’t be done, then I
would ask my colleague who has
worked so hard on this particular bill
to take a look at whether the Repub-
lican side will agree to hear these
amendments and vote on them. They
may be voted down, but I think they
are important.

I think it is extremely important
that kids not be wrapped up in this.
They can currently be detained, but it
is with discretion of the circumstances.
I think it is particularly important
that we have a standard for children in
terms of their best interest. I think it
is particularly important that we have
a way, after a few weeks, to have some
look at whether children who have
been left home alone—and if the cir-
cumstances are appropriate and there
is no flight risk, the circumstances are
appropriate and there is no community
risk—to help address that situation or
we are harming children this was never
meant to harm.

So I ask for my Republican col-
leagues to consider providing an oppor-
tunity because they—it takes 100 per-
cent. Every single Senator has to agree
to hear an amendment.

We used to have the Senate code. The
Senate code was: I won’t object to your
amendment. You don’t object to mine.
They are on the topic before us.
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These are on the topic before us.
These are not some crazy thing. These
are addressing core due process issues
that affect children. So I would ask
that at least they get some discussion
for the possibility of consideration.

I thank my colleague from Alabama
for coming and hearing me out as well
as—I am not really thanking you for
objecting, but I am thanking you in
the spirit in which I think you want to
do the right thing.

And I will keep striving to convince
you that the right thing here is we
should debate these amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

TRIBUTE TO KATHLENE ROWELL

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, it is
nearing the end of the week, and nor-
mally, that is when I come down to the
Senate floor to do my weekly—I try to
make it weekly—Alaskan of the Week
speech.

Now, I know for the pages, this is
their favorite speech of the week. You
get to hear about Alaska; you get to
hear about some great Alaskan doing
some great stuff. I usually try to give
a little update about what is going on
in our great State because it is always
something interesting. And then I en-
courage people watching on TV: Come
on up to Alaska; you are going to have
the trip of a lifetime if you do it.

So today the Alaskan of the Week is
someone very special to me and my
wife. I am going to talk in detail about
all she has done for our State. Her
name is Kathlene Rowell. And she has
worked for me in Alaska going on 15
years. The Presiding Officer under-
stands that as a former Governor,
where you have great staff that do
amazing things, not just for you and
your team but for the whole State.

Her title in the office has been dep-
uty State director, but she has been so
much more than that. She has literally
been the glue that has kept my whole
team together, not just since I have
been in the Senate but even before I be-
came a Senator.

So I am going to talk about Kathlene
real quick here in a minute as the
Alaskan of the Week. She so much de-
serves it. Just wanted to mention a few
things.

We are all, of course, praying for the
people impacted by the fires in Cali-
fornia. We are all ready to stand by to
help. The States are coming together.
My State is certainly a State that un-
derstands natural disasters, and, you
know, even in Alaska right now, An-
chorage just last week—didn’t make
any news down here—was hit with hur-
ricane-force winds on Sunday, up to 130
miles an hour. A lot of people—hun-
dreds—were without power, a lot of
property damage. So, you know, we are
thinking about our Alaskan colleagues
who were hit by that hurricane—there
is no other word—typhoon.

And, of course, praying for everybody
in Los Angeles. You know, with a State
and population that big, we all know
people. I have a good college roommate
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buddy of mine Tom McMillin, my two
sisters-in-law Janine and Jennifer,
they are all being real negatively im-
pacted by that. So we are thinking
about them.

In Alaska, I always like to give an
update. The Sun is actually coming
back. We hit the winter solstice. In An-
chorage, we are gaining about 4 min-
utes of sun a day; in Fairbanks, we are
gaining about 5 minutes of sun a day;
and in about a week, January 22, the
Sun will rise again in Utqiagvik, AK—
Barrow, AK—the top of North America.
That will be the first time the sun
comes up over the horizon in 2 months.
So they get a dark winter, and it is
cold up there.

The Iditarod, the Last Great Race, is
coming up March 2. If you are thinking
about coming to Alaska, don’t think
just this summer. Come up in the win-
ter, too; it is great. So that is a little
bit of update to tell what is going on.

Now, back to Kathlene Rowell, the
rock in our office whose last day—oh,
it breaks my heart, breaks my wife
Julie’s heart. Her last day was yester-
day.

So little bit of background about
Kathlene. She moved with her family
to Alaska from Chicago when she was 3
years old. Her father worked in the oil
fields and had been commuting to Alas-
ka, Illinois, Chicago—back and forth.
He thought it was time for the family
to come together, so they settled in
beautiful Eagle River, AK, a gorgeous—
and I mean gorgeous—patriotic com-
munity, mountainous community right
outside of Anchorage.

Kathlene went to Chugiak High. Go
Mustangs. She was an excellent, driven
student. Anyone who knows Kathlene
knows that ‘‘excellence’ is her motto.
Everything she does is excellent.

But we got confirmation from her
good friend Robyn Engibous—on my
staff, my deputy chief of staff here in
DC—who went to school with Kathlene
and remains very close, that, yes,
Kathlene was a straight-A student. We
knew that. She showed horses. She
worked at the coffee shop in Eagle
River called Jitters, a mainstay in that
great community. She excelled aca-
demically.

Went to college first in Colorado,
then in Washington State. Did a semes-
ter with the National Outdoor Leader-
ship, which she loved, and then came
back to Alaska, finished up, and grad-
uated from Alaska Pacific University
which, very importantly, she did well
there. But really, really importantly,
she met her husband Ben who is a great
guy. Great guy. They are a great cou-
ple.

So that is Kathlene’s early back-
ground. She then worked in the parks
division, division of parks and rec,
right at the department of natural re-
sources. That is when I first met her. I
was the new commissioner at DNR—we
call it DNR in Alaska; that covers ev-
erything in Alaska. We worked in the
same building. I was a brandnew com-
missioner, and I was looking for a spe-
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cial assistant—a young, smart, tal-
ented, special assistant—as the com-
missioner of the department of natural
resources.

Now, this is a big job, right? If Alas-
ka were its own country, it would be
the envy of the world in terms of re-
sources, strategic location, critical
minerals, our military, you name it.
DNR has a lot of responsibility over all
these things.

Matter of fact, not to go on a tangent
here, but I had an op-ed in the Wall
Street Journal today titled ‘‘Greenland
Is Nice, but Alaska Is Better.” Goes
into all this stuff about how great
Alaska is.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Wall Street Journal Op-
Ed, “Greenland Is Nice, but Alaska Is
Better,” be printed in the RECORD at
the end of my remarks. Just to give
you a sense of our great State there.

So I needed a special assistant. And I
was looking at all these resumes and
these lawyers and stuff, and here, for
the young pages, this is the value of
what they call an elevator speech. You
have heard of an elevator speech,
right? You have to make a pitch; you
have to make it quick. So I am getting
on the elevator, Kathlene at the time
she is probably mid, early twenties.
She is very young-looking, so then she
looked a lot younger than her early
twenties.

And she gets on the elevator, and,
boy, oh, boy, it was the elevator pitch:
Commissioner Sullivan, I understand
you are looking for a special assistant.

The elevator is going up, all these
people are listening: I believe I have
the qualities, the hard work, the eth-
ics, the commitment to excellence to
be your special assistant. I would like
to come by your office and interview.

Boom, the door opens. I was like,
dang, that was impressive. Elevator
pitch. So she made that. Came in,
interviewed, and I am like, I am hiring
her—none of these gung ho, high-
falutin lawyers; I am going to put my
trust in this young Alaskan. And, boy,
oh, boy, I am so glad I did. It was the
best elevator pitch I have ever seen.

Kathlene rolled up her sleeves and
learned everything she could, and be-
fore you knew it, she was running the
department of natural resources, which
in Alaska is the giant organization of
hundreds and hundreds of people, the
key to our economy.

She was working with my other spe-
cial assistant John Katchen. She was
hugely essential to the things we got
done at our department of natural re-
sources. We negotiated against
ExxonMobil for a giant natural gas
deal. You want to talk about a tough
thing. Exxon brings in like 25 lawyers
to negotiate against a group of 3 of us,
right? We took them down.

She organized summits. She helped
us redo our State’s oil tax regime,
which is creating a big spur of develop-
ment right now. Kathlene was essential
in all of this, bringing more producers
up to Alaska, a great teammate. Her
heart was in serving our State.
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Fast-forward a few years, I am going
to run for the U.S. Senate—not an easy
run. A lot of good Republicans in the
primary. There was a Democrat incum-
bent here; that is never easy. And the
first person I said I am going to hire on
my campaign team, first person, was
Kathlene.

Now, it was a risk. She had a 1-year-
old at home at the time, Benjamin,
who is now joined by his brother Niles.
By the way, Kathlene is a great mom.
Her boys are now 12 and 8. When she
first started working for me, she had
no kids. She has got a beautiful family
with her husband Ben and her two won-
derful boys.

But it was a risk. She had a great
State job, and she is going to, you
know, join this guy throwing his hat in
the ring. You know, I am not so sure it
was looking like an easy deal, but she
left her easy—not easy—her secure
State job, the first person I hired on
my campaign. Organized it. Traveled.
And I am pretty sure I would not have
won without Kathlene’s great work.
That was in 2014.

And then she stayed in our office in
Alaska, became the deputy State direc-
tor. And you know how it is, she has
been with me and my team, my wife,
longer than any other staff member,
and she has done an incredible job.

Now, we all know how important
staff are, both here in DC and espe-
cially back home. They work hard.
Let’s face it, you know, government
jobs aren’t always the best: You cer-
tainly could probably be making more
money in the private sector; the hours
can be grueling. But great staff, they
are vital to what we do.

They are vital to the work that we
get done here in the Senate, in DC, and
really vital back home where the work
they do for our constituents and the
places they travel to are essential.
They are essential.

And here is a big thing: As you know,
the help that our offices back home do
to work for the people we are honored
to represent is vital because there are
so many giant Federal Agencies—So-
cial Security, the VA, IRS, the Depart-
ment of Defense, Immigration—that
are giant labyrinths that people don’t
know how to get through.

Our Federal Government can be un-
wieldy and often unforgiving. So when
Alaskans need help on all those
things—Social Security checks; VA
benefits, we are the State with more
veterans per capita than any State in
the country; Medicare; the IRS comes
screwing up something—they come to
us and we work on these cases.

This is a rough number, but since I
have been in office, our Alaska staff
has worked on more than 12,000 of these
cases, and they are really complicated
and take hours and hours. We always
have at least one person attached to
these cases, something they will al-
ways remember, and their lives are im-
pacted by whether they are resolved in
a good way or bad way.

And as I am sure you probably be-
lieve, you don’t always hear about this
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part of the job of representing people in
our great Republic; but in my view, it
is probably the best part of the job be-
cause you have a direct impact on
someone you represent, and you can
literally change their lives.

We do that, we put our heart and soul
into it, but nobody has put their heart
and soul into it more than Kathlene.
She has made all of this happen, 12,000
cases.

Now, I also have a fantastic director
of constituent services in Anchorage,
Carrie Keil, who has completed more
than 3,600 of these cases herself. She is
amazing. But here is what Carrie said
about Kathlene: Kathlene is at the
helm of the ship. She is the captain of
the ship. She makes all of this possible.
She is a master communicator. Her
loyalty and integrity to the people of
Alaska are unmatched.

That is what you want with great
staff.

Margaret Sharpe, she runs our Mat-
Su Valley regional area, our regional
director, Margaret, who does a great
job. She calls Kathlene our hero: She is
our conscience. She is the gatekeeper
of decorum. She is all about kindness
and respect. She keeps all of us kind.

Isn’t that a great compliment? That
is from Margaret on my team.

Elena Spraker, another great mem-
ber of my team, our Kenai regional di-
rector on the Kenai Peninsula. Covers
Kodiak as well. Elena does a great job.
She says that she has never worked
with anyone with more skills than
Kathlene. Elaina says, ‘‘Kathlene is
our rock,” and I agree. That is so true.

You know, in our line of work, in
elected jobs, whether Governors or
commissioners or Senators, we all
know that certain people have an im-
pact that goes way beyond just the
work that they do, and Kathlene is one
of those. She has worked so hard, often
at the sacrifice of time with her beau-
tiful boys and family and her husband.
But she set the bar so high on profes-
sionalism, in excellence, in everything
she does that everybody around her—in
our Anchorage office, in our Alaska of-
fices, in our DC offices—everybody
around her, myself included, gets lifted
up and made better and has improved
by being in Kathlene’s orbit. Those are
special people, and that is what
Kathlene is.

Now, she has been a loyal employee,
certainly to me and my wife Julie.
There was a little going-away party for
her back home in Anchorage, 2 days
ago. Fortunately, Julie was able to
make it. But throughout all, it is not
just loyalty to us. It is to the people of
Alaska, to helping people, to helping
our State move forward.

And, as 1 wsaid, yesterday was
Kathlene’s last day. She is going to
bring these same skills to a really
great credit union in Anchorage—their
gain, our loss—but she is always going
to be a member of Team Sullivan.

Kathlene, we all say staff is like fam-
ily here, but Kathlene truly is like
family for me and my wife Julie. We
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definitely would not have gotten this
far without her. We are going to miss
her terribly.

So, Kathlene, thank you. Thanks for
your great work. Good luck in your
new job. From the bottom of my heart
and Julie’s heart, thanks for all you
have done for me and Julie, our office,
our State, our country. And, of course,
I hope you are honored by one of the
most prestigious awards anyone can
get in America by being our ‘‘Alaskan
of the Week.”

Congratulations, Kathlene. Godspeed.

There being no objection, the
material was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

[From The Wall Street Journal, Jan. 15, 2025]

OP-ED: GREENLAND IS NICE, BUT ALASKA IS
BETTER

(By Sen. DAN SULLIVAN)

There’s been a lot of talk about President-
elect Trump’s idea of buying Greenland. But
one U.S. state offers all of Greenland’s bene-
fits: Alaska. The problem is that the Biden
administration has spent its time trying to
turn the Last Frontier into a giant national
park rather than recognizing it as a great
strategic asset.

Greenland would provide the U.S. a gate-
way to the Arctic. But America is already an
Arctic nation thanks to Alaska. The Rus-
sians and Chinese know my state is at the
forefront of great-power competition. In the
past two years, there have been 12 air incur-
sions into the state’s air-defense identifica-
tion zone, including an unprecedented joint
Russian-Chinese strategic bomber operation,
and large-scale joint Russian-Chinese naval
task forces in our waters.

Greenland plays an important part in mis-
sile-defense and early-warning networks, but
the cornerstone of America’s missile defense
is Alaska. Any missiles launched by Russia,
China or North Korea against the U.S. would
likely fly over the state. That’s why it hosts
the vast majority of America’s radar sys-
tems and ground-based missile interceptors.
To create an Iron Dome for America—a pri-
ority of Mr. Trump—we need to add to our
national ballistic-missile interceptor capa-
bility in Alaska and build a robust layered
missile defense and space-based missile sen-
sor capability.

Greenland is rich in minerals and energy
reserves. Alaska is even richer. Our state
holds an estimated 40 billion barrels of oil
and roughly 235 trillion cubic feet of natural
gas. In one field alone, Prudhoe Bay, Alaska
reinjects into a reservoir for oil-production
purposes as much natural gas each day as Or-
egon, Washington and California consume.

Alaska also has a wealth of metals and
other minerals, some of which are essential
for our national defense, economy and re-
newable-energy sector. President Biden
worked to keep them in the ground. The first
Trump administration approved a road need-
ed to access one of America’s richest mineral
deposits, the Ambler Mining District in Alas-
ka’s Interior. The Biden administration
killed that road last June. Then Mr. Biden
traveled to Angola to announce $600 million
to build a railroad to help that country mar-
ket its critical minerals.

Buy Greenland? Sure, if the price is right
and the Danes are willing to sell. But as Mr.
Trump prepares to unleash Alaska’s poten-
tial again, it’s worth remembering what the
father of the U.S. Air Force, Gen. Billy
Mitchell, once said: “‘I believe . . . whoever
controls Alaska controls the world. I think
it is the most strategic place in the world.”

Mr. SULLIVAN. I yield the floor.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

U.S. SENATE COMMITTEE ON
HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOV-
ERNMENTAL AFFAIRS RULES OF
PROCEDURE

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, rule XXVI,
paragraph 2, of the Standing Rules of
the Senate requires each committee to
adopt rules to govern the procedure of
the committee and to publish those
rules in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD not
later than March 1 of the first year of
each Congress. Today, the Committee
on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs adopted committee
rules of procedure.

Consistent with standing rule XXVI,
I ask unanimous consent to have a
copy of the rules of procedure of the
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs printed in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE COMMITTEE ON
HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL
AFFAIRS

PURSUANT TO RULE XXVI, SEC. 2, STANDING
RULES OF THE SENATE

RULE 1. MEETINGS AND MEETING PROCE-
DURES OTHER THAN HEARINGS

A. Meeting dates. The Committee shall
hold its regular meetings on the first
Wednesday of each month, when the Con-
gress is in session, or at such other times as
the Chair shall determine. Additional meet-
ings may be called by the Chair as the Chair
deems necessary to expedite Committee
business. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 3, Standing Rules
of the Senate.)

B. Calling special Committee meetings. If
at least three Members of the Committee de-
sire the Chair to call a special meeting, they
may file in the offices of the Committee a
written request therefor, addressed to the
Chair. Immediately thereafter, the clerk of
the Committee shall notify the Chair of such
request. If, within 3 calendar days after the
filing of such request, the Chair fails to call
the requested special meeting, which is to be
held within 7 calendar days after the filing of
such request, a majority of the Committee
Members may file in the offices of the Com-
mittee their written notice that a special
Committee meeting will be held, specifying
the date and hour thereof, and the Com-
mittee shall meet on that date and hour. Im-
mediately upon the filing of such notice, the
Committee chief clerk shall notify all Com-
mittee Members that such special meeting
will be held and inform them of its date and
hour. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 3, Standing Rules of
the Senate.)

C. Meeting notices and agenda. Written no-
tices of Committee meetings, accompanied
by an agenda, enumerating the items of busi-
ness to be considered, shall be sent to all
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Committee Members at least one week in ad-
vance of such meetings. The written notices
required by this Rule may be provided by
electronic mail. In the event that unforeseen
requirements or Committee business prevent
sufficient notice of either the meeting or
agenda, the Committee staff shall commu-
nicate such notice and agenda, or any revi-
sions to the agenda, as soon as practicable
by telephone or otherwise to Members or ap-
propriate staff assistants in their offices.

D. Open business meetings. Meetings for
the transaction of Committee or Sub-
committee business shall be conducted in
open session, except that a meeting or series
of meetings on the same subject for a period
of no more than 14 calendar days may be
closed to the public on a motion made and
seconded to go into closed session to discuss
only whether the matters enumerated in
clauses (1) through (6) below would require
the meeting to be closed, followed imme-
diately by a record vote in open session by a
majority of the Committee or Subcommittee
Members when it is determined that the
matters to be discussed or the testimony to
be taken at such meeting or meetings—

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be
kept secret in the interests of national de-
fense or the confidential conduct of foreign
relations of the United States;

(2) will relate solely to matters of Com-
mittee or Subcommittee staff personnel or
internal staff management or procedure;

(3) will tend to charge an individual with
crime or misconduct, to disgrace or injure
the professional standing of an individual, or
otherwise expose an individual to public con-
tempt or obloquy or will represent a clearly
unwarranted invasion of the privacy of an in-
dividual;

(4) will disclose the identity of an informer
or law enforcement agent or will disclose
any information relating to the investiga-
tion or prosecution of a criminal offense that
is required to be kept secret in the interests
of effective law enforcement;

(5) will disclose information relating to the
trade secrets of financial or commercial in-
formation pertaining specifically to a given
person if—

(A) an Act of Congress requires the infor-
mation to be kept confidential by Govern-
ment officers and employees; or

(B) the information has been obtained by
the Government on a confidential basis,
other than through an application by such
person for a specific Government financial or
other benefit, and is required to be kept se-
cret in order to prevent undue injury to the
competitive position of such person; or

(6) may divulge matters required to be
kept confidential under other provisions of
law or Government regulations. (Rule XXVI,
Sec. 5(b), Standing Rules of the Senate.) Not-
withstanding the foregoing, whenever dis-
order arises during a Committee or Sub-
committee meeting that is open to the pub-
lic, or any demonstration of approval or dis-
approval is indulged in by any person in at-
tendance at any such meeting, it shall be the
duty of the Chair to enforce order on the
Chair’s own initiative and without any point
of order being made by a Member of the
Committee or Subcommittee; provided, fur-
ther, that when the Chair finds it necessary
to maintain order, the Chair shall have the
power to clear the room, and the Committee
or Subcommittee may act in closed session
for so long as there is doubt of the assurance
of order. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 5(d), Standing
Rules of the Senate.)

E. Prior notice of amendments. It shall not
be in order for the Committee, or a Sub-
committee thereof, to consider any amend-
ment in the first degree proposed to any
measure under consideration by the Com-
mittee or Subcommittee unless a written
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copy of such amendment has been delivered
to each Member of the Committee or Sub-
committee, as the case may be, and to the
office of the Committee or Subcommittee, no
later than: (1) 5:00 p.m. five calendar days be-
fore the meeting for a first degree amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute proposed
by the manager of the measure, (2) 5:00 p.m.
two calendar days before the meeting for a
first degree amendment, or (3) an earlier
deadline, by consent of the Chair and Rank-
ing Minority Member of the Committee or
Subcommittee, which may include second
degree amendments, in the case where no-
tices are provided earlier than the deadline
required in paragraph C. The written copy of
amendments required by this Rule may be
provided by electronic mail. This subsection
may be waived by a majority of the Members
present, or by consent of the Chair and
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee
or Subcommittee. This subsection shall
apply only when at least 5 calendar days
written notice of a session to mark-up a
measure is provided to the Committee or
Subcommittee.

F. Meeting transcript. The Committee or
Subcommittee shall prepare and keep a com-
plete transcript or electronic recording ade-
quate to fully record the proceeding of each
meeting whether or not such meeting or any
part thereof is closed to the public, unless a
majority of the Committee or Subcommittee
Members vote to forgo such a record. (Rule
XXVI, Sec. 5(e), Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate.)

RULE 2. QUORUMS

A. Reporting measures and matters. A ma-
jority of the Members of the Committee
shall constitute a quorum for reporting to
the Senate any measures, matters or rec-
ommendations. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 7(a)(1),
Standing Rules of the Senate.)

B. Transaction of routine business. One-
third of the membership of the Committee
shall constitute a quorum for the trans-
action of routine business, provided that one
Member of the Minority is present. For the
purpose of this paragraph, the term ‘‘routine
business’ includes the convening of a meet-
ing and the consideration of subpoenas or
any business of the Committee other than
reporting to the Senate any measures, mat-
ters or recommendations. (Rule XXVI, Sec.
7(a)(1), Standing Rules of the Senate.)

C. Taking testimony. One Member of the
Committee shall constitute a quorum for
taking sworn or unsworn testimony. (Rule
XXVI, Sec. 7(a)(2) and 7(c)(2), Standing Rules
of the Senate.)

D. Subcommittee quorums. Subject to the
provisions of sections 7(a)(1) and (2) of Rule
XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Senate,
the Subcommittees of this Committee are
authorized to establish their own quorums
for the transaction of business and the tak-
ing of sworn testimony.

E. Proxies prohibited in establishment of
quorum. Proxies shall not be considered for
the establishment of a quorum.

RULE 3. VOTING

A. Quorum required. Subject to the provi-
sions of subsection (E), no vote may be taken
by the Committee, or any Subcommittee
thereof, on any measure or matter unless a
quorum, as prescribed in the preceding sec-
tion, is actually present.

B. Reporting measures and matters. No
measure, matter or recommendation shall be
reported from the Committee unless a ma-
jority of the Committee Members are actu-
ally present, and the vote of the Committee
to report a measure or matter shall require
the concurrence of a majority of those Mem-
bers who are actually present at the time the
vote is taken. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 7(a)(1) and
(3), Standing Rules of the Senate.)
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C. Proxy voting. Proxy voting shall be al-
lowed on all measures, matters, and routine
business before the Committee, or any Sub-
committee thereof, provided:

(1) When the Committee, or any Sub-
committee thereof, is voting to report a
measure or matter, proxy votes shall be al-
lowed solely for the purpose of recording a
Member’s position on the pending question.
Proxy votes are not included in the vote
tally when reporting the measure or matter.

(2) Proxy voting shall be allowed only if
the absent Committee or Subcommittee
Member has been informed of the matter on
which the Member is being recorded and has
affirmatively requested that the vote be so
recorded.

(3) All proxies shall be in writing and shall
contain sufficient reference to the pending
matter as is necessary to identify it and to
inform the Committee or Subcommittee as
to how the Member establishes the vote to be
recorded thereon. (Rule XXVI, Sec. T(a)(3)
and 7(c)(1), Standing Rules of the Senate.)

D. Announcement of vote. (1) Whenever the
Committee by roll call vote reports any
measure or matter, the report of the Com-
mittee upon such a measure or matter shall
include a tabulation of the votes cast in
favor of and the votes cast in opposition to
such measure or matter by each Member of
the Committee. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 7(c), Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate.)

(2) Whenever the Committee by roll call
vote acts upon any measure or amendment
thereto, other than reporting a measure or
matter, the results thereof shall be an-
nounced in the Committee report on that
measure unless previously announced by the
Committee, and such announcement shall in-
clude a tabulation of the votes cast in favor
of and the votes cast in opposition to each
such measure and amendment thereto by
each Member of the Committee who was
present at the meeting. (Rule XXVI, Sec.
7(b), Standing Rules of the Senate.)

(3) In any case in which a roll call vote is
announced, the tabulation of votes shall
state separately the proxy vote recorded in
favor of and in opposition to that measure,
amendment thereto, or matter. (Rule XXVI,
Sec. 7(b) and (c), Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate.)

E. Polling. (1) The Committee, or any Sub-
committee thereof, may poll (a) internal
Committee or Subcommittee matters includ-
ing the Committee’s or Subcommittee’s
staff, records and budget; (b) steps in an in-
vestigation, including issuance of subpoenas,
applications for immunity orders, and re-
quests for documents from agencies; and (c)
other Committee or Subcommittee business
other than a vote on reporting to the Senate
any measures, matters or recommendations
or a vote on closing a meeting or hearing to
the public.

(2) Only the Chair, or a Committee Member
or staff officer designated by the Chair, may
undertake any poll of the Members of the
Committee. If any Member requests, any
matter to be polled shall be held for meeting
rather than being polled. The chief clerk of
the Committee shall keep a record of polls; if
a majority of the Members of the Committee
determine that the polled matter is in one of
the areas enumerated in subsection (D) of
Rule 1, the record of the poll shall be con-
fidential. Any Committee Member may move
at the Committee meeting following the poll
for a vote on the polled decision, such mo-
tion and vote to be subject to the provisions
of subsection (D) of Rule 1, where applicable.

F. Naming postal facilities. The Com-
mittee will not consider any legislation that
would name a postal facility for a living per-
son with the exception of bills naming facili-
ties after former Presidents and Vice Presi-
dents of the United States, former Members
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of Congress over 70 years of age, former
State or local elected officials over 70 years
of age, former judges over 70 years of age, or
wounded veterans. The Committee will not
consider legislation that would name a post-
al facility unless it has the support of both
Senators in the delegation of the state in
which the facility is located.

G. Technical and conforming changes. A
Committee vote to report a measure to the
Senate shall also authorize the Committee
Chair and Ranking Member by mutual agree-
ment to make any required technical and
conforming changes to the measure.

RULE 4. PRESIDING AT MEETINGS AND
HEARINGS

The Chair shall preside at all Committee
meetings and hearings except that the Chair
shall designate a temporary Chair to act in
the Chair’s place if the Chair is unable to be
present at a scheduled meeting or hearing. If
the Chair (or a designee) is absent 10 minutes
after the scheduled time set for a meeting or
hearing, the Ranking Majority Member
present shall preside until the Chair’s ar-
rival. If there is no Member of the Majority
present, the Ranking Minority Member
present, with the prior approval of the Chair,
may open and conduct the meeting or hear-
ing until such time as a Member of the Ma-
jority arrives.

RULE 5. HEARINGS AND HEARING PROCE-
DURES

A. Announcement of hearings. The Com-
mittee, or any Subcommittee thereof, shall
make public announcement of the date,
time, and subject matter of any hearing to
be conducted on any measure or matter at
least one week in advance of such hearing,
unless the Committee, or Subcommittee, de-
termines that there is good cause to begin
such hearing at an earlier date. (Rule XXVI,
Sec. 4(a), Standing Rules of the Senate.)

B. Open hearings. Each hearing conducted
by the Committee, or any Subcommittee
thereof, shall be open to the public, except
that a hearing or series of hearings on the
same subject for a period of no more than 14
calendar days may be closed to the public on
a motion made and seconded to go into
closed session to discuss only whether the
matters enumerated in clauses (1) through
(6) below would require the hearing to be
closed, followed immediately by a record
vote in open session by a majority of the
Committee or Subcommittee Members when
it is determined that the matters to be dis-
cussed or the testimony to be taken at such
hearing or hearings—

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be
kept secret in the interests of national de-
fense or the confidential conduct of foreign
relations of the United States;

(2) will relate solely to matters of Com-
mittee or Subcommittee staff personnel or
internal staff management or procedure;

(3) will tend to charge an individual with
crime or misconduct, to disgrace or injure
the professional standing of an individual, or
otherwise expose an individual to public con-
tempt or obloquy or will represent a clearly
unwarranted invasion of the privacy of an in-
dividual;

(4) will disclose the identity of an informer
or law enforcement agent or will disclose
any information relating to the investiga-
tion or prosecution of a criminal offense that
is required to be kept secret in the interests
of effective law enforcement;

(5) will disclose information relating to the
trade secrets of financial or commercial in-
formation pertaining specifically to a given
person if—

(A) an Act of Congress requires the infor-
mation to be kept confidential by Govern-
ment officers and employees; or

(B) the information has been obtained by
the Government on a confidential basis,
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other than through an application by such
person for a specific Government financial or
other benefit, and is required to be kept se-
cret in order to prevent undue injury to the
competitive position of such person; or

(6) may divulge matters required to be
kept confidential under other provisions of
law or Government regulations. (Rule XXVI,
Sec. 5(b), Standing Rules of the Senate.)

Notwithstanding the foregoing, whenever
disorder arises during a Committee or Sub-
committee meeting that is open to the pub-
lic, or any demonstration of approval or dis-
approval is indulged in by any person in at-
tendance at any such meeting, it shall be the
duty of the Chair to enforce order on the
Chair’s own initiative and without any point
of order being made by a Member of the
Committee or Subcommittee; provided, fur-
ther, that when the Chair finds it necessary
to maintain order, the Chair shall have the
power to clear the room, and the Committee
or Subcommittee may act in closed session
for so long as there is doubt of the assurance
of order. (Rule XXVI, Sec. 5(d), Standing
Rules of the Senate.)

C. Full Committee subpoenas. The Chair,
with notice to the Ranking Minority Mem-
ber of the Committee, is authorized to sub-
poena the attendance of witnesses at a hear-
ing or deposition or the production of memo-
randa, documents, records, or any other ma-
terials. A written notice of intent to issue a
subpoena shall be provided to the Ranking
Minority Member, or staff officers des-
ignated by the Ranking Minority Member,
by the Chair or a staff officer designated by
the Chair, immediately upon such authoriza-
tion, and no subpoena shall be issued for at
least 72 hours, excluding Saturdays and Sun-
days, from delivery, unless the Ranking Mi-
nority Member waives the 72 hour waiting
period or unless the Chair certifies in writing
to the Ranking Minority Member of the
Committee that, in the Chair’s opinion, it is
necessary to issue a subpoena immediately.
When the Committee or Chair authorizes
subpoenas, subpoenas may be issued upon
the signature of the Chair or any other Mem-
ber of the Committee designated by the
Chair.

D. Witness counsel. Counsel retained by
any witness and accompanying such witness
shall be permitted to be present during the
testimony of such witness at any public or
executive hearing or deposition to advise
such witness while the witness is testifying,
of the witness’s legal rights; provided, how-
ever, that in the case of any witness who is
an officer or employee of the Government, or
of a corporation or association, the Com-
mittee Chair may rule that representation
by counsel from the Government, corpora-
tion, or association or by counsel rep-
resenting other witnesses, creates a conflict
of interest, and that the witness may only be
represented during interrogation by staff or
during testimony before the Committee by
personal counsel not from the Government,
corporation, or association or by personal
counsel not representing other witnesses.
This subsection shall not be construed to ex-
cuse a witness from testifying in the event
the witness’s counsel is ejected for conduct
that prevents, impedes, disrupts, obstructs
or interferes with the orderly administration
of the hearings; nor shall this subsection be
construed as authorizing counsel to coach
the witness or answer for the witness. The
failure of any witness to secure counsel shall
not excuse such witness from complying
with a subpoena or deposition notice.

E. Witness transcripts. An accurate elec-
tronic or stenographic record shall be kept of
the testimony of all witnesses in executive
and public hearings. The record of a
witness’s testimony whether in public or ex-
ecutive session shall be made available for
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inspection by the witness or the witness’s
counsel under Committee supervision; a copy
of any testimony given in public session or
that part of the testimony given by the wit-
ness in executive session and subsequently
quoted or made part of the record in a public
session shall be provided to any witness at
the witness’s expense if the witness so re-
quests. Upon inspecting that transcript,
within a time limit set by the Chair, a wit-
ness may request changes in the transcript
to correct errors of transcription and gram-
matical errors; the Chair or a staff officer
designated by the Chair shall rule on such
requests.

F. Impugned persons. Any person whose
name is mentioned or is specifically identi-
fied, and who believes that evidence pre-
sented, or comment made by a Member of
the Committee or staff officer, at a public
hearing or at a closed hearing concerning
which there have been public reports, tends
to impugn the person’s character or ad-
versely affect the person’s reputation may:

(a) File a sworn statement of facts relevant
to the evidence or comment, which state-
ment shall be considered for placement in
the hearing record by the Committee;

(b) Request the opportunity to appear per-
sonally before the Committee to testify in
the person’s own behalf, which request shall
be considered by the Committee; and

(c) Submit questions in writing which the
person requests be used for the cross-exam-
ination of other witnesses called by the Com-
mittee, which questions shall be considered
for use by the Committee.

G. Radio, television, and photography. The
Committee, or any Subcommittee thereof,
may permit the proceedings of hearings
which are open to the public to be photo-
graphed and broadcast by radio, television or
both, subject to such conditions as the C