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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. FOXX).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 1, 2025.

I hereby appoint the Honorable VIRGINIA
FOoxXX to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2025, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond 1:50
p.m.

———

NURSING EXCLUDED AS “PROFES-
SIONAL” DEGREE BY DEPART-
MENT OF EDUCATION

(Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. COURTNEY. Madam Speaker, as
this headline from Newsweek magazine
reports, a few weeks ago, the U.S. De-
partment of Education issued probably
the most out-of-touch, offensive new
rule in the history of the Department,
excluding nursing from its definition of
“professional occupations,” part of its
new graduate student loan program,

which was created by the one big, ugly
bill.

For the 4.7 million actively reg-
istered nurses and the 250,000 students
enrolled in bachelor’s, master’s, and
doctoral nursing programs across the
United States, this decree that they
are not professionals is both a disgrace-
ful insult that shocks the conscience
and an order which will condemn
America’s nurses into second-class sta-
tus for Federal graduate student loan
assistance.

Madam Speaker, this legal demotion
is happening at a time when our coun-
try is experiencing a nursing shortage.
The Bureau of Labor Statistics reports
that we have 195,000 unfilled nursing
positions in this country. The Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services
goes even higher. It says that it is
280,000. McKinsey & Company, a re-
spected think tank, predicts that the
shortage will grow to 400,000 by the end
of this decade.

Madam Speaker, Members of this
House don’t really need to spend much
time reading these reports to know
that that shortage is real. Just go to
any hospital, nursing home, or health
clinic in your district, and you will
hear the same thing: they are short-
staffed in ERs, exam rooms, operating
rooms, and on the floors. Short-staffing
is bad for patients, and it is bad for
nursing burnout.

Despite this blindingly obvious re-
ality, the Education Department’s des-
ignation is putting a hard cap of
$100,000, with no indexing, on graduate
student loans for nurses, all part of the
One Big Beautiful Bill Act, which my
Republican colleagues passed in June.
It is a healthcare monstrosity, which
cut $1 trillion from Medicaid, cut out
premium subsidies for 22 million Amer-
icans for their healthcare exchange
plans, and now will suffocate the
growth of our Nation’s caring profes-
sions.

If you doubt my words, then maybe
you will listen to the president of the

American Nursing Association, the
largest nursing professional organiza-
tion in America. Jennifer Mensik Ken-
nedy, the president, states: ‘‘Nurses
make up the largest segment of the
healthcare workforce and [are] the
backbone of our Nation’s health sys-
tem. At a time when healthcare in our
country faces a historic nurse shortage
and rising demands, limiting nurses’
access to funding for graduate school
threatens the very foundation of pa-
tient care.”

Well said.

Madam Speaker, ANA is doing more.
They have organized a petition drive
because this rule goes into effect next
July. As of the middle of last week,
they had 180,000 signatures, and that
will grow.

Madam Speaker, it definitely will
grow in the coming days. Every Mem-
ber of this House—and I will be one of
them—should write to the Department
of Education saying that this rule
makes no sense in terms of the
healthcare system today and, also, is
an insult to the people who go through
extensive training, testing, and certifi-
cation before they are allowed to prac-
tice their caring profession.

While we are at it, we should also
help the other professions which were
excluded by the Department of Edu-
cation: physician assistants, physical
therapists, audiologists, speech-lan-
guage pathologists, architects, ac-
countants, advanced degree educators,
social workers, dental hygienists, and
occupational therapists.

This proposal by the Department of
Education is madness, and Congress
should actually do more than just sup-
port the regulatory process in terms of
reversing these rules. We should also
go back and revisit the One Big Beau-
tiful Bill Act and recognize, again,
what our healthcare sector is telling
us: We are risking the financial sol-
vency of institutions all across Amer-
ica, and, again, we are damaging our
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future in terms of getting young, moti-
vated people to join the healthcare pro-
fessions.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF SARAH BECKSTROM

(Mr. JoYCE of Pennsylvania was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life
and the legacy of U.S. Army Specialist
Sarah Beckstrom, a 20-year-old from
West Virginia, who was killed while de-
fending Washington, D.C., during an as-
signment with the National Guard.

In Sarah’s 2 years of service, she was
distinguished, admirable, and a highly
respected individual. Her assassination
is nothing more than despicable.

The National Guard in Washington
has aided immensely in cracking down
on crime. Yet, they have been vilified
with dangerous rhetoric. The devasta-
tion continues to arise.

On the day before Thanksgiving,
America lost one of the best of us. May
God watch over Sarah Beckstrom. May
God comfort her loved ones and guide
our Nation through this heartbreaking
time. May we always recognize Sarah
as an American hero, and may her sac-
rifice continue to uphold her legacy.

Please continue to lift Andrew Wolfe,
the critically injured National Guards-
man, in your prayers, and pray that
God guides him and his family through
these challenging times.

REGULATORY RELIEF ON COKE OVEN FACILITIES

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, last week, President Trump
signed a proclamation providing 2
years of regulatory relief from the
Biden-era restraints on coke oven fa-
cilities.

These facilities are essential to
America’s steelmaking capacity, a
vital component of Pennsylvania’s eco-
nomic prosperity. Many companies in
Pennsylvania’s 13th Congressional Dis-
trict, including JLG Industries; Volvo
Construction Equipment; Manitowoc
Company; and defense firms such as
Lockheed Martin, Leonardo DRS,
Kongsberg Defense Corporation, and
JWEF Defense Systems, all depend on a
stable and efficient U.S. steel supply.

This proclamation by President
Trump recognizes the need for a robust
domestic steel supply supported by
U.S. coke oven facilities across our Na-
tion. By Dbalancing environmental
standards with economic growth, Con-
gress must support President Trump’s
efforts to strengthen America’s eco-
nomic resilience and our national secu-
rity.

HONORING SHIPPENSBURG UNIVERSITY FIELD

HOCKEY TEAM

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor the
Shippensburg University field hockey
team for winning the NCAA Division II
championship.

Overall, this year’s title is the sev-
enth national championship for

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Shippensburg field hockey. In her first
season as head coach at Shippensburg,
Rayell Wallace led the Raiders to a
record of 20-3. She led them to the
Pennsylvania State Athletic Con-
ference championship and the NCAA
Division IT championship.

Kelly Naude’s goal in overtime pro-
pelled Shippensburg to a victory in
that title game. Kelly’s post-game
comments reflect the team-oriented
spirit: ‘“Almost every single goal that
our team has scored this year has been
a team goal. Yes, there is one indi-
vidual person who does touch the ball
last and it goes in the goal. But every
goal has been a team effort, and we do
it for the team.”

On behalf of everyone in Pennsylva-
nia’s 13th Congressional District, I con-
gratulate Shippensburg’s players and
coaches for expanding upon a legacy of
success.

HONORING MAYOR DEBORAH BARGO

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor Mayor
Deborah Bargo of Lewistown, Pennsyl-
vania, for her dedicated public service
as the mayor of Lewistown since 2007.

Beyond her leadership roles in bor-
ough government, Mayor Bargo has
served as a member of the board of di-
rectors and the board of trustees for
the Pennsylvania State Association of
Boroughs.

A lifelong resident of Lewistown,
Mayor Bargo is widely respected for
her active engagement throughout the
community. Very impressively, Mayor
Bargo has proudly officiated at over 700
wedding ceremonies.

On behalf of everyone in the 13th
Congressional District, I express my
personal gratitude to Mayor Bargo for
her distinguished legacy and her com-
mitment to the service of community.

———

RECOGNIZING BISHOP MICHELLE
C. THOMAS

(Mr. SUBRAMANYAM of Virginia was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to recognize and
congratulate the newly consecrated
bishop, Michelle C. Thomas, a commu-
nity leader in northern Virginia.

In 2006, Bishop Thomas became the
first African-American female pastor
to establish a church in our county,
Loudoun County, Virginia. She has de-
livered invocations for numerous dig-
nitaries and heads of state. Now, she is
the first female bishop in the history of
Loudoun County.

Perhaps the most remarkable acco-
lade is reflected in the lives that she
has changed. Faced with her own
nightmare in the loss of her son, Fitz,
Bishop Thomas went on to inspire
countless others, serving as an active
role model and advocate for her son’s
friends and community.

Her work continues to uplift those
around her, and I congratulate Bishop
Michelle C. Thomas on officially being
consecrated to the office of bishop.

December 1, 2025

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY OF JOHN
HOWARD EISENHOUR

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life
of John Howard Eisenhour, a devoted
public servant, veteran, and proud Vir-
ginian who, unfortunately, passed
away on November 10.

John lived a life rooted in service and
civic responsibility. He served our Na-
tion as a tank commander in the
United States Army at Fort Hood and
went on to a distinguished career in
Federal service. John held key roles at
the Office of Management and Budget,
the Department of Defense, the Amer-
ican Embassy in Thailand, and the Na-
tional War College. Even after retire-
ment, he continued to lend his exper-
tise as a consultant to the Federal
Government.

Locally, John was active in civic life
for many years, giving his time and en-
ergy to local Democratic politics and
community service. John’s legacy lives
in all of the lives and communities
that he touched.

My heart goes out to his family, and
may he rest in peace.

CORRUPTION AND CONTROVERSY AT FANNIE MAE

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam
Speaker, for decades, Fannie Mae has
played a critical role in supporting
home buyers and renters and has em-
ployed many of my constituents.

Madam Speaker, under this adminis-
tration, it has taken a turn toward cor-
ruption and controversy. This year,
Fannie Mae’s ethics watchdogs have
been fired.

A  senior Fannie Mae executive
shared confidential mortgage pricing
data with a competitor at the direction
of Bill Pulte, the Director of the Fed-
eral Housing Finance Agency. In his
brief tenure, Director Pulte has
weaponized his office to target Demo-
crats with allegations of mortgage
fraud.

Earlier this year, Fannie Mae has
terminated hundreds of my constitu-
ents, as well, over charitable dona-
tions, without any due process to
them. Months later, Fannie Mae has
still not answered my letters or pro-
vided these employees with any mean-
ingful explanation for their dismissal.

Instead of confronting the housing
affordability crisis, Fannie Mae has
turned to advancing the political inter-
ests of this administration, turned
against the people who worked for
them and served them for so many
years, and turned against the Amer-
ican people.

GOOD AND BAD NEWS FOR SOCIAL SECURITY

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam
Speaker, we had some good news this
week.

One of my constituents was finally
able to get an in-person appointment
to receive at least an interview about
her Social Security benefits. You
would think that we would be delighted
that appointment is going to happen in
a couple of days, but this is also bad
news because she had actually reached
out to our office in February and is
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now getting an appointment in Janu-
ary.

That is 11 months since she reached
out to our office. She was probably try-
ing to reach out to the Social Security
office much longer. After repeated re-
quests from our office, we didn’t really
hear back until finally getting her that
appointment on December 3.

This is because there have been cuts
to the staff in that particular office of
Social Security. Sixty percent of the
staff at that particular office have been
cut. This is a huge issue in our commu-
nity right now.

Social Security offices across the
country are seeing that more people
are now being forced to come in person
to do these appointments and inter-
views, yet there are fewer appoint-
ments that are able to be had for them.

This is a huge concern, and we have
to address it. Right now, this adminis-
tration is going the wrong way when it
comes to administering Social Secu-
rity benefits.

————
0 1215
RECOGNIZING VALENCIA ABBOTT

(Ms. Foxx of North Carolina was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Valencia Abbott, of Rocking-
ham Early College High School, who
was recently named the 2025 National
History Teacher of the Year.

This is a monumental accomplish-
ment and one that speaks volumes to
Ms. Abbott’s passion for education and
her dedication to the students she
serves.

Not only is Ms. Abbott the 2025 Na-
tional History Teacher of the Year, but
she is also the 2025 North Carolina His-
tory Teacher of the Year.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear to me and to
countless others that Ms. Abbott rep-
resents the best that Rockingham
County Schools and North Carolina
have to offer.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Ms. Ab-
bott on her well-deserved recognition,
and I thank her for her continued dedi-
cation to educating Rockingham Coun-
ty’s future leaders.

RECOGNIZING VANCE DALTON UPON HIS
RETIREMENT

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Vance Dalton, who recently re-
tired from AgSouth Farm Credit after
three decades of unwavering, pas-
sionate service.

I have been very fortunate to call
Vance a friend for many years. He is a
salt-of-the-earth person who is loyal,
caring, and pleasant to everyone he
meets. He has a deep faith that stands
him in good stead.

During his time at Farm Credit, he
built long-lasting friendships and rela-
tionships with the people Farm Credit
is proud to serve, and he created long-
lasting value every step of the way.

Mr. Speaker, everyone who is fortu-
nate enough to have worked alongside
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Vance, to know him, or to even call
him a friend agrees with this senti-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Vance on
a well-earned retirement. May God
continue to bless him and his family as
he enters a new and exciting chapter in
his life.

RECOGNIZING SCOTTIE COOK

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Mr. Scottie Cook, a career and
technical education teacher in the
Alexander County School System.

In September, Mr. Cook was recog-
nized as a winner of the Harbor Freight
Tools for Schools Prize for teaching ex-
cellence. Mr. Cook was 1 of only 25 win-
ners throughout the entire Nation and
the only teacher in North Carolina to
receive the award in 2025, a remarkable
accomplishment, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Cook’s passion and service with a
career in technical education have left
an indelible mark on the lives of his
students. There is no question about it.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Mr. Cook
on this well-deserved recognition.

RECOGNIZING STAN LAFURIA

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize Stan LaFuria as he retires from
Moshannon Valley Economic Develop-
ment Partnership.

For 43 years, Stan has dedicated his
career to championing community and
economic development throughout
Pennsylvania’s 156th Congressional Dis-
trict.

After receiving a master’s degree in
public administration from Penn State
in the summer of 1982, Stan began his
career in Titusville, Pennsylvania,
where he worked as the assistant direc-
tor of the administration of the
Titusville Redevelopment Authority.

For 5 years, he was responsible for
creating and managing multimillion-
dollar neighborhood revitalization and
housing rehabilitation programs, as
well as recreation improvement
projects.

In 1988, Stan took a position as the
assistant director of the Economic De-
velopment Corporation of Erie County,
where he assisted in the management
of three industrial parks, a new incu-
bator facility, and a revolving loan
fund program.

In 1990, Stan was named the execu-
tive director of the Moshannon Valley
Economic Development Partnership, a
role he has held ever since.

For 35 years, Stan has been a driving
force behind major economic initia-
tives to enhance the communities and
economy of the Moshannon Valley and
Philipsburg region.

Under Stan’s leadership, the
Moshannon Valley Economic Develop-
ment Partnership has developed two
business parks, two multitenant build-
ings, a revolving loan fund program,
$2.9 million in housing rehabilitation
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programs, and the Philipsburg Main
Street Program.

In 1997, the organization was named
Agency of the Year by the Pennsyl-
vania Economic Development Associa-
tion, in recognition of its outstanding
accomplishments for the region.

Madam Speaker, Stan’s commitment
and leadership have shaped Moshannon
Valley for the better, and his legacy
will be felt for generations.

Madam Speaker, I wish Stan the best
as he enters retirement and starts this
new chapter of life.

——

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
Foxx). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess until 2 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 21
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. OBERNOLTE) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

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

God of hope, fill us this day with all
joy and peace. Lift our minds out of
the current disquiet and renew our
hearts in the belief that our desires and
our contentment are to be found in
You and not in anything we devise or
which the world designs.

By the power of Your Holy Spirit,
may we discover the strength available
to us when we hope in You.

In You, our creator, we find our
source, the wellspring of all that is
good and right. May we establish all of
our decisions, intentions, and pursuits
on Your firm foundation.

In You, our redeemer, we find our
salvation, the one who delivers us from
our trials and inspires us in our weak-
ness. May we trust that You will bring
forth the best outcomes from our worst
attempts.

In You, our sustainer, we find our
strength and purpose, the power that
upholds and guides us to serve as in-
struments of Your will. May we abound
in the hope You provide.

In serving You in these days, in these
times, may all that we are and all that
we do reveal the joy and peace found
only in You.

We pray in the name of the one who
is our joy, our peace, and the source of
our hope.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House the approval thereof.
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Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the
Journal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from California (Mr.
CISNEROS) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CISNEROS led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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.

————

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL FAMILY
CAREGIVER MONTH

(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, last month was National
Family Caregiver Month. Every day,
more than 48 million family caregivers
provide essential care to loved ones
who are aging, ill, or disabled.

As a former healthcare professional, I
have seen these caregivers often go
above and beyond for their families,
sacrificing their own time, energy, and
well-being to ensure that those they
care for receive the support and love
that they need.

Family caregivers are often the un-
sung heroes in our communities. Many
balance caregiving with full-time jobs,
raising children, and managing their
own health.

They deserve our support and rec-
ognition, which is why I am proud to
support legislation like the Lowering
Costs for Caregivers Act to help ensure
these caregivers have the financial re-
sources to continue providing care for
their loved ones.

Mr. Speaker, let this month be a re-
minder of our shared responsibility to
support these caregivers who give so
much to others. By showing our appre-
ciation and lending a hand where we
can, we honor the work that they do
every day.

————
TRUMP WINNING FOR FAMILIES

(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, as we return from Thanks-
giving with families and friends, I am
grateful that, under the leadership of
President Donald Trump, America is
beating inflation, leading to lower
costs, higher pay, and job creation.

The cost of Thanksgiving dinner
itself decreased by 5 percent, with 16
percent less for turkey.

Additionally, the One Big Beautiful
Bill Act is working for American fami-
lies. Inflation has dropped almost in
half. Gas prices are at the lowest level
in 4 years. American families are sav-
ing up to $2,100. America has attracted
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nearly $20 trillion in foreign invest-
ments—promises made, promises kept.

In conclusion, God bless our troops as
the global war on terrorism continues.
Trump is reinstating peace through
strength, revealing war criminal Putin
lies, insulting Trump and mocking
Trump as Putin mass murders civilians
across Ukraine.

As a 3l-year National Guard veteran
myself with three National Guard sons,
our sympathy to the family of Spe-
cialist Sarah Beckstrom and prayers
for Staff Sergeant Andrew Wolfe. Both
are American heroes standing for lib-
erty and freedom in our own country.

———

RECOGNIZING KORSON’S TREE
FARMS

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

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize Korson’s Tree
Farms in Michigan’s Montcalm County
for being selected to provide the 2025
White House Christmas tree.

Under the leadership of Rex and Jes-
sica Korson, Korson’s earned this honor
by winning the National Christmas
Tree Association’s grand champion
title, a recognition that reflects years
of dedication, family tradition, and the
highest standards of Michigan agri-
culture.

To commemorate this accomplish-
ment, this afternoon, I am introducing
a resolution congratulating Korson’s
Tree Farms.

It has been 41 years since a Michigan-
grown Christmas tree was displayed in
the White House, and bringing this tra-
dition back highlights the strength and
quality of Michigan’s growers.

Korson’s has been recognized before,
winning Michigan’s Grand Champion
Tree contest and even providing a tree
for the Vice President’s residence, but
this selection marks the pinnacle of
their work. Their family-run operation
represents the excellence and tradition
that define Michigan’s growers and ex-
emplifies the First Lady’s Christmas
theme: Home is where the heart is.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful to honor
this achievement and celebrate the
role Michigan will play in bringing
Christmas spirit to our Nation’s Cap-
ital.

——
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.
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MADE IN AMERICA
MANUFACTURING FINANCE ACT

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 3174) to increase loan
limits for loans made to small manu-
facturers, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3174

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 ‘“‘Made in Amer-
ica Manufacturing Finance Act’’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

Section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
632) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“(99) SMALL MANUFACTURER.—The term
‘small manufacturer’ means a small business
concern—

‘(1) the primary business of which is classi-
fied in sector 31, 32, or 33 of the North American
Industrial Classification System; and

“(2) all of the production facilities of which
are located in the United States.’.

SEC. 3. SMALL BUSINESS ACT LOAN LIMITS FOR
SMALL MANUFACTURERS.

Section 7(a) of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3)—

(4) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘except as provided in Ssub-
paragraph (B),”’ before ‘‘if the total’’;

(ii) by striking “would exceed $3,750,000”" and
inserting the following: “‘would exceed—

““(i) $3,750,000"’;

(i1i) in clause (i), as so designated, by striking

, except as provided in subparagraph (B);”

and inserting ‘; or’’; and

(iv) by adding at the end the following:

““(it) in the case of a borrower that is a small
manufacturer, $7,500,000 (or if the gross loan
amount would exceed $10,000,000);”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) by striking “would exceed $4,500,000” and
inserting the following: “would exceed—

““(i) $4,500,000"°;

(ii) in clause (i), as so designated, by striking
“‘section 7(a)(14) for export purposes; and’’ and
inserting ‘‘paragraph (14) for export purposes;
or’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

““(ii) in the case of a borrower that is a small
manufacturer, 39,000,000 (or if the gross loan
amount would exceed $10,000,000), of which not
more than 38,000,000 may be used for working
capital, supplies, or financings under paragraph
(14) for export purposes; and’’; and

(2) in paragraph (14)(B)(i), by striking ‘‘than
$5,000,000.”” and inserting the following:
“than—

“(I) except as provided in subclause (II),
$5,000,000; or

“(1I) in the case of a loan made to a small
manufacturer, $10,000,000..

SEC. 4. SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT ACT OF
1958 LOAN LIMITS FOR SMALL MANU-
FACTURERS.

Section 502(2)(A)(iii) of the Small Business In-
vestment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 696(2)(A)(iii)) is
amended by striking ‘‘$5,500,000”° and inserting
“‘$10,000,000°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CISNEROS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all

I3
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Members may have b5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of my bill, H.R. 3174, the Made in
America Manufacturing Finance Act.

The ability to manufacture in the
United States is vital to our country’s
economic and national security. How-
ever, for decades, America’s policies
have shipped good-paying manufac-
turing jobs overseas and opened the
door for foreign adversaries to fill the
void. We must reverse this trend which
would require more than just luck.

That is why the Trump administra-
tion has been championing progrowth
and pro-American policies that are
fueling a domestic manufacturing
comeback. Now, Congress can do its job
to reverse the trend and support the re-
vitalization of American manufac-
turing.

Small American manufacturers ac-
count for 98 percent of U.S. manufac-
turing companies. Like all small busi-
nesses, access to capital, or the appro-
priate amount of capital, is chal-
lenging. H.R. 3174 gives small American
manufacturers access to capital at a
level they need to start or grow their
operations.

This legislation increases the loan
limit for small American manufactur-
ers under the SBA’s 7(a) and 504 lend-
ing programs from $5 million to $10
million.

This will provide American manufac-
turing the capital they need to invest
in new technology, hire, grow, and cre-
ate onshore jobs that we have care-
lessly lost overseas.

H.R. 3174 is essential to keep pace
with demand for capital and bring jobs
back to the U.S. Two weeks ago, the
Committee on Small Business heard
testimony from the industry and other
manufacturing stakeholders about the
importance of this bill for small manu-
facturers across the country looking to
grow and reshore their businesses.

It is often the case that when Con-
gress passes a bill to support an indus-
try, it will come at a cost to taxpayers.
This is not the case with H.R. 3174 be-
cause the SBA’s 7(a) and 504 loan pro-
grams operate under =zero subsidy,
meaning zero cost to the taxpayer. The
Congressional Budget Office’s review
found that any costs would be insignifi-
cant in this area.

H.R. 3174 presents Congress with the
critical opportunity to usher in the
golden age of American manufacturing.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 3174, to support made in
America, small businesses, and the re-
vitalization of the American manufac-
turing base.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the op-
portunity to speak as we take up a set
of five bipartisan bills that will expand
services available to our country’s 36
million small businesses.

These businesses are crucial to our
economy and national security, cre-
ating two-thirds of all new jobs, em-
ploying half the private-sector work-
force, and generating almost half of
our Nation’s economic activity.

Despite forming the bedrock of our
local communities, small businesses
are increasingly feeling uncertain
about the future of the country. The
small business landscape is littered
with obstacles like finding qualified
workers, dealing with supply chain dis-
ruption as they adjust to the Presi-
dent’s tariff regime, and adopting new
technologies in order to stay competi-
tive. These economic headwinds make
SBA services more important than

ever.
The bills before us today reflect the
monthslong, Dbipartisan effort to

strengthen the services offered by the
SBA and bolster the support for small
businesses across the country. These
five bills were negotiated in good faith
and in the spirit of collaboration.

Together, they help expand access to
capital for businesses central to our
national security, expand the reach of
the SBA’s Office of Rural Affairs, hold
fraudsters accountable for exploiting
the pandemic relief programs, and
modernize the SBA’s IT infrastructure.

These bills are quite simply common
sense and would meaningfully improve
SBA services for small businesses
across the country. I am proud to sup-
port them, and I thank my colleagues
for the bipartisan effort.

Mr. Speaker, turning to the first bill,
I rise today for H.R. 3174, the Made in
America Manufacturing Finance Act.

Small manufacturers account for
more than 98 percent of U.S. manufac-
turing firms and employ 4.8 million
Americans. They play a critical role in
regional economies and in maintaining
supply chain resilience.

There is no doubt that reshoring
manufacturing is a top priority. We all
lived through the pandemic and saw
the downsides of streamlined just-in-
time supply chains. When it comes to
industries critical to our economic and
national security, such as pharma-
ceuticals and weapons, ensuring the vi-
ability of domestic supply chains is
paramount.

Let’s all be honest, as a result of the
crushing use of tariffs imposed unilat-
erally by the President, small busi-
nesses are clamoring for options in
their supply chains that avoid massive
and ever-changing taxes at points of
entry, but a renewed economic focus on
making things in the U.S. cannot hap-
pen at the snap of a finger.

It takes large investments and long-
time horizons. This bill is a way to ap-
proach filling the gaps in manufac-
turing financing. It raises the loan lim-
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its for the SBA 7(a) and 504/CDC loan
program from $5 million to $10 million
for small manufacturers.

In fact, helping small firms with the
upfront capital investment is one of
the main goals of the 504/CDC program,
and there is broad support for increas-
ing the loan Ilimits in particular.
Whether this is a prudent use of the
7(a) program is a conversation that is
still up for debate, and one I look for-
ward to continuing to work through
with our Senate counterparts.

Mr. Speaker, I support the bill, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 3174 that supports American man-
ufacturing, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I will
close by thanking the chairman for his
commitment to working on behalf of
small businesses to open up avenues of
financing for small businesses hoping
to contribute to the reshoring of manu-
facturing.

Mr. Speaker, I support this legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3174, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

SBA IT MODERNIZATION
REPORTING ACT

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4491) to require the
Administrator of the Small Business
Administration to implement certain
recommendations relating to informa-
tion technology modernization, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4491

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 ‘“SBA IT

Modernization Reporting Act’’.

SEC. 2. IMPLEMENTATION OF RECOMMENDA-
TIONS RELATING TO INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY MODERNIZATION FOR
THE SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA-

TION.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the
Small Business Administration, acting

through the Chief Information Officer of the
Administration, shall take such actions as
may be necessary to implement the rec-
ommendations contained in the report of the
Comptroller General of the United States ti-
tled “IT MODERNIZATION: SBA Urgently
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Needs to Address Risks on Newly Deployed
System” (GAO0-25-106963; published Novem-
ber 6, 2024).

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Administrator shall submit to
the Committee on Small Business of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship of
the Senate an implementation plan detailing
the actions the Small Business Administra-
tion will undertake to establish and imple-
ment policies and procedures to govern in-
formation technology modernization
projects of the Administration. Such policies
and procedures shall, with respect to each
project—

(1) for each risk identified, explicitly state
the source of such risk in the relevant risk
documentation;

(2) clearly define risk parameters;

(3) establish and maintain risk manage-
ment strategies;

(4) identify and document risks for all
phases of the life cycle;

(5) evaluate, categorize, and prioritize
risks based on defined risk parameters and
develop project risk management plans;

(6) connect measures to mitigate risk to
risk mitigation plans;

(7) require that any information tech-
nology acquisition plan and any strategic
plan contains information needed to manage
cyber risks;

(8) require that a traceability analysis is
performed and documented;

(9) require that security-related subject
matter experts are involved in selection
process for contractors for a project;

(10) develop master schedules using the
guidelines contained in the publication of
the Comptroller General titled ‘“‘GAO Sched-
ule Assessment Guide: Best Practices for
Project Schedules” (GAO-16-89G; published
December 22, 2015); and

(11) develop cost estimates using the guide-
lines contained in the publication of the
Comptroller General titled ‘‘Cost Estimating
and Assessment Guide: Best Practices for
Developing and Managing Program Costs”
(GAO0-20-195G; published March 12, 2020).

(¢) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The imple-
mentation plan required by this section shall
include the actions required to carry out the
requirements listed in paragraphs (1)
through (11) of subsection (b), an identifica-
tion of the office of the Administration re-
sponsible for implementation, and the
timelines for completion of each action.

(d) BRIEFING REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after the submission of the implementa-
tion plan required under this section, the Ad-
ministrator shall provide to the Committee
on Small Business of the House of Represent-
atives and the Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate a brief-
ing on the plan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CISNEROS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4491, the SBA IT Modernization
Reporting Act, introduced by Rep-
resentative CISNEROS from the great
State of California and Representative
JACK from the great State of Georgia.

The SBA is charged with certifying
small businesses to participate in cer-
tain government contract
opportunities.
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Last year, the Biden-Harris SBA
sought to implement a new certifi-
cation portal. Unfortunately, this por-
tal’s lackluster planning, creation, and
rollout left the SBA with a ticking
time bomb.

The Biden administration’s failed
Unified Certification Portal rollout re-
sulted in delays, errors, and cybersecu-
rity risks, shutting out small busi-
nesses from vital government con-
tracting opportunities.

While this committee shared bipar-
tisan concerns with the Biden-Harris
SBA over its rollout plan, or lack
thereof, former Administrator Guzman
failed to listen, and the results were
damaging. Small businesses were de-
layed for months, sometimes longer, to
get approval from the SBA to compete
for governmental contracts.

To make matters worse, the SBA al-
lowed small businesses to use the new
portal without conducting minimum
cyber threat assessments. Entre-
preneurs didn’t just face delays, but
their sensitive personal and business
information was put at risk of
cybercrime.

The SBA IT Modernization Reporting
Act ensures that this will not happen
at the SBA again. This bill requires the
SBA to implement the GAO’s rec-
ommendations to establish stronger
safeguards and improve oversight of IT
initiatives so small businesses can rely
on an efficient contract certification
system.

Small businesses should not be held
back by government mismanagement.
This bipartisan, commonsense bill re-
stores accountability and helps Main
Street focus on what it does best—in-
novate.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

I rise today in support of my bill, the
SBA IT Modernization Reporting Act,
and I thank the chairman for his sup-
port. I also thank Representative JACK
for joining me in introducing this bill,
which will go a long way to help SBA
modernize its IT infrastructure and im-
prove its services to small businesses.

Billions of dollars in Federal con-
tracts are awarded to small businesses
every year, and the SBA plays a vital
role in promoting small business par-
ticipation; however, over the years the
SBA’s outdated and inefficient IT sys-
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tems have made it harder for entre-
preneurs to access the resources they
need.

After repeated unsuccessful attempts
to develop and deploy a platform that
would be a one-stop-shop for con-
tracting certifications, the committee
requested the GAO review the SBA’s ef-
forts to figure out why they failed. The
report identified the critical gaps in
the SBA’s modernization efforts from
risk management to cybersecurity and
budgeting.

My bill directly addresses these
issues by requiring the SBA adminis-
trator to implement the 11 rec-
ommendations in the GAO report, man-
dating a clear plan of action and ensur-
ing Congress is kept in the loop. This
means better oversight, better execu-
tion, and most importantly, better
services by the SBA for all small busi-
nesses.

An efficient and fully operational IT
platform is critical for the SBA to con-
duct the certifications that allow for so
many small businesses to participate
in the Federal marketplace. The SBA
IT Modernization Reporting Act will
ensure that the SBA addresses the root
causes that lead IT projects to fall be-
hind schedule, increasing costs, or out-
right fail.

I am grateful for the partnership of
Representative JACK to introduce this
commonsense, bipartisan legislation
which shows that modernizing how the
SBA works is not a partisan issue. To-
gether, we can ensure that the SBA is
prepared to meet the evolving needs of
small businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill to ensure we give the
SBA the modern tools it needs to sup-
port the success of America’s small
businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I close by once again
thanking my colleague Representative
JACK for partnering with me on this
important legislation.

By bolstering SBA’s IT infrastruc-
ture, we can improve services to small
businesses and open up doors to thou-
sands of new entrants in the Federal
marketplace. I encourage my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation to protect
both the SBA and small businesses
alike. I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4491.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
SBA FRAUD ENFORCEMENT
EXTENSION ACT

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
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pass the bill (H.R. 4495) to extend the
statute of limitations for fraud under
certain pandemic programs, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4495

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 ‘“SBA Fraud
Enforcement Extension Act’.

SEC. 2. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS FOR CERTAIN
PROGRAMS.

(a) SHUTTERED VENUE OPERATORS.—Section
324 of division N of the Consolidated Appro-
priations Act, 2021 (15 U.S.C. 9009a) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“(g) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
criminal prosecution or civil enforcement
action for a violation of, or conspiracy to
violate, section 371, 641, 1001, 1028A, 1029, 1341,
1343, 1349, 1956, or 1957 of title 18, United
States Code, or section 3729 or 3802 of title 31,
United States Code, with respect to any
grant for shuttered venue operators under
this section shall be filed not later than 10
years after the date of the violation or con-
spiracy.”.

(b) RESTAURANT REVITALIZATION.—Section
5003 of the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021
(15 U.S.C. 9009¢c) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(d) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, any
criminal prosecution or civil enforcement
action for a violation of, or conspiracy to
violate, section 371, 641, 1001, 1028A, 1029, 1341,
1343, 1349, 1956, or 1957 of title 18, United
States Code, or section 3729 or 3802 of title 31,
United States Code, with respect to any res-
taurant revitalization grant under this sec-
tion shall be filed not later than 10 years
after the date of the violation or con-
spiracy.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CISNEROS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4495, the SBA Fraud Enforcement Ex-
tension Act, a companion piece of leg-
islation to S. 1199, introduced by Sen-
ator ERNST.

H.R. 4495 is bipartisan legislation in-
troduced by the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. DOWNING) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. CONAWAY).

For 4 years, the Biden administra-
tion’s SBA failed to address over $200
billion in COVID-19 era fraud. H.R. 4495
extends the soon-to-expire statute of
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limitations for two pandemic-era relief
programs: The Shuttered Venue Opera-
tors Grant and the Restaurant Revital-
ization Fund. The statute of limita-
tions for these programs is set to ex-
pire this December.

These two programs combined pro-
vided over $44 billion in grants and
funding for small businesses during the
pandemic. Unfortunately, fraudsters
stole COVID relief funds from small
businesses across the country. These
fraudsters hope that the statute of lim-
itations for their crimes will pass, al-
lowing them to skirt justice.

As Congress, we cannot let this hap-
pen. American taxpayer dollars should
be protected at all costs.

In the 117th Congress, we took simi-
lar action to extend the statute of limi-
tations under the Paycheck Protection
Program and the COVID EIDL pro-
gram. Today, we have the chance to
close this final 1loophole so that
fraudsters do not get away with de-
frauding American taxpayers and en-
trepreneurs.

This legislation sends a clear mes-
sage that the era of taking advantage
of the American taxpayer is simply
over.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 4495, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

I rise today in support of H.R. 4495,
the SBA Fraud Enforcement Extension
Act. This bill builds off the work done
by Ranking Member VELAZQUEZ in a
previous Congress. That bill extended
the statute of limitations for inves-
tigating fraud in the PPP and EIDL
programs.

All of the major pandemic relief pro-
grams, including the Shuttered Venues
Operators Grant Program and Res-
taurant Revitalization Fund, will have
extended statutes of limitations from 5
yvears to 10 years because of this bill.

Passing this bill into law will send a
strong message to fraudsters that their
behavior will not be tolerated, and
those who committed fraud will be held
accountable in the years to come.

The pandemic upended regular SBA
operations, and the agency executed 14
years of lending in 14 days to keep
small businesses afloat. While these
programs helped millions of small busi-
nesses, the implementation was not
without its flaws.

As we now know, potential fraud
could range from $36 billion up to $200
billion. While the exact number will
never be known, we do know that the
vast majority of that fraud came in the
first 9 months under the first Trump
administration.

Recognizing the potential for fraud,
the Biden administration instituted
strong upfront controls for RRF and
SVOG. To date, the Office of the In-
spector General’s work has resulted in
charges against 25 individuals, 14
criminal convictions, and more than
$61 million in recoveries.

Now, the OIG has 31 open RRF cases
and 6 open SVOG cases. While modest
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in number, these cases are complex, in-
volving layered transactions, false doc-
umentation, and financial conceal-
ment. These cases will take time to in-
vestigate and prosecute, and we owe it
to the experts doing the work to give
them the tools they need.

Extending the statute of limitations
is only part of the equation. We must
provide full funding to the Office of the
Inspector General so that they have
the resources to root out the fraud.
Moreover, we need to ensure proper
staffing at the SBA to review the 1,892
active SVOG awards totaling over $3.2
billion.

Mr. Speaker, with that said, this leg-
islation is a step in the right direction.
I commend Mr. DOWNING and Mr. CON-
AWAY for leading this effort. We need to
make sure that no one gets away with
fraud simply because the clock ran out.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from the great
State of Montana (Mr. DOWNING).

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Speaker, waste,
fraud, and abuse fundamentally under-
mine the American people’s trust in
the government. When well-inten-
tioned Federal programs are defrauded
by criminal bad actors, taxpayer dol-
lars are wasted, and funding for busi-
nesses and individuals in need of this
vital support is squandered and stolen.

Over the course of the COVID pan-
demic, the Small Business Administra-
tion carried out an extensive effort,
channeling funding to small businesses
facing unprecedented economic chal-
lenges. In total, SBA provided over $1.2
trillion in emergency loans and grants
during this period.

While COVID-era SBA programs in
many cases delivered much-needed
emergency aid to small businesses,
these programs were sometimes ex-
ploited by criminals seeking to defraud
American taxpayers and illegally se-
cure illegitimate loans and grants. Ac-
cording to a 2023 report from the SBA’s
Office of Inspector General, SBA dis-
tributed over $200 billion in potentially
fraudulent funds in its COVID-era pro-
grams.

This level of fraud undermines the in-
tegrity of the SBA. It is essential that
we track these criminal fraudsters
down and hold them accountable for
their actions.

Two of these SBA COVID-era pro-
grams, the Restaurant Revitalization
Fund and the Shuttered Venue Opera-
tors Grant, directed financial assist-
ance toward small businesses that were
disproportionately harmed by
lockdown policies due to their reliance
on confined gathering spaces.

The statute of limitations for pros-
ecuting fraud within these programs is
set to expire beginning early next year.
If Congress does not act, law enforce-
ment will not have the necessary time
to investigate and prosecute these
crimes.
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Along with my colleague, Represent-
ative CONAWAY, I have introduced H.R.
4495, the SBA Fraud Enforcement Ex-
tension Act. This bill extends the stat-
ute of limitations from 5 years to 10
years for fraud with respect to SBA’s
Restaurant Revitalization Fund and
the Shuttered Venue Operators Grant.
This extension will provide critical
time for law enforcement to track
down criminals who have defrauded the
U.S. Government and hold them ac-
countable.

Small businesses across our country,
including in my home district of cen-
tral and eastern Montana, deserve an
SBA that efficiently supports local job
creators and isn’t undercut by fraud.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague,
Representative HERB CONAWAY, for co-
leading this legislation.

The fraudulent spending of Federal
taxpayer dollars undermines our trust
in the government. It is essential that
law enforcement is given the proper
tools, time, and authority to punish
those who subvert the integrity of the
SBA programs and ensure that
fraudsters face consequences for their
actions.

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

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from the
great State of New Jersey (Mr. CON-
AWAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4495, the SBA
Fraud Enforcement Extension Act. I
am the co-lead on this legislation,
along with my friend, colleague, and
fellow Air Force veteran, Representa-
tive DOWNING.

During the COVID-19 pandemic, more
than 30 million small businesses were
negatively impacted. The Federal Gov-
ernment took action to ensure that an
unprecedented amount of money flowed
into small businesses in the form of
grants and loans in order to help them
stay afloat.

Over the course of 18 months, the
SBA administered four major pro-
grams, which delivered 22.1 million
loans and $1.2 trillion in grants. Al-
though these loans did provide much-
needed relief to numerous small busi-
nesses throughout the United States,
there were many who illegally obtained
these loans.

The SBA issued a report titled: ‘“‘Pro-
tecting the Integrity of the Pandemic
Relief Programs.” It states that there
are estimates that $36 billion of the $1.2
trillion in pandemic relief emergency
funds were obtained illegally.

H.R. 4495 would extend the civil and
criminal statute of limitations for vio-
lations of, or conspiracy to violate,
fraud related to the Shuttered Venue
Operators Grant and the Restaurant
Revitalization Fund.

To ensure small businesses can re-
ceive the benefits they deserve, it is
important that the SBA is properly
funded and staffed. I am concerned that
the cut in the SBA’s workforce by 43
percent will impede the SBA’s ability
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to recover the improper and illegally
obtained payments.

Mr. Speaker, having said that, I urge
all of my colleagues to support this
very important legislation. I thank my
colleague, Representative DOWNING, for
allowing me to lead this important
piece of legislation with him.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I will
close by thanking Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
DOWNING, and Chairman WILLIAMS for
their work on ensuring taxpayer funds
are protected from fraudsters. This is a
commonsense measure to rebuild pub-
lic trust, and I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

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

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation. We cannot
let fraudsters get away with American
taxpayer dollars.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4495.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

OFFICE OF RURAL AFFAIRS
ENHANCEMENT ACT

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4549) to amend the
Small Business Act to clarify the re-
sponsibilities of the Office of Rural Af-
fairs of the Small Business Administra-
tion, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4549

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 ‘‘Office of
Rural Affairs Enhancement Act”.

SEC. 2. OFFICE OF RURAL AFFAIRS OF THE
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION.

Section 26 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 653) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (b) to read as
follows:

“(b) APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT ADMINIS-
TRATOR.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Office shall be ad-
ministered by an Assistant Administrator,
who shall be an employee in the competitive
service.

‘“(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Assistant Ad-
ministrator shall—

““(A) have education or professional experi-
ence with, or knowledge of, rural affairs and
issues relating to small business concerns;
and

‘(B) have experience providing develop-
ment assistance to rural small business con-
cerns.”’;

(2) in subsection (¢c)—
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(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘small
business concerns located in rural areas’ and
inserting ‘‘rural small business concerns’’;

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by striking ‘‘provide information’ and
inserting ‘‘promote’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘concerning the” and all
that follows through the semicolon at the
end and inserting the following: ‘‘on the poli-
cies and programs of the Administration and
of other Federal departments and agencies
for assisting rural small business concerns;’’;

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘; and”
and inserting a semicolon;

(D) in paragraph (5)—

(i) by striking ‘‘the United States Tourism
and Travel Administration’” and inserting
“the National Travel and Tourism Office of
the Department of Commerce’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘small businesses in rural
areas’” and inserting ‘‘rural small business
concerns’; and

(iii) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(E) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(6) host webinars and outreach events for
rural small business concerns as described in
subsection (d).”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

‘“(d) OUTREACH.—The Assistant Adminis-
trator shall—

‘(1) host webinars and outreach events in
various regions of the United States for rural
small business concerns; and

¢(2) invite representatives from district of-
fices of the Administration, resource part-
ners, Federal and State agencies, and other
interested persons to participate in such
webinars and outreach events.

‘‘(e) REPORT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, and annually thereafter, the Admin-
istrator shall submit to the Committee on
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate, and
make publicly available on a website of the
Administration, a report on the activities of
the Office during the one-year period imme-
diately preceding the date of submission of
the report.

‘“(2) CONTENTS.—Each report required
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

“‘(A) The operational details of the Office,
including the name of the Assistant Admin-
istrator, the budget of the Office, and the
number of full-time employees employed by
or detailed to the Office.

“(B) A summary of the activities con-
ducted under subsection (c).

‘(C) The number of webinars and outreach
events conducted by the Administration to
promote policies and programs described in
paragraph (3) of subsection (¢) and to provide
information described in paragraph (4) of
such subsection.

‘(D) An analysis of the lending programs
of the Administration in serving the needs of
rural small business concerns.

‘“(E) Information gathered from any
webinars and outreach events conducted by
the Administration during the period cov-
ered by the report.

‘“(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR.—The term
‘Assistant Administrator’ means the Assist-
ant Administrator of the Office of Rural Af-
fairs appointed under subsection (b).

‘“(2) RESOURCE PARTNERS.—The term ‘re-
source partners’ means—

‘“(A) small business development centers;

‘“(B) women’s business centers (described
under section 29);
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‘(C) chapters of the Service Corps of Re-
tired Executives (established under section
8(b)(1H)(B)); and

‘(D) Veteran Business Outreach Centers
(described under section 32).

*(3) RURAL SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—The
term ‘rural small business concern’ means a
small business concern located in a rural
area (as defined in section 7(b)(16) of this
Act).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CISNEROS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4549, the Office of Rural Affairs En-
hancement Act.

This bill was introduced by Rep-
resentative GOODLANDER from the
great State of New Hampshire, Rep-
resentative WIED from the great State
of Wisconsin, and Representative
GOLDEN from the great State of Maine.

Mr. Speaker, 46 million Americans
live in rural communities. The small
businesses of rural America face dis-
tinct and persistent challenges, such as
a shortage of business assistance re-
sources and limited access to capital.
These challenges often hinder their
growth and sustainability.

The SBA Office of Rural Affairs was
created to serve our rural entre-
preneurs. However, it is often underuti-
lized and thus ineffective. This bill ad-
dresses these challenges by clarifying
the critical responsibilities of the Of-
fice of Rural Affairs and qualifications
for leadership to prioritize the rural
communities.

This bill ensures that the office will
be utilized to reach rural entrepreneurs
anywhere they are in Main Street
America. These efforts will strengthen
local networks and equip entrepreneurs
with the knowledge and support nec-
essary for long-term growth.

H.R. 4549 is about investing in the fu-
ture of rural America, creating jobs,
and ensuring resources reach all busi-
nesses across America. I thank Rep-
resentatives GOODLANDER, WIED, and
GOLDEN for introducing this bipartisan
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 4549, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
commonsense legislation to enhance
the Office of Rural Affairs at the SBA.
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I commend Representatives
GOODLANDER, WIED, and GOLDEN for
their commitment to making this of-
fice operate more effectively for rural
small businesses.

Rural small businesses are powerful
drivers of economic growth across the
United States, fueling the agricultural,
tourism, manufacturing, and energy
sectors.
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Unfortunately, they receive dis-
proportionately fewer SBA loans and
resources than their urban counter-
parts and face greater challenges, in-
cluding access to affordable capital,
unreliable internet access, and access
to talent.

Created in 1990, the Office of Rural
Affairs at the SBA could play a key
role in helping small businesses over-
come these challenges. However,
throughout its existence, the office has
either been dormant or the collateral
duty of a regional administrator.

In 2020, an acting SBA director was
named, and in 2021, the SBA appointed
a permanent, full-time career deputy
director to stand up the office. This bill
would elevate the role of director to an
assistant administrator, ensure that
assistant administrator meets certain
qualifications, and requires the office
to host webinars and outreach events.

With clear lines of communication
and the outreach that will come from
the office, small businesses will be able
to access resources that should be read-
ily available to them.

I will, once again, thank Ms.
GOODLANDER, Mr. WIED, and Mr. GOLD-
EN for their bipartisan efforts on behalf
of America’s rural small businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from the great State of
New Hampshire (Ms. GOODLANDER).

Ms. GOODLANDER. Mr. Speaker, I
am very proud to rise today and join
my colleagues from across America in
support of what is a commonsense, bi-
partisan bill.

H.R. 4549 is a bill that will deliver a
fair deal for America’s rural small
businesses and entrepreneurs by cut-
ting red tape, delivering access to key
Federal resources, and ensuring experi-
enced and accountable representation
and leadership within our government.
It is a bill that will ensure the voices of
rural America aren’t just heard but are
truly prioritized within our govern-
ment.

Running a small business is really an
act of faith. It is hard work, often bru-
tally hard work, and it is extraor-
dinarily important work because rural
small businesses are the beating hearts
of communities across America, and in
every corner of my home State of New
Hampshire. They are the backbone of
our economy.

As I have worked alongside and as I
have listened to and learned from rural
small businesses across New Hamp-
shire, from the family farmers of our
north country to the manufacturers of
our Monadnock region, and from the
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loggers of our upper valley to the small
businesses of the Souhegan Valley, I
have heard again and again that the
Federal programs designed to help our
rural small businesses are riddled with
red tape, and they are often impossible
to access.

I have heard again and again that the
rules of the road are simply not writ-
ten with the realities of rural America
in mind, their challenges and the op-
portunities. That is not right, and it is
our job as lawmakers to correct it.

In 1990, Congress created the Office of
Rural Affairs within the Small Busi-
ness Administration to tackle this
problem set, but as we have seen over
the past 35 years, the office is under-
performing. It lacks experienced and
accountable leadership, and the red
tape is still very much there for the
cutting.

So our bill is going to address these
gaps in the law. It is going to require a
senior leader with real experience in
rural economic development to be at
the helm and to be accountable to Con-
gress and the American people.

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

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire.

Ms. GOODLANDER. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues from across this
body and across our Nation to come to-
gether to deliver for our rural small
businesses. They are the backbone of
our economy, and they are the fabric of
American life. This bipartisan bill, the
Office of Rural Affairs Enhancement
Act, is going to go a long way to deliv-
ering for them.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers. I am prepared to close, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I am prepared
to close.

Mr. Speaker, I will, once again,
thank my colleagues, Ms. GOODLANDER,
Mr. WIED, and Mr. GOLDEN, for their bi-
partisan efforts to pass this legislation.

By strengthening the Office of Rural
Affairs, we can ensure all small busi-
nesses have adequate access to the re-
sources at their disposal.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on this bill, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation to support
rural small businesses, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4549.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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INVESTING IN ALL OF AMERICA
ACT OF 2025

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 2066) to amend the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958
to exclude from the limit on leverage
certain amounts invested in smaller
enterprises located in rural or low-in-
come areas and small businesses in
critical technology areas, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2066

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 “‘Investing in All
of America Act of 2025”°.

SEC. 2. SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT COMPANY
MAXIMUM LEVERAGE EXCLUSION.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 103(9) of the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C.
662(9)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A4)(ii), by striking ‘“‘and’’
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (B)(iii)—

(A4) in subclause (1), by striking ‘‘established
prior to October 1, 1987"’;

(B) in subclause (I1)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘or”’ and inserting a comma,
and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, foundation, endowment, or
trust of any college or university’’ after ‘‘pen-
sion plan’’; and

(C) in subclause (III), by striking the semi-
colon at the end and inserting *‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) does not include any funds obtained di-
rectly or indirectly from any Federal, State, or
local government or any government agency or
instrumentality, except for funds described in
subclauses (I) through (III) of subparagraph
(B)(iii), for the purpose of approval by the Ad-
ministrator of any request for leverage.”’.

(b) MAXIMUM LEVERAGE EXCLUSION.—Section
303(b)(2) of the Small Business Investment Act
0f 1958 (15 U.S.C. 683(b)(2)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(4) in clause (i), by striking ‘300’ and insert-
ing ‘“200”’; and

(B) by amending clause (ii) to read as follows:

““(ii)(1) with respect to such a company that
makes quarterly or semiannual interest pay-
ments $250,000,000; or

“(1I) $175,000,000 with respect to any other
company licensed under section 301(c).”’;

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘may not
exceed $350,000,000.”” and inserting the following
“‘may not exceed—

““(i) with respect to such companies that are
commonly controlled and that make quarterly or
semiannual interest payments, $475,000,000; or

“(it) $350,000,000 with respect to any other
companies licensed under section 301(c) that are
commonly controlled.”’; and

(3) in subparagraph (C)—

(A) in the heading—

(i) by inserting ‘‘OR RURAL’ after ‘‘LOW-IN-
COME’’; and

(ii) by inserting *‘, CRITICAL TECHNOLOGY
AREAS, OR SMALL MANUFACTURERS’ after ‘‘GEO-
GRAPHIC AREAS’’;

(B) in clause (i)—

(i) by striking ‘(i) In calculating’’ and insert-
ing the following:

‘““(¢i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (iii), in calculating’’;

(ii) by inserting ‘‘or companies’ after “‘of a
company’’;

(iii) by striking ‘‘subparagraph (A)” and in-
serting ‘‘subparagraphs (A) and (B)’’;
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(iv) by striking “‘equity’’; and

(v) by striking ‘‘the company in a smaller en-
terprise’”’ and all that follows and inserting the
following: “‘the company or companies in—

“(I) a small business concern located in a low-
income geographic area (as defined in section
351 of this title) or in a rural area (as defined in
section 343(a)(13) of the Agricultural Act of 1961
(7 U.S.C. 1991(a)(13)));

“(II) a small business concern operating pri-
marily in a covered technology category (as de-
fined in section 149(e) of title 10, United States
Code); or

“(I11) a small manufacturer (as defined in sec-
tion 501(e)(6) of this Act).”’;

(C) by amending clause (ii) to read as follows:

““(i1) LIMITATION.—While maintaining the lim-
itation of subparagraph (A)(i) and consistent
with a leverage determination ratio issued pur-
suant to section 301(c), the aggregate amount
excluded for a company or companies under
clause (i) from the calculation of the out-
standing leverage such company or companies
for the purposes of subparagraphs (A) and (B)
may not exceed the lesser of 50 percent of the
private capital of such company or companies or
$125,000,000.”’; and

(D) by amending clause (iii) to read as fol-
lows:

““(iii) PROSPECTIVE APPLICABILITY.—An invest-
ment by a licensee is eligible for exclusion from
the calculation of outstanding leverage under
clause (i) only if such investment is made by
such licensee after the date of enactment of this
clause.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CISNEROS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2066, the Investing in All of
America Act of 2025, introduced by
Representative MEUSER from the great
State of Pennsylvania and Representa-
tive SCHOLTEN from the great State of
Michigan.

One of the most significant barriers
to economic growth across America is
the lack of access to capital for small
businesses, including investment op-
portunities. While some regions and in-
dustries are flush with investment, too
many small businesses struggle to at-
tract investment capital that they
would need to help them to grow.

The Investing in All of America Act
strengthens one of the most effective
public-private partnerships the SBA
has to offer: the Small Business Invest-
ment Company, or SBIC, program. This
program has a proven track record of
turning promising small businesses
into household names, all without
spending any taxpayer dollars.
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By unleashing nearly $20 billion in
private capital, this bipartisan bill
would expand opportunities for small
manufacturers, rural communities, and
businesses critical to our national se-
curity. It means more jobs, greater in-
novation, and a stronger economy.

This commonsense solution rewards
hard work and fuels private investment
into small businesses across America
without new spending or more red tape.

I ask my colleagues to support this
bill for Main Street America, driving
capital back into the hands of small
business owners where it belongs.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2066, the Investing in All of
America Act. Small Business Invest-
ment Companies, or SBICs, are an es-
sential part of the small business lend-
ing ecosystem. Under this program,
SBA works with and licenses private
institutions to provide financing to
small, high-growth companies.

Unfortunately, due to statutory con-
straints, investors are often limited in
their ability to participate in the pro-
gram when focusing on rural and un-
derserved communities, small manu-
facturers, or small businesses critical
to national security.

Due to their capital-intensive nature
and early revenue profile, these small
businesses operating in the critical
technology sector need institutional
investors with longer term time hori-
zons to raise capital.

That is why this bill makes statutory
improvements to provide SBICs with
access to additional leverage when
they invest in these businesses.

Providing SBICs with additional le-
verage flexibility will ensure the cap-
ital needs of small businesses in our
critical technology sector are met by
the SBIC program. This will enable the
SBA and DOD to successfully imple-
ment their joint Small Business Invest-
ment Company Critical Technology
Initiative.

In addition, this bill provides another
avenue to extend private investment to
small businesses in rural and under-
served communities, something that
lenders and policymakers have repeat-
edly fallen short on. This additional
bonus leverage will encourage more in-
vestment in communities that need it
most.

I applaud Representatives MEUSER
and SCHOLTEN for leading this bipar-
tisan effort, and I thank Chairman
WILLIAMS and his team for their col-
laboration on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes”, and I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MEUSER).

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
our chairman very much for yielding
and for his leadership.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of my
legislation, H.R. 2066, the Investing in
All of America Act of 2025. This legisla-
tion will incentivize greater invest-
ment from small business investment
companies, SBICs, to small businesses
located in rural or low-income areas, as
well as small businesses in the manu-
facturing and national security tech-
nology sectors.

SBICs are privately owned and man-
aged investment funds that are li-
censed and regulated by the SBA.
These companies raise private capital,
which is then matched with additional
leverage by the SBA, capped at $175
million.

SBICs then invest both their private
capital and SBA leverage into small
businesses in communities across the
country. Importantly, the SBIC pro-
gram operates at zero subsidy cost to
the American taxpayer.

Over the last 5 years, SBICs have in-
vested over $130 billion in small busi-
nesses across America, including $1.3
billion in my home State of Pennsylva-
nia’s small businesses.

Though the SBIC program is success-
ful, recent studies have shown that less
than 20 percent of SBIC investment
reaches low- to middle-income commu-
nities, especially rural communities.

The Investing in All of America Act
encourages additional private capital
investments in parts of America that
are often overlooked by not counting
dollars invested in these areas against
an individual SBIC’s $175 million lever-
age cap. By creating this incentive, my
bill will increase investment for these
currently underserved communities.

It is important to note that the
bonus leverage included in this legisla-
tion does not change the costs or risks
of the SBIC program. The existing
model operates at no cost to the tax-
payer and will remain the same.

The Trump administration and SBA
Administrator Kelly Loeffler are fo-
cused on fueling small business growth
and reinvigorating domestic manufac-
turing throughout the United States.
This legislation supports that effort by
encouraging increased private invest-
ment in the manufacturing sector.

By expanding access to capital and
reducing barriers to entry, this legisla-
tion helps manufacturers scale oper-
ations and create high-quality Amer-
ican jobs.

I thank Representative SCHOLTEN for
her continued partnership, as well as
the support from the Democratic lead-
ership, on this legislation and the bi-
partisan group of all Members, Repub-
lican and Democrat, who have cospon-
sored it. This legislation will have tan-
gible, positive impacts on our commu-
nities.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support passage of this im-
portant piece of legislation.

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to close by once again thanking
Mr. MEUSER and Ms. SCHOLTEN for
their leadership on this bill and their
efforts to extend additional capital to
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rural and underserved entrepreneurs,
as well as the critical technology in-
dustry.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
this bill and encourage all of my col-
leagues to do the same. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation to increase
access to capital for America’s small
businesses. I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2066, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

TRAFFICKING SURVIVORS RELIEF
ACT

Mr. FRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
4323) to provide for the vacating of cer-
tain convictions and expungement of
certain arrests of victims of human
trafficking, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4323

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 ‘“‘Trafficking Sur-
vivors Relief Act’’.

SEC. 2. FEDERAL EXPUNGEMENT FOR VICTIMS OF
TRAFFICKING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 237 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“§3771A. Motion to vacate; expungement; miti-
gating factors

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘child’ means an individual who
has not attained 18 years of age;

“(2) the term ‘covered prisoner’ means an in-
dividual who—

“(A4) was convicted of a level A offense or
level B offense;

“(B) was sentenced to a term of imprisonment
for the offense described in subparagraph (A);
and

“(C) is, or was previously, imprisoned or in-
carcerated under such sentence for a term of im-
prisonment;

“(3) the terms ‘employee’ and ‘officer’ have
the meanings given the terms in section 2105 of
title 5;

‘“(4) the term ‘Federal offense’ means an of-
fense that is punishable under Federal law;

““(5) the term ‘level A offense’ means a Federal
offense that is not a violent crime;

“(6) the term ‘level B offense’—

“(A) means a Federal offense that is a violent
crime; and

“(B) does not include a Federal offense that is
a violent crime of which a child was a victim;

“(7) the term ‘victim of trafficking’ has the
meaning given that term in section 103 of the
Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22
U.S.C. 7102); and

““(8) the term ‘violent crime’ has the meaning
given the term ‘crime of violence’ in section 16(a)
of this title.
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““(b) MOTIONS TO VACATE CONVICTIONS OR EX-
PUNGE ARRESTS.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—

““(A) CONVICTIONS OF LEVEL A OFFENSES.—A
person convicted of any level A offense (or an
attorney representing such a person) may move
the court that imposed the sentence for the level
A offense to vacate the judgment of conviction
if the level A offense was committed as a direct
result of the person having been a victim of traf-
ficking.

““(B) ARRESTS FOR LEVEL A OFFENSES.—A per-
son arrested for any level A offense (or an attor-
ney representing such a person) may move the
district court of the United States for the district
and division embracing the place where the per-
son was arrested to exrpunge all records of the
arrest if the conduct or alleged conduct of the
person that resulted in the arrest was directly
related to the person having been a victim of
trafficking.

““(C) ARRESTS FOR LEVEL B OFFENSES.—A per-
son arrested for any level B offense (or an attor-
ney representing such a person) may move the
district court of the United States for the district
and division embracing the place where the per-
son was arrested to expunge all records of the
arrest if—

‘““(i) the conduct or alleged conduct of the
movant that resulted in the arrest was directly
related to the movant having been a victim of
trafficking; and

““(ii)(1) the movant was acquitted of the level
B offense;

‘“(1I) the Government did not pursue, or the
Government moved to dismiss, criminal charges
against the movant for the level B offense; or

‘“(II1)(aa) the charges against the movant for
the level B offense were reduced to an offense
that is a level A offense; and

““(bb) the movant was acquitted of the level A
offense, the Government did not pursue, or the
Government moved to dismiss, criminal charges
against the movant for the level A offense, or
any subsequent conviction of the level A offense
was vacated.

““(2) CONTENTS OF MOTION.—A motion de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall—

‘““(A) be in writing;

‘““(B) describe any supporting evidence;

“(C) state the offense; and

‘““(D) include copies of any documents showing
that the movant is entitled to relief under this
section.

““(3) HEARING.—

““(A) MANDATORY HEARING.—

““(i) MOTION IN OPPOSITION.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which a motion is filed
under paragraph (1), the Government may file a
motion in opposition of the motion filed under
paragraph (1).

‘(i) MANDATORY HEARING.—If the Govern-
ment files a motion described in clause (i), not
later than 15 days after the date on which the
motion is filed, the court shall hold a hearing on
the motion.

““(B) DISCRETIONARY HEARING.—If the Govern-
ment does not file a motion described in sub-
paragraph (A)(i), the court may hold a hearing
on the motion not later than 45 days after the
date on which a motion is filed under paragraph
(1).

““(4) FACTORS.—

““(A) VACATING CONVICTIONS OF LEVEL A OF-
FENSES.—The court may grant a motion under
paragraph (1)(A) if, after notice to the Govern-
ment and an opportunity to be heard, the court
finds, by a preponderance of the evidence,
that—

‘(i) the movant was convicted of a level A of-
fense; and

“‘(ii) the participation in the level A offense by
the movant was a direct result of the movant
having been a victim of trafficking.

‘““(B) EXPUNGING ARRESTS FOR LEVEL A OF-
FENSES.—The court may grant a motion under
paragraph (1)(B) if, after notice to the Govern-
ment and an opportunity to be heard, the court
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finds, by a preponderance of the evidence,
that—

““(i) the movant was arrested for a level A of-
fense; and

““(ii) the conduct or alleged conduct that re-
sulted in the arrest was directly related to the
movant having been a victim of trafficking.

‘““(C) EXPUNGING ARRESTS FOR LEVEL B OF-
FENSES.—The court may grant a motion under
paragraph (1)(C) if, after notice to the Govern-
ment and an opportunity to be heard, the court
finds, by a preponderance of the evidence,
that—

““(i) the movant was arrested for a level B of-
fense and the conduct or alleged conduct that
resulted in the arrest was directly related to the
movant having been a victim of trafficking; and

““(ii)(1) the movant was acquitted of the level
B offense;

“(1I) the Government did mot pursue, or the
Government moved to dismiss, criminal charges
against the movant for the level B offense; or

‘“(I1)(aa) the charges against the movant for
the level B offense were reduced to a level A of-
fense; and

““(bb) the movant was acquitted of the level A
offense, the Government did not pursue, or the
Government moved to dismiss, criminal charges
against the movant for the level A offense, or
any subsequent conviction of that level A of-
fense was vacated.

““(5) SUPPORTING EVIDENCE.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, in determining whether the movant is a
victim of trafficking, the court—

““(i) shall consider an affidavit or sworn testi-
mony of an anti-human trafficking service pro-
vider or clinician; and

“(i1)) may consider any supporting evidence
the court determines is of sufficient credibility
and probative value, including sworn testimony
from a law enforcement officer detailing the role
of the movant in coercing other victims of traf-
ficking into committing criminal offenses.

“(B) AFFIDAVIT OR SWORN TESTIMONY SUFFI-
CIENT EVIDENCE.—The affidavit or sworn testi-
mony described in subparagraph (A)(i) shall be
sufficient evidence to vacate a conviction or ex-
punge an arrest under this section if the court
determines that—

““(i) the affidavit or sworn testimony is cred-
ible; and

““(ii) no other evidence is readily available.

“(6) CONVICTION OR ARREST OF OTHER PER-
SONS NOT REQUIRED.—It shall not be necessary
that any person other than the movant be con-
victed of or arrested for an offense before the
movant may file a motion under paragraph (1).

““(7) DENIAL OF MOTION.—

“(A) FINALITY.—If the court denies a motion
filed under paragraph (1), the denial shall be
final, except as provided under subparagraph
(C) of this paragraph and subject to the dis-
covery of any new and compelling evidence or
information.

‘““(B) REASONS FOR DENIAL.—If the court de-
nies a motion filed under paragraph (1), the
court shall state the reasons for the denial in
writing.

“(C) REASONABLE TIME TO CURE DEFICIENCIES
IN MOTION.—If the court denies a motion filed
under paragraph (1) due to a curable deficiency
in the motion, the court shall allow the movant
sufficient time to cure the deficiency.

‘““(8) APPEAL.—An order granting or denying a
motion under this section may be appealed in
accordance with section 1291 of title 28.

““(c) VACATUR OF CONVICTIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the court grants a motion
to vacate a conviction of a level A offense under
subsection (b), the court shall immediately—

““(A) vacate the conviction for cause;

‘““(B) set aside the verdict and enter a judg-
ment of acquittal; and

“(C) enter an expungement order that directs
that there be expunged from all official records
all references to—

““(i) the arrest of the movant for the level A of-
fense;
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“(ii) the institution of criminal proceedings
against the movant relating to the level A of-
fense; and

““(iii) the results of the proceedings.

““(2) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this subsection
requires a court to amend or remove any fine or
restitution order in a criminal or civil pro-
ceeding.

“(3) EFFECT.—If a conviction is vacated under
an order entered under paragraph (1), the con-
viction shall not be regarded as a conviction
under Federal law and the movant for whom the
conviction was vacated shall be considered to
have the status occupied by the movant before
the arrest or the institution of the criminal pro-
ceedings related to such conviction.

“(d) EXPUNGEMENT OF ARRESTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the court grants a motion
to expunge all records of an arrest for an of-
fense under subsection (b), the court shall imme-
diately enter an expungement order that directs
that there be expunged from all official records
all references to—

““(A) the arrest of the movant for the offense;

““(B) the institution of any criminal pro-
ceedings against the movant relating to the of-
fense; and

“(C) the results of the proceedings, if any.

‘“(2) EFFECT.—If an arrest is expunged under
an order entered under paragraph (1) the arrest
shall not be regarded as an arrest under Federal
law and the movant for whom the arrest is ex-
punged shall be considered to have the status
occupied by the movant before the arrest or the
institution of the criminal proceedings related to
such arrest, if any.

““(e) MITIGATING FACTORS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The court that imposed
sentence for a level A offense or level B offense
upon a covered prisoner may reduce the term of
imprisonment for the offense—

“(A) upon—

‘(i) motion by the covered prisoner; or

“‘(ii) the court’s own motion;

“(B) after notice to the Government;

“(C) after considering—

‘(i) the factors set forth in section 3553(a);

“‘(ii) the nature and seriousness of the danger
to any person, if applicable; and

“(iii) the community, or any crime victims;
and

‘(D) if the court finds, by a preponderance of
the evidence, that the covered prisoner com-
mitted the offense as a direct result of the cov-
ered prisoner having been a victim of traf-
ficking.

““(2) REQUIREMENT.—Any proceeding under
this subsection shall be subject to section 3771.

“(3) PARTICULARIZED INQUIRY.—For any mo-
tion under paragraph (1), the Government shall
conduct a particularized inquiry of the facts
and circumstances of the original sentencing of
the covered prisoner in order to assess whether
a reduction in sentence would be consistent with
this section.

“(f) ADDITIONAL ACTIONS BY COURT.—The
court shall, upon granting a motion under this
section, take any additional action necessary to
grant the movant full relief.

““(g) NO FEES.—A person may not be required
to pay a filing fee, service charge, copay fee,
processing fee, or any other charge for filing a
motion under this section.

““(h) CONFIDENTIALITY OF MOVANT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A motion under this section
and any documents, pleadings, or orders relat-
ing to the motion shall be filed under seal.

““(2) INFORMATION NOT AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC
INSPECTION.—An officer or employee may not
make available for public inspection any report,
paper, picture, photograph, court file, or other
document, in the custody or possession of the of-
ficer or employee, that identifies the movant.

‘(i) APPLICABILITY.—This section shall apply
to any conviction or arrest occurring before, on,
or after the date of enactment of this section.”’.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections of chapter 237 of
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title 18, United States Code, is amended by add-

ing at the end the following:

“3771A. Motion to vacate; expungement; miti-
gating factors.”.

SEC. 3. REPORTS.

(a) UNITED STATES ATTORNEY MOTIONS FOR
VACATUR OR EXPUNGEMENT.—Not later than I
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
each United States attorney shall submit to the
Attorney General a report that details—

(1) the number of motions for vacatur or
exrpungement filed under section 3771A of title
18, United States Code, as added by section 2, in
the district of the United States attorney; and

(2) for each motion described in paragraph
(H)—

(4) the underlying offense;

(B) the response of the United States attorney
to the motion; and

(C) the final determination of the court with
respect to the motion.

(b) UNITED STATES ATTORNEY TRAINING ON
HUMAN TRAFFICKING INDICATORS.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Attorney General shall submit to Con-
gress a report that details all professional train-
ing received by United States attorneys on indi-
cators of human trafficking during the pre-
ceding 12-month period.

(c) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE.—
Not later than 3 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of the
United States shall submit to Congress a report
that—

(1) assesses the impact of the enactment of
section 3771A of title 18, United States Code, as
added by section 2; and

(2) includes—

(A) the number of human trafficking survivors
who have filed motions for vacatur or
expungement under such section 3771A;

(B) the final determination of each court that
adjudicated a motion described in subparagraph
(4);

(C) recommendations to increase access to
post-conviction relief for human trafficking sur-
vivors with Federal criminal records; and

(D) recommendations for improving the imple-
mentation and tracking of professional training
of United States attorneys on indicators of
human trafficking.

SEC. 4. USE OF GRANTS FOR POST-CONVICTION
RELIEF REPRESENTATION.

The Office of Justice Programs or the Office
on Violence Against Women, in awarding a
grant that may be used for legal representation,
may not prohibit a recipient from using the
grant for legal representation for post-convic-
tion relief.

SEC. 5. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) this Act is a first step to address the
changing tactics of human traffickers, who are
using forced criminality as a form of force,
fraud, and coercion in their human trafficking
enterprises; and

(2) Congress is committed to continuing to find
solutions as needed to thwart human traffickers
and protect survivors of human trafficking.

SEC. 6. HUMAN TRAFFICKING DEFENSE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 18, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“§28. Human trafficking defense

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘covered Federal offense’ means
a level A offense or level B offense, as those
terms are defined in section 3771A; and

‘“(2) the term ‘victim of trafficking’ has the
meaning given the term in section 103 of the
Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22
U.S.C. 7102).

‘““(b) DURESS.—In a prosecution for a covered
Federal offense, a defendant may establish du-
ress by demonstrating that the defendant was a
victim of trafficking at the time at which the de-
fendant committed the offense.



December 1, 2025

““(c) RECORD OR PROCEEDING UNDER SEAL.—
In any proceeding in which a defense under
subsection (b) is raised, any record or part of
the proceeding related to the defense shall, on
motion, be placed under seal until such time as
a conviction is entered for the offense.

“(d) PoOST-CONVICTION RELIEF.—A failure to
assert, or failed assertion of, a defense under
subsection (b) by an individual who is convicted
of a covered Federal offense may mot preclude
the individual from asserting as a mitigating
factor, at sentencing or in a proceeding for any
post-conviction relief, that at the time of the
commission of the offense, the defendant was a
victim of trafficking and committed the offense
under duress.

‘““(e) FEDERAL AID.—A failure to assert, or
failed assertion of, a defense under subsection
(b) by an individual who is convicted of a cov-
ered Federal offense may mot be used for the
purpose of disqualifying the individual from
participating in any federally funded program
that aids victims of trafficking.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 1 of
title 18, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

“28. Human trafficking defense.”.
SEC. 7. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.

Section 103 of the Trafficking Victims Protec-
tion Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7102) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (16), by striking ‘“(9)” and
inserting ‘‘(11)”’; and

(2) in paragraph (17), by striking ‘“(9) or (10)’
and inserting ‘‘(11) or (12)”’.

SEC. 8. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act, or the amendments made
by this Act, may be construed to conflict with
any of the crime victims’ rights described in sec-
tion 3771 of title 18, United States Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. FrRY) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
4323.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4323, the Traf-
ficking Survivors Relief Act, is a
strong, bipartisan piece of legislation—
and bicameral, actually—that will help
one of our most vulnerable popu-
lations.

This legislation passed the House Ju-
diciary Committee by a voice vote ear-
lier this year, and I am looking forward
to seeing it pass the full House.

Human trafficking is a heinous crime
that we are all too familiar with.
Human trafficking is not just a distant
problem. It is a crisis that touches
every corner of our Nation, rural com-
munities and urban centers. It can
occur anywhere, in any community,
and it does not discriminate. Traf-
fickers exploit the vulnerable wherever
they may find them.

We see it happen to a vast number of
women and children who are exploited
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after crossing our southern border. We
see it happen to people from both low-
income and high-income backgrounds.
We see it happen to ordinary Ameri-
cans, people who never imagined that
they would become victims themselves.

Efforts by Federal, State, and local
law enforcement and advocates to
eliminate trafficking and to support
victims have increased awareness, re-
porting, and prosecution of sex traf-
fickers across the country. However,
victims of these crimes are sometimes
prosecuted for their actions taken
while under the control of their traf-
fickers. This can lead to the arrest,
conviction, and incarceration of actual
trafficking victims themselves without
proper consideration of their criminal
culpability.

We know that criminal convictions,
and even nonviolent omnes, can hold
someone back from applying for a job
or getting housing. These victims de-
serve to be able to heal and move on
with their lives.

Thankfully, we have made significant
progress to help survivors. Today, the
vast majority of States—in fact, 46 or
47—have some sort of relief to victims
for nonviolent offenses committed
while under the control of their traf-
fickers. These laws allow individuals to
reenter their communities and move on
with their lives.

My home State of South Carolina
continues to lead on this forward-look-
ing, victim-centered approach. The
Trafficking Survivors Relief Act fol-
lows the States’ clear lead and provides
Federal relief to survivors of human
trafficking who committed a non-
violent offense as a direct result of
being a victim of human trafficking.

For a court to grant this relief, a de-
fendant must show that the offense was
committed as a direct result of being a
victim of human trafficking.

To ensure that these opportunities
are only available to true victims of
trafficking and not criminals, we have
worked hand in hand with law enforce-
ment to include appropriate safeguards
in the bill. The legislation allows for
additional evidence to be considered,
including the sworn testimony of a law
enforcement officer as to whether a
victim had any role in coercing other
victims into criminal offenses.

This legislation is endorsed by mul-
tiple advocacy organizations, faith-
based organizations, and law enforce-
ment officials. This is a bipartisan, bi-
cameral piece of legislation that unites
both law enforcement and victim orga-
nizations. It is a good piece of legisla-
tion.

There are countless individuals and
organizations that have worked tire-
lessly to get this bill to where it is
today, including CPAC Foundation’s
Center for Combating Human Traf-
ficking, NCOSE, Rights4Girls, Street
Grace, survivor leader Hollie Nadel,
and so many more.

Last Congress, a bipartisan group of
attorneys general wrote a letter in
strong support of the Trafficking Sur-
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vivors Relief Act. This carefully craft-
ed legislation strikes the right balance
in protecting victims’ rights and public
safety.

Let’s work together to fight back
against this evil, to help victims and
survivors begin a new chapter, and to
allow them to take on every oppor-
tunity that life hands them without
any constraint of their past.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
support the Trafficking Survivors Re-
lief Act, and I encourage swift passage
in the Senate.

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

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

I thank the distinguished gentleman
from South Carolina for his leadership
on this issue.

I am pleased that we are considering
the bipartisan Trafficking Survivors
Relief Act, which will provide relief to
victims and survivors of human traf-
ficking who have been unjustly
criminalized as a result of their traf-
ficking.
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Victims and survivors of human traf-
ficking have been waiting nearly a dec-
ade for us to make this relief available
to them at the Federal level. The he-
roic survivors of the global Epstein
trafficking conspiracy have raised the
conscience of our Nation about the
nightmarish consequences of human
trafficking for the victims of it, and
they strongly support this legislation,
which is part of the long, overdue reck-
oning that America must have with all
of the double standards and coverups
that have affected women and girls
who have been entered into the traf-
ficking criminal underworld.

While we have found far too less op-
portunities to work together in this
broken session of Congress, I am glad
that the majority has finally chosen to
bring this much-needed consensus re-
form forward to the floor to protect
trafficking victims and survivors, and I
look forward to its swift passage.

Mr. Speaker, human trafficking is a
multibillion-dollar criminal industry
that overtakes the will and the free-
dom of nearly 25 million people around
the world every year. Traffickers ex-
ploit their victims by forcing them to
provide labor, services, and commercial
sex through violence, fear, coercion,
and manipulation. While awful, their
exploitation doesn’t stop there. Traf-
fickers often force their victims to
commit other crimes, including pros-
titution, money laundering, fraud, drug
trafficking, robbery, and theft.

This leads trafficking victims to be
arrested and prosecuted without con-
sideration of their status as victims
themselves. They are often then made
to serve prison sentences and left with
criminal records that can stop them
from finding employment, suitable
housing, or qualifying to receive the
treatment that they need to recover
from trauma and rebuild their lives.
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When they are unable to start fresh
or move on because of the obstacles
that they face as a consequence of the
crimes that they were forced to com-
mit, victims and survivors often return
to their traffickers or fall victim to
new predators. We cannot allow this
cycle of trauma, criminal exploitation,
and victimization to continue in the
lives of so many untold victims.

While all but three States now allow
trafficking survivors some form of
criminal record relief, there is still no
Federal pathway to clear criminal con-
victions or records in this situation.
H.R. 4323 would correct this inequity
by allowing human trafficking victims
to petition to have their convictions
vacated for certain offenses and to ex-
punge their arrest records for other of-
fenses if the offenses were committed
only as a consequence of their traf-
ficking.

This bill would also provide an ave-
nue of relief for victims and survivors
facing prosecution for certain Federal
offenses relating to their victimization
by establishing a human trafficking de-
fense. The defense will also be avail-
able as a post-conviction remedy. To
ensure that survivors have access to all
of the remedies provided, this bill
makes clear that a grantee may use
grant funds from the Office of Justice
Programs and Office on Violence
Against Women for legal representa-
tion for post-conviction relief.

For far too long, we have closed our
eyes to the true horrors of human traf-
ficking and allowed victimization to
fester simply by allowing survivors of
human trafficking to be classified and
treated as criminals. I am pleased to
support this essential and thoughtful
bipartisan bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

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

Mr. FRY. Mr. Speaker, I have no fur-
ther speakers on the bill and am pre-
pared to close. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH), the distin-
guished ranking member of the Crime
and Federal Government Surveillance
Subcommittee.

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

The Trafficking Survivors Relief Act
is very critical, bipartisan legislation
that would provide long-overdue relief
to victims and survivors of human traf-
ficking to help them overcome the
lasting effects of being trafficked and
allow them a chance to heal.

It recognizes their unique traumas,
the immense challenges that they face
after escaping their exploitation, and
their right to rebuild their lives with
some dignity and some respect.

Victims of trafficking are demeaned.
They are dehumanized and coerced by
their traffickers, who do not see them
as people but see them as objects only
to be bought, sold, and abused; but we
see them, and we must give them the
help that they need and they deserve.
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Too often, they emerge with criminal
records directly tied to their exploi-
tation. These records follow them
along their path long after they are
free, preventing them from finding a
job, securing safe housing, pursuing
education, or even getting treatment
for the trauma that they have escaped.

The barriers they face as a result of
their records often serve as painful re-
minders of the abuse that they endured
and can make survivors vulnerable to
even further exploitation.

Many States, including my State of
Georgia, have already passed laws like
the Trafficking Survivors Relief Act. It
is past time that we take similar steps
to do this on the Federal level. By al-
lowing survivors to expunge arrests or
vacate nonviolent convictions con-
nected to their trafficking, we give
them a chance to reclaim their futures
and move forward without the weight
of their past being used against them.

Just as we must allow them the abil-
ity to shed the lasting remnants of
their victimization, we must also pro-
vide them with resources and services
that they desperately need. Survivors
need strong and consistent Federal
support to stay safe and move forward.

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 Georgia.

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, we must
ensure our government continues to in-
vest in prevention services and enforce-
ment that keeps survivors protected.
Any cuts or weakened efforts will risk
putting them back in harm’s way or
back in the streets, and we cannot
allow that to happen.

This bill is about justice, healing,
and true restoration. It affirms that
survivors are more than the crimes
that they are forced to commit. They
are human beings deserving of oppor-
tunity, safety, and hope.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support putting survivors first and sup-
port this bipartisan legislation. I thank
Representatives FRY and JOHNSON for
championing this effort. I look forward
to working together to ensure that sur-
vivors are seen, supported, and given
every chance that they can to thrive.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I pick up on the words
of the distinguished gentlewoman from
Georgia, who is the ranking member of
the Crime and Federal Government
Surveillance Subcommittee on Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. To be forced
into a human-trafficking network, like
the Epstein network, is to suffer a dou-
ble trauma. There is the original trau-
ma of the exploitation and the abuse,
and then there is the added trauma of
being stigmatized yourself as being a
criminal: a prostitute and someone
forced to engage in other criminal ac-
tivity by the trafficking network.
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Mr. Speaker, I am delighted that, on
a bipartisan basis today, we are able to
move forward to address this problem
and to give some relief to the victims
and the survivors of a human-traf-
ficking network.

Again, I recognize the survivors from
the Epstein global international child
sex-trafficking conspiracy who have
raised the conscience of the country
and changed America’s mind about the
fundamental importance of our ad-
dressing this.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
for working with us on bringing this
legislation forward, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I find myself in this mo-
ment on H.R. 4323, the Trafficking Sur-
vivors Relief Act, in somewhat of a
deja vu. I did this legislation at the
State level, and I talked to victims of
human trafficking and those who have
used this legal mechanism as a sense of
relief to expunge their crimes, to get
their prior convictions vacated, to
apply for housing, and to go on with
their lives in a very meaningful way.

What they would share with me and
what I will share with you today is
that this absolutely matters to them.
Being able to turn the page on their
past is not easy. It is not easy for a vic-
tim of human trafficking to come for-
ward. There is shame sometimes in
doing so. There is extreme guilt. When
they get that chance to do that, this is
an incredibly important step.
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Here is the caveat that I think is
often overlooked. Law enforcement
loves this bill, too. Why is that? Be-
cause during a prosecution of a crimi-
nal defendant who is a trafficking vic-
tim, or within a conviction of a human-
trafficking victim, victims are allowed
to tell their story. Omne, it is very
therapeutic and helpful to the victims
themselves, but for the law enforce-
ment folks, they can go after the real
bad actors.

I think that is the key crux of this
bill, and I think that is what unites Re-
publicans and Democrats, House and
Senate Members, and the law enforce-
ment community and victim organiza-
tions. It is a great piece of public pol-
icy that has worked so well in 46, 47, 48
States at this point, and there is no
reason why the Federal Government
should lag behind the States anymore
in crafting a very good, commonsense
piece of legislation.

This bill is victim-centered. It is law
enforcement-focused, as well. It checks
all the boxes of good public policy.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. FrRY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4323, as
amended.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COUNT THE CRIMES TO CUT ACT

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
2159) to direct the Attorney General of
the United States to submit to the
Congress a report on Federal criminal
offenses, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2159

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 ‘“‘Count the
Crimes to Cut Act”.
SEC. 2. REPORT ON

FENSES.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the term ‘‘criminal regulatory offense’
means a Federal regulation that is enforceable
by a criminal penalty; and

(2) the term ‘‘criminal statutory offense’
means a criminal offense under a Federal stat-
ute.

(b) REPORT ON CRIMINAL STATUTORY OF-
FENSES.—Not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Attorney General
shall submit to the Committee on the Judiciary
of the Senate and the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the House of Representatives a report,
which shall include—

(1) a list of all criminal statutory offenses, in-
cluding a list of the elements for each criminal
statutory offense; and

(2) for each criminal statutory offense listed
under paragraph (1)—

(A) the potential criminal penalty for the
criminal statutory offense;

(B) the number of prosecutions for the crimi-
nal statutory offense brought by the Depart-
ment of Justice each year for the 15-year period
preceding the date of enactment of this Act; and

(C) the mens rea requirement for the criminal
statutory offense.

(c) REPORT ON CRIMINAL REGULATORY OF-
FENSES.—

(1) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act, the head of each
Federal agency described in paragraph (2) shall
submit to the Committee on the Judiciary of the
Senate and the Committee on the Judiciary of
the House of Representatives a report, which
shall include—

(A) a list of all criminal regulatory offenses
enforceable by the agency; and

(B) for each criminal regulatory offense listed
under subparagraph (A)—

(i) the potential criminal penalty for a viola-
tion of the criminal regulatory offense;

(ii) the number of violations of the criminal
regulatory offense referred to the Department of
Justice for prosecution in each of the years dur-
ing the 15-year period preceding the date of en-
actment of this Act; and

(iii) the mens rea requirement for the criminal
regulatory offense.

(2) AGENCIES DESCRIBED.—The Federal agen-
cies described in this paragraph are the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, the Department of Com-
merce, the Department of Education, the De-
partment of Energy, the Department of Health
and Human Services, the Department of Home-
land Security, the Department of Housing and
Urban Development, the Department of the In-
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terior, the Department of Labor, the Department
of Transportation, the Department of the Treas-
ury, the Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion, the Consumer Product Safety Commission,
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion, the Export-Import Bank of the United
States, the Farm Credit Administration, the
Federal Communications Commission, the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation, the Federal
Election Commission, the Federal Labor Rela-
tions Authority, the Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, the Federal Mine Safety and Health Re-
view Commission, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, the National Labor Relations Board, the
National Transportation Safety Board, the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, the Occupational
Safety and Health Review Commission, the Of-
fice of Compliance, the Postal Regulatory Com-
mission, the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, the Securities Investor Protection Corpora-
tion, the Environmental Protection Agency, the
Small Business Administration, the Federal
Housing Finance Agency, and the Office of
Government Ethics.

(d) INDEX.—Not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act—

(1) the Attorney General shall establish a pub-
lically accessible index of each criminal statu-
tory offense listed in the report required under
subsection (b) and make the index available and
freely accessible on the website of the Depart-
ment of Justice; and

(2) the head of each agency described in sub-
section (c)(2) shall establish a publically acces-
sible index of each criminal regulatory offense
listed in the report required under subsection
(c)(1) and make the indexr available and freely
accessible on the website of the agency.

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to require or author-
ize appropriations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ROoY) and the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I thank the
gentlewoman from Georgia for joining
with me in this effort. I thank the mi-
nority leader for his past work on this
bill, as well, from his position on the
Judiciary Committee, like the gentle-
woman from Georgia.

We may come at these things from
slightly different perspectives on dif-
ferent issues that come before us, but
we are bound and joined together here
in wanting some commonsense, good
government to make sure that we
know what we are dealing with, with
respect to criminal laws. For decades,
the American people, Congress, and
corners of the Federal Government
have tried to grasp a reliable estimate
of how many criminal laws exist either
in statute or in regulation.

In the 1980s, the Department of Jus-
tice tried to count the number of Fed-
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eral criminal laws that reside within
the code and estimated there are
“about 3,000 criminal offenses.”” The
American Bar Association, in the 1990s,
said it was much higher than 3,000 but
couldn’t figure out the number. In 2019,
the U.S. Code was estimated to have
5,199 Federal crimes, but again, that
was uncertain.

In other words, the Department of
Justice, the American Bar Association,
and organizations within our govern-
ment are guessing.

Now, to be clear, there are estimated
to be thousands of criminal offenses,
many buried in regulatory codes. For
context, there are an estimated 300,000
Federal regulations that carry crimi-
nal offenses that could put an Amer-
ican citizen in prison.

We can debate the merits, and we
would debate the merits no doubt
among the Members of this body, of
any particular statute that criminal-
izes a certain act or any particular reg-
ulation that comes with criminal pen-
alties associated with an action. It
might be something that involves
OSHA. It might be something that in-
volves environmental regulations. It
might be something else.

There are thousands upon thousands
of regulations and statutes, and the
American people often have no idea
that they might be in violation of
something that would come with a pen-
alty that might include jail time or
sufficient fines, and so forth, and they
potentially could become a felon.

This bill is pretty simple. It just di-
rects the Federal Government and the
executive branch to count the crimes,
to come up with a list of the crimes
that exist, put those in order, and
make sure that we know what offenses
are attached to those so that we can go
through this and make decisions as to
whether or not these crimes are dupli-
cative, whether they might be con-
tradictory, and whether maybe they go
too far or not far enough.

We feel like the people’s House, for
sure—Congress in its Article I func-
tion—ought to know how many crimes
there are and what penalties are asso-
ciated with those crimes so that the
American people can know this.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
Roy for working with me. This is a
true representation of good govern-
ment and what it looks like for biparti-
sanship, and I hope we are able to do
more of this going forward.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today for the sake
of an effective criminal justice system.
The laws within our criminal code, as
has been expressed before, have become
outdated and a highway to over-
criminalization. We have so many un-
lawful acts within our criminal code
that we don’t even know how many
criminal laws there are.

That is why we need to pass the
Count the Crimes to Cut Act of 2025,
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which would mandate the creation of a
comprehensive inventory, as we have
expressed, of all Federal criminal, stat-
utory, and regulatory offenses.

I am really proud to co-lead this
commonsense and, as I said before, bi-
partisan solution that will help us ad-
dress the pressing issue of over-
criminalization, a troubling result of
unchecked growth of our Federal
criminal law.

For too long, new Federal crimes
have been created without a full under-
standing of what criminal laws already
exist. Six years ago, policy organiza-
tions estimated that we have over 5,000
Federal crimes, many of which, as we
have stated before, are redundant,
overly broad, or better left to the
States, or are so obscure that the pub-
lic has no practical way of knowing
that they even exist. In some cases,
these laws are so vague that even a
reasonable person would struggle to
understand what conduct is prohibited.

This massive and unorganized body
of Federal criminal law puts well-in-
tentioned, law-abiding citizens defi-
nitely at risk. Legal scholars suggest
that everyday Americans may unknow-
ingly violate multiple Federal crimes
without ever being made aware of it.
Yet, we cannot meaningfully address
the consequences of this bloated sys-
tem until we fully understand the
scope of the problem.

Over the last few decades, the num-
ber of Federal criminal offenses has
dramatically increased to more than
5,000, and that figure doesn’t even ac-
count for the countless additional
crimes created by Federal regulations.
Despite several previous attempts to
determine the number of criminal of-
fenses that are currently on the books,
the fact is, we still don’t know.

The Count the Crimes to Cut Act,
which I am very proud to cosponsor, is
a necessary first step toward com-
prehensive, data-driven reform that
truly works.

By finally establishing a complete in-
ventory of these offenses, we can effec-
tively evaluate how they are enforced,
understand the intent requirements as-
sociated with each one of these laws,
and determine where reforms to mens
rea standards are necessary. We will
also be able to identify redundant or
outdated laws that serve no public
safety purpose at all.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support this very reasonable bill, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Georgia for her
comments.

Mr. Speaker, I would just add, in
agreement with her, that, as I said be-
fore, this simply says that the Attor-
ney General should provide to us, the
people’s House and this Congress, a list
of all Federal crimes in statute and
regulation, along with pertinent infor-
mation such as potential criminal pen-
alty, the mens rea requirement for the
offense, and the DOJ prosecutorial his-
tory of the statute.
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I think this is the bare minimum
that we should have as a body to en-
sure that we are protecting due process
and the rights of the American people
while ensuring that we have an ordered
society.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS),
my good friend.
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Mr. BIGGS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Texas for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment has turned the criminal code into
a labyrinth, a maze so bloated and dis-
organized that not even the DOJ can
tell you how many Federal crimes
exist.

That is why I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2159, the Count the Crimes to
Cut Act, led by my friend, CHIP ROY
from Texas, Representative MCBATH,
who is the ranking member on our Sub-
committee of Crime and Federal Gov-
ernment Surveillance, and supported
by Members of both parties who under-
stand that freedom collapses when the
law becomes unknowable.

This bill is co-led by staunch con-
servatives like Representative Roy and
myself and our colleagues, who occa-
sionally think differently than us, Mrs.
McBATH and Mr. COHEN. We disagree on
a lot in this Chamber, but we should all
agree that Americans should Kknow
what conduct is criminal before they
are punished for it.

The Count the Crimes to Cut Act
forces the DOJ to produce a complete
list of every Federal criminal statute
with the specific legal elements, the
authorized penalties, and the number
of prosecutions for each offense over
the last 15 years.

Right now, we literally cannot tell
the American people how many Federal
crimes exist. I called the Congressional
Research Service several years ago be-
cause I was interested in this. They
said we have no idea.

Estimates range from 4,000 statutes
to hundreds of thousands of
criminalized regulations, but no one
actually knows because Washington
has never bothered to count them. This
is the very definition of overcriminal-
ization: vague laws, hidden laws, dupli-
cative laws, and regulatory crimes that
nobody could reasonably expect an or-
dinary citizen to find or understand.

The Federal code has grown so bloat-
ed that a person can unknowingly vio-
late a regulation they have never heard
of and the government can still throw
the book at them.

Even former Harvard University Pro-
fessor Harvey Silverglate estimates
that the average American commits
three felonies a day without even
knowing it.

Dr. Silverglate clearly wasn’t refer-
ring to violent felonies like murder or
felonies 1like money laundering or
fraud, but instead to those vague, hid-
den, duplicative and sometimes down-
right silly laws.
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I have other pending legislation; the
End Endless Criminal Statutes Act to
repeal 10 unnecessary criminal offenses
such as selling or possessing colored
oleomargarine or colored margarine
unless they are packaged and labeled
or served in a triangular shape. That is
far from the only silly law still on the
books.

It is illegal to use a falconry bird in
a movie that isn’t about falconry, to
sell runny Kketchup, or to leave the
country with too many nickels in your
pockets.

Here is the deal: We just have too
many laws and too many crimes. When
the Federal Criminal Code becomes a
weapon instead of a guide, it is always
the most vulnerable, the poor, the
small business owners, the persons who
don’t have a legal team on retainer
who gets crushed first.

Overcriminalization is one of the
most destructive features of the mod-
ern Federal leviathan. We cannot re-
store liberty, shrink government, or
protect due process unless we first ex-
pose the scope of the problem and that
is what this bill attempts to do.

I am so pleased to be a sponsor, but
I am proud to associate with my co-
sponsors, Mr. Roy, Mrs. MCBATH, Mr.
COHEN, and others.

This is very simple, Mr. Speaker: If
you believe in liberty, you vote ‘‘yes”
on H.R. 2159. If you believe the govern-
ment should be accountable to the peo-
ple, you vote ‘“‘yes’ on H.R. 2159. If you
believe that Americans deserve to
know the laws that can put them be-
hind bars, you vote ‘“‘yes’” on H.R. 2159.
It is bipartisan, common sense, and
long overdue.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support the Count the
Crimes to Cut Act.

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN), our constitutional
scholar and ranking member of the Ju-
diciary Committee.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mrs. MCBATH for yielding, Mr. ROy for
his leadership on this, and Mr. BIGGS
for his comments.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this bipartisan legislation. The
Founders thought that Federal law
would be strictly limited in two dif-
ferent ways: one, according to the sub-
ject matter; and two, according to
number.

The subject matter of Federal crimi-
nal law requires that the conduct being
proscribed be tethered to a particular
Federal jurisdictional nexus, like in-
terference with Federal interstate
commerce or assault on a Federal offi-
cer in doing his or her duty, or sedi-
tious conspiracy against the Union,
which is why the vast majority of
crimes are prosecuted at the local level
like assault, murder, armed robbery,
theft, and so on.

Federal law would also be limited,
the Founders thought, according to
number because the Federal criminal
laws would be organized around certain
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specific principles forbidding criminal
conduct that is clearly harmful to ev-
eryone. As my colleagues have said,
what we have seen is the endless pro-
liferation of criminal offenses, some of
them statutory, some of them regu-
latory, oftentimes in a kind of political
reaction to a particular event that
might have been criminal already
under a more general category.

This legislation will allow us to get
on top of the problem. It will direct the
Department of Justice and other Fed-
eral agencies to compile a comprehen-
sive report describing every Federal
statutory and regulatory criminal of-
fense carrying penalties. These have
grown substantially over the last four
decades, despite several previous at-
tempts by the Office of Legal Policy at
DOJ, the American Bar Association,
and several scholars to determine ex-
actly how many Federal offenses there
are.

There is simply not a single com-
prehensive accounting of Federal
criminal offenses to be found anywhere
in the Federal Government, and that is
a pretty remarkable statement in
itself.

Through the bipartisan Count the
Crimes to Cut Act of 2025, Congress and
the people will finally get an inventory
of all Federal statutory and regulatory
criminal offenses. Thanks to this bill,
we will know the specific elements of
each offense, the potential criminal
penalties, the mens rea requirement,
and the number of prosecutions that
have taken place each year for the pre-
ceding 15 years for every listed offense.

Now, what is the danger of having
too many criminal offenses? Some peo-
ple might just say, let’s let sleeping
dogs lie. What is the problem with hav-
ing proliferation of offenses that may
be opaque, inscrutable, obscure, and
duplicative? One danger is the citizen
doesn’t know what kind of conduct and
behavior is actually expected of him or
her. That leaves the citizen in a state
of confusion and potential anxiety.

The other major danger is that an
unscrupulous executive will use this
nearly endless arsenal of criminal of-
fenses to target political foes or vul-
nerable communities. In a free society,
anything that is not specifically pro-
hibited is allowed to you. That is what
it means to live in a free society. In an
authoritarian society, anything that is
not specifically allowed to the popu-
lation is considered prohibited and a
danger to the government.

Mr. Speaker, the proliferation of end-
less criminal offenses moves us down
that spectrum from being a free society
much closer to an authoritarian soci-
ety. We all have a right to know ex-
actly what the criminal law entails at
the Federal level.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I don’t have a
whole lot more to add. I associate my-
self with the remarks of all of my col-
leagues who have spoken on this mat-
ter. I would only add that I think it is
important to note that this legislation
is supported by the Due Process Insti-
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tute, R Street, Right on Crime, as well
as the National District Attorneys As-
sociation and the National Association
of Criminal Defense Lawyers, which I
think tells you what is going on here in
that everybody would like to have
some clarity and some transparency so
we can have a commonsense under-
standing of our criminal laws, the ex-
tent to which they impact—as the gen-
tleman from Maryland, I think, wisely
noted—our civil liberties, and the ex-
tent to which we are made aware of
what actions we take might be
criminalized.

Mr. Speaker, I note as James Madi-
son said in Federalist No. 62 on the fun-
damental principles of representative
government and the importance of ac-
cessible and understandable laws: ‘It
will be of little avail to the people,
that the laws are made by men of their
own choice, if the laws be so volumi-
nous that they cannot be read, or so in-
coherent that they cannot be under-
stood; if they be repealed or revised be-
fore they are promulgated, or undergo
such incessant changes that no man
who knows what the law is today, can
guess what it will be tomorrow.”’
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That is precisely the situation we
find ourselves in, and we should fix it.
We may have again, as I said before,
some disagreements as to what should
be criminalized or not. Previous Con-
gresses have decided to criminalize
some action that today we might take
a second look at.

I do believe that we need to know and
have the debate, and then be able to
allow the subcommittee on which my
Judiciary Committee colleagues serve,
be able to review these, have open de-
bate, and then make some decisions.

Maybe some of these should be
sunsetted. Maybe some should be
aligned. Maybe there are penalties that
are out of whack. Maybe there are
things that should be done to have
greater notice for the American people.

I come together in good faith with
my colleagues across the aisle and hope
that my colleagues in the Chamber will
support it.

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

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I got on
this bill when it was first introduced, I
think, last spring. Representative ROy
and I have served on the Judiciary
Committee for quite a while, and I re-
spect his intellect. I certainly hope
that he gets to be Attorney General of
Texas. That would be great for him,
and I think it would be great for Texas,
too.

I will miss him in working on this
act, Article I bill. We agreed to work
on that just as a kind of a legislative
check on Article I executive actions.
That is something we may be able to
bring up again next year, although I
think it was more popular in certain
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places when President Biden was the
President, but it is still an important
bill.

This is a commonsense bill. It is bi-
partisan, and I am happy to be a co-
sponsor. I look forward to the gentle-
woman from South Carolina, the gen-
tlewoman from Georgia, the gentle-
woman from Colorado, the gentleman
from Illinois, and all the other people
who have been highlights of our last
week of legislation to vote with us in
unanimous passage.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, we cannot have effec-
tive reform of Federal criminal laws
without first passing and implementing
the Count the Crimes to Cut Act. This
bill is not about simply making lists. It
is about creating the tools that we
need for precise data-driven reform.

With concrete data, we can deter-
mine exactly which reforms are need-
ed, remove speculation from the proc-
ess, and avoid unintentional, unneces-
sary mistakes that could arise from a
sweeping one-size-fits-all approach.

Might I say, in the era that we are in
right now, there seems to be a lot of
mistrust within our communities with
law enforcement. We need to be build-
ing those relationships, building com-
munity, and I think this piece of legis-
lation helps to really expedite that
kind of community-driven policing and
helps to make sure that people feel safe
and secure in their communities.

I thank Congressman RoOY for his
leadership on this legislation, which
will help eliminate duplicative laws
and allow us to better serve and focus
on the true threats to public safety,
which are always a top priority of
mine.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this long overdue piece of legislation.
It is a bipartisan measure that really
puts common sense and accountability
first. I thank my colleagues for their
support on this piece of legislation. I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from Georgia for her com-
ments. I thank the gentleman from
Tennessee for his kind remarks, the
gentleman from Maryland, all of my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, and my friend from Arizona. I
also thank Judiciary Committee Chair-
man JORDAN. I thank the ranking
member from Maryland who we have
already engaged with, and all of my
colleagues who worked on this in the
Judiciary Committee.

This is not a long or major piece of
legislation. I tend to think that speaks
well of it. I think the shorter the bill,
the better.

I do believe that this is an important
step, but I do want to remind my col-
leagues it is just a step. I would hope
that we would get swift action out of
the executive branch in following this
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legislation if we are to get it through
the Senate and get it signed so we can
make an understanding of what is hap-
pening with respect to our criminal
laws and regulations, and then act on
it, as a Congress, in a bipartisan fash-
ion. Again, we will have reasoned de-
bate over some of the matters, but let’s
act on it. Let’s do some things.

I agree with the gentleman that we
need to revisit Article I. I introduced
that during the first Trump adminis-
tration the first time, and then we had
it, obviously, during the Biden admin-
istration. I want to revisit that. It is
critically important.

I hope that the AUMF repeal for 2002
that was in the NDAA in the Senate
will be allowed to stay in the NDAA as
it is coming back over to the House.
We shouldn’t have a 23-year-old author-
ization for the use of military force
continuing to be under use. I hope that
we in the House will reclaim those por-
tions of congressional authority.

I think this is an important step. It
is critically important for due process.
I hope my colleagues in the Chamber
will support it, and I urge its swift pas-
sage. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 2159, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NO IMMIGRATION BENEFITS FOR
HAMAS TERRORISTS ACT OF 2025

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 176) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act with respect
to aliens who carried out, participated
in, planned, financed, supported, or
otherwise facilitated the attacks
against Israel, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 176

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 ‘‘No Immigration
Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act of 2025”°.

SEC. 2. ALIENS WHO CARRIED OUT, PARTICI-
PATED IN, PLANNED, FINANCED,
SUPPORTED, OR OTHERWISE FACILI-
TATED ATTACKS AGAINST ISRAEL.

(a) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM
AGAINST ISRAEL.—Section 212(a)(3) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3))
is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i), in the matter fol-
lowing subclause (I1X)—

(4) by inserting ‘‘Palestinian Islamic Jihad, or
Hamas” after ‘“‘Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘member,”’ after ‘“‘representa-
tive,”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(H) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM
AGAINST ISRAEL.—Any alien who carried out,
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participated in, planned, financed, afforded ma-
terial support to, or otherwise facilitated any of
the attacks against Israel initiated by Hamas
beginning on October 7, 2023, is inadmissible.”’.

(b)  INELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF.—Section
241(b)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(8 U.S.C. 1231(b)(3)) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘(D) INELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF.—Any alien
who carried out, participated in, planned, fi-
nanced, afforded material support to, or other-
wise facilitated any of the attacks against Israel
initiated by Hamas beginning on October 7,
2023, shall be ineligible for any relief under the
immigration laws, including under this section,
section 208, and section 2242 of the Omnibus
Consolidated and Emergency Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act, 1999 (and any regulations
issued pursuant to such section).”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
237(a)(4)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(B)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subparagraph (B) or (F)”’ and inserting
“subparagraph (B), (F), or (H)’.

(d) REPORT REQUIRED ON PARTICIPANTS IN
HAMAS TERRORISM AGAINST ISRAEL.—Beginning
not later than one year after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and each year thereafter,
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit
a report to Congress, including the number of
aliens who were—

(1) found to be inadmissible under section
212(a)(3)(H) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(H)); and

(2) described in section 212(a)(3)(H) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1182(a)(3)(H)) and found to be removable pursu-
ant to section 237(a)(4)(B) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(B)).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
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. 176.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, although our political
differences these days are vast, there
are still some things we come together
on in this body. We certainly did so
during the last session. One of them
was an enduring opposition to Hamas
and the terrorism they unleashed on
innocent civilians in Israel more than 2
years ago.

Earlier this year, the barbaric inhu-
manity of Hamas was revealed again in
the macabre and infuriating spectacle
of returning the bodies to the Bibas
family. We last saw Shiri Bibas alive
on October 7, 2023, as she was seized,
terrified and sobbing, begging for the
lives of her two little boys as they were
dragged into the hell on Earth that
Hamas created. This February, their
murdered bodies were treated as tro-
phies, and later we learned in a final
act of cruelty that Shiri’s body had
been substituted for another.
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We all came together in this body
last year and said that such monsters
as these must never be admitted into
our country, never given safe haven on
our soil, and never tolerated where
they are found.

H.R. 176 says that anyone associated
with Hamas or Palestinian Islamic
jihad, in any capacity, or anyone who
assisted these terrorist activities in
any form, will not be allowed in this
country under any circumstances, will
be immediately removed if we do find
them here, and under no circumstances
will we allow them to receive any im-
migration benefit under our laws. We
already single out Nazi collaborators
and PLO terrorists. This simply adds
Hamas and the Palestinian Islamic
Jihad to that list.
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Madam Speaker, for reasons I find in-
explicable, the Senate couldn’t be
bothered to take up this bill in the last
session. They will hopefully find the
time in this session.

Under current law, being a member
of Hamas or associated with its bar-
baric attack against Israel is not an ex-
plicit ground of inadmissibility or re-
movability. That is just not good
enough. Anyone who gave them sup-
port in any form should never be al-
lowed into this country.

During the Biden years, the number
of known or suspected terrorists en-
countered at the Southwest border
soared to nearly 400. Too many were al-
lowed into this country. How many
more were among the 2 million known
gotaways is anybody’s guess. How
many more are among the 190,000 Af-
ghans allowed into this country with
minimal or no vetting is also any-
body’s guess. We found out last week
that one is far too many.

Under the Biden administration,
Hamas terrorists didn’t even have to
sneak in across the border. President
Biden simply let them in through the
front door.

As just one example, less than 2
months ago, Federal officials arrested
a 33-year-old native of Gaza, who was
living in Lafayette, Louisiana, for his
alleged involvement in Hamas’ attack
against Israel on October 7.

After learning about the ongoing
Hamas attack, the alleged terrorists
gathered a group of fighters and
stormed into Israel to join the barba-
rism. Less than a year later, he sub-
mitted a visa application, which the
Biden administration quickly ap-
proved, and he was allowed to enter the
United States.

After the October 7 attacks, Director
Wray warned us that the FBI ‘‘cannot,
and [does] not, discount the possibility
that Hamas . . . could exploit the con-
flict to call on their supporters to con-
duct attacks on our own soil.”” These
words proved to be prophetic.

On June 1, 2025, Mohammed Sabry
Soliman, an Egyptian national, at-
tacked pro-Israeli demonstrators who
were marching in Boulder, Colorado, in
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support of the release of hostages held
captive by Hamas. While shouting,
“Free Palestine,” Soliman attacked
the peaceful demonstrators with Molo-
tov cocktails, resulting in the hos-
pitalization of at least eight people
who suffered burns and other injuries.
At least one of the victims had sur-
vived the Holocaust.

According to the Justice Depart-
ment, Soliman stated he planned the
attack for more than a year. He “‘want-
ed to kill all Zionist people and wished
they were all dead” and would conduct
the attack again if he had the chance.
He, too, was able to enter the United
States through the front door, this
time with a tourist visa, under the
Biden administration.

This can never be allowed to happen
again, regardless of which party con-
trols the executive branch. While we
have a President who is committed to
securing our borders, protecting our
communities, and restoring the en-
forcement of our immigration laws,
now is the time to act.

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

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

The terrorist atrocities committed
by Hamas in Israel on October 7, which
took the lives of more than 1,200 inno-
cent civilians, and the subsequent war
of mass destruction in Gaza, have been
nothing less than a catastrophe for hu-
manity.

More than 70,000 people have been
killed to date, including an estimated
20,000 children. Hostages Kkidnapped by
Hamas were abused, shackled in cages,
and isolated in underground tunnels—
in some cases, for more than 2 years.
Many were killed there.

According to UNICEF, the Gaza Strip
is now home to the world’s highest con-
centration of child amputees. More
than 80 percent of buildings in Gaza
have been damaged or destroyed in the
violence.

The world breathed a sigh of relief
that a tenuous cease-fire was finally
reached and that all the living hos-
tages were returned home. Alas, the
cease-fire continues to be breached. Vi-
olence and suffering continue to afflict
the people of the region, including es-
calating vigilante settler violence in
the West Bank.

Getting to a just and lasting peace in
the region will require the creative
leadership and hard work of statesmen
and stateswomen. It is past time to
break out of the brutal and circular
logic of terrorism and violence and war
and instead address the underlying po-
litical problems destabilizing the re-
gion. We must stay united around
these goals and committed to the con-
tinuation of a strong peace process.

Madam Speaker, in the meantime,
we must all agree to the aim of this
bill, which passed the House with bi-
partisan support in the last Congress.
No one affiliated with Hamas, nor any-
one involved in the horrific and lawless
attacks of October 7, should be admis-
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sible to the United States or eligible
for any immigration benefits whatso-
ever. That is an obvious point of polit-
ical and moral consensus in our Cham-
ber.

However, I am afraid this is another
missed opportunity for us to work
across the aisle in a bipartisan fashion
because it departs dramatically from
the Judiciary Committee’s traditional
practice. This bill is essentially what
we call a visa sanctions bill. For dec-
ades, we have relied on pre-negotiated,
bipartisan, and bicameral texts for
every such visa sanctions bill. This leg-
islation today departs from this bipar-
tisan practice by directly amending the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the
INA, to impose visa sanctions.

To put into perspective just how
anomalous this approach is, consider
our response to the 9/11 attacks. In the
aftermath of that catastrophe, we re-
vised our immigration laws to overhaul
significant parts of our immigration
system, and we created the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. Even then,
we did not amend the Immigration and
Nationality Act to specifically ref-
erence the events of September 11 or to
bar the individuals involved in the
planning or commission of those out-
rageous terror attacks from entering
or remaining in the United States.

The reason for that is plain. The laws
that we have in place already bar non-
citizens who engage in terrorism or are
involved with terrorist organizations
from entering the United States. For
any of those noncitizens who happen to
be here, our laws clearly allow us to re-
move them and prevent them from ob-
taining any immigration benefits.

These laws were designed to apply
broadly to any individual or organiza-
tion engaged in terrorism without hav-
ing to specify them by reference to spe-
cific historical events or attacks.

Under sections 212(a)(3)(B) and
237(a)(4)(B) of the INA, any noncitizen
who has engaged in any terrorist activ-
ity, provided any material support to
terrorists, or is a member or represent-
ative of a terrorist group or organiza-
tion that enforces or espouses terrorist
activity is presently inadmissible to
the United States and is presently de-
portable. Hamas has been designated as
such a terrorist group since 1997.

We already plainly have the legal
tools to keep any noncitizen involved
with Hamas, as well as any noncitizen
who was involved in the horrific terror
attacks of October 7, out of this coun-
try forever or to deport them from the
United States if they are already some-
how here.

This approach is, alas, symptomatic
of the syndrome we just discussed in
the last bill of the proliferation of re-
dundant legislation and redundant lan-
guage simply to make a point.

The Judiciary Committee’s standard
visa sanctions language, which was
carefully crafted with the majority and
minority on both the House and Senate
Judiciary Committees, would allow us
to achieve all the aims of this legisla-
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tion without departing from negotiated
sanctions language and amending the
INA in an unprecedented and incon-
gruous way.

Amending the INA to impose visa
sanctions sets a strange and poten-
tially self-defeating precedent where
new statutory language becomes nec-
essary every time a new terrorist group
or event emerges.

Nonetheless, we strongly support this
legislation today, whose purpose is in-
contestable and essential. I hope we
can both pass this bill and return to
our bipartisan and bicameral practice
for dealing with visa sanctions when-
ever the occasion presents itself.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker,
the gentleman says that the bill is un-
necessary because terrorists are al-
ready covered under the Immigration
and Nationality Act. This bill creates a
new ground of removability and a new
ground of inadmissibility for aliens
who carried out, or participated in, or
planned, or financed, or afforded mate-
rial support to or otherwise facilitated
any of the attacks against Israel begin-
ning on October 7 of 2023.

In doing so, the bill treats the atroc-
ities of October 7 on a par with the Im-
migration and Nationality Act’s cur-
rent treatment of Nazi persecution,
genocide, torture, and extrajudicial
killings.

Does anyone seriously argue that we
should repeal the sanctions against
persons who aided and abetted the
Nazi’s Holocaust?

If not, then why would they oppose
extending the same sanctions to the
Nazi’s would-be, modern-day successors
who just 2 years ago slaughtered more
than 1,200 innocent civilians, including
children, infants, and the elderly be-
cause they were Jewish?

Madam Speaker, I am prepared to
close when the gentleman has com-
pleted, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

Madam Speaker, again, we restate
our support for this bill and its pur-
poses and only hope that we can return
to the traditional visa sanctions meth-
od of dealing with particular events. In
the meantime, I wonder if the gen-
tleman would yield for a question.

I wonder how this legislation with
the new language would apply to the
case of Changpeng Zhao, the former
CEO of the crypto firm Binance, who
was prosecuted for and convicted of
and sentenced to jail for taking money
from a number of terrorist groups,
among them Hamas, as part of his
crypto venture. He was convicted of
violating the Bank Secrecy Act and
turning a blind eye to terrorists, in-
cluding Hamas, cybercriminals, and
child abusers.

I am wondering if the new language
would cover Changpeng Zhao, who just
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received a pardon from President
Trump.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. First of all, I am
not familiar with the case, so I can’t
comment on that directly. I am quite
confident that we have an existing
process for applying the law and a
process for appealing the application of
that law through a writ of habeas cor-
pus in the judiciary if an individual
seeks to contest it.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I am prepared
to close.

Madam Speaker, again, I strongly
support this legislation. We need to be
doing whatever we can to eliminate
terrorist forces and those who are pro-
viding critical material support to ter-
rorist forces all over the world, which
is why I raised the case of Changpeng
Zhao, who is the former CEO of the
crypto firm Binance, who was recently
pardoned by President Trump.

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, for 4 devastating
years, our Nation suffered the largest
illegal mass migration in history. For 4
devastating years, we were told that
the laws had to be changed if we want-
ed to do anything about it, and in the
meantime anyone who illegally entered
our country could stay in our country
and be supported by American tax-
payers.

However, as President Trump said in
this very Chamber and proved in his
first weeks in office: We didn’t new
need new laws. We needed a new Presi-
dent.

The largest illegal mass migration in
history must now be followed by the
largest legal deportation and repatri-
ation in history.

New laws would be helpful to prevent
a future Joe Biden from making a
mockery of our sovereignty and re-
opening our borders to the most vio-
lent criminal gangs, cartels, criminals,
and terrorists on the planet, and it
would be helpful to give a future Presi-
dent Donald Trump the added tools to
quickly and expeditiously prevent
these same groups from infiltrating our
Nation, preying on our communities,
and attacking our people.

This law will stop the Hamas terror-
ists and their supporters who per-
petrated the most violent attack
against innocent civilians since the
Holocaust from entering our country,
as we already sanctioned Nazi collabo-
rators. Although they are a tiny frac-
tion of those who do our country harm,
at least it does that.

To the apologists of the Democrats’
open-border policies who say that this
is unnecessary and covered by other
laws on the books, I would ask these
two questions: First, if that were so,
then where were those laws under Joe
Biden?

Second, even if their argument was
true and the legislation was entirely
unnecessary, then why would they ob-
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ject to sending a strong message
around the world that terrorists will
get no quarter here?

Madam Speaker, if you have associ-
ated with Hamas, then you are persona
non grata in America, as you should be
in any corner of the world that values
peace, justice, and human dignity.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of West Virginia). The question
is on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 176, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
FOUNDATION OF THE FEDERAL
BAR ASSOCIATION CHARTER

AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2025

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 616) to amend title 36, United
States Code, to revise the Federal char-
ter for the Foundation of the Federal
Bar Association.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 616

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 ‘“Foundation
of the Federal Bar Association Charter
Amendments Act of 2025,

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION.

Section 70501 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (b); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 3. MEMBERSHIP.

Section 70503 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(a) BELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in
this chapter, eligibility for membership in
the corporation and the rights and privileges
of members are as provided in the bylaws.”’;
and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 4. GOVERNING BODY.

Section 70504 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70504. Governing body

‘“(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The board of di-
rectors is the governing body of the corpora-
tion. The board may exercise, or provide for
the exercise of, the powers of the corpora-
tion. The board of directors and the respon-
sibilities of the board are as provided in the
bylaws.

“(b) OFFICERS.—The officers and the elec-
tion of the officers are as provided for in the
bylaws.”.

SEC. 5. RESTRICTIONS.

Section 70507 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70507. Restrictions

‘“(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a
dividend.
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““(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The activities, funds, in-
come, and property of the corporation may
not be used to carry on political activity or
attempt to influence legislation.

¢“(2) NO CONTRIBUTION, SUPPORT, OR PARTICI-
PATION.—The corporation or a director or of-
ficer in the corporate capacity of the direc-
tor of officer may not contribute to, support,
or participate in any political activity or in
any manner attempt to influence legislation.

¢‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF INCOME OR ASSETS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The income or assets of
the corporation may not inure to the benefit
of, or be distributed to, a director, officer, or
member during the life of the charter grant-
ed by this chapter. This subsection does not
prevent the payment, in amounts approved
by the board of directors, of—

‘‘(A) reasonable compensation; or

‘(B) reimbursement for expenses incurred
in undertaking the corporation’s business, to
officers, directors, or members.

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—This sub-
section shall not be construed to—

‘“(A) prevent the award of a grant to a Fed-
eral Bar Association chapter of which an of-
ficer, director, or member may be a member;
or

‘“(B) prevent the payment of reasonable
compensation to the corporation’s employ-
ees for services undertaken on behalf of the
corporation.

‘(d) LOANS.—The corporation may not
make a loan to a director, officer, member,
or employee.

‘“(e) IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY.—Members
and private individuals are not liable for the
obligations of the corporation.

¢“(f) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR
AUTHORITY.—The corporation—

‘(1) may not claim congressional approval
or the authority of the United States Gov-
ernment for any of its activities; and

““(2) may acknowledge this charter.”.

SEC. 6. PRINCIPAL OFFICE.

Section 70508 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the District of
Columbia,” and inserting ‘‘a United States
location decided by the board of directors
and specified in the bylaws,”’.

SEC. 7. SERVICE OF PROCESS.

Section 70510 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70510. Service of process

““The corporation shall comply with the
law on service of process of the State or Dis-
trict in which it is incorporated.”.

SEC. 8. DEPOSIT OF ASSETS ON DISSOLUTION OR
FINAL LIQUIDATION.

Section 70512 of title 36, United States

Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70512. Deposit of assets on dissolution or
final liquidation

“‘On dissolution or final liquidation of the
corporation, any assets of the corporation
remaining after the discharge of all liabil-
ities shall be distributed—

‘‘(a) as provided by the board of directors;
and

“(b) in compliance with the charter and
bylaws.”.

SEC. 9. DETERMINATION
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the Senate Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. 616.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
S. 616, the Foundation of the Federal
Bar Association Charter Amendments
Act of 2025.

The Federal Bar Association was
founded in 1920 as a nonprofit organiza-
tion. In 1954, Congress chartered the
Federal Bar Association as a congres-
sionally chartered organization under
title 36.

The FBA seeks to strengthen the
Federal legal system and administra-
tion of justice by providing services to
Federal practitioners, the Federal judi-
ciary, and the public.

The FBA serves the Federal legal
community by promoting standards of
professional competence and ethical
conduct, providing educational pro-
grams to the public and the profession,
and facilitating the administration of
justice. The FBA is also committed to
bringing civics education programs to
classrooms across the country.

Over the years, it has become nec-
essary for the FBA to update its by-
laws. Because the FBA is a congres-
sionally chartered organization, it
takes an act of Congress to make
changes in its charter to permit the
FBA to update those bylaws.

S. 616 amends the FBA’s current
charter in several ways: It removes the
requirement for the FBA to be incor-
porated and domiciled in Washington,
D.C.;

It allows the board of directors to
choose the location of the principal of-
fice;

It specifies that the FBA’s bylaws es-
tablish membership requirements, re-
sponsibilities of the board of directors,
and the election of officers;

It prohibits a director or officer from
contributing or participating in polit-
ical activities;

It prohibits loans to members and
employees; and

It specifies that in the event of dis-
solution, any remaining assets are to
be distributed by as provided by the
board of directors.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting this bill, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. 616, the Foundation of the Federal
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Bar Association Charter Amendments
Act of 2025.

I was proud to lead this bill, along
with our former colleague, Congress-
man STEVE CHABOT, in the 117th Con-
gress when the bill passed the House by
unanimous consent. Sadly, the bill
stalled in the Senate at that time.

However, I am delighted to see that
our colleagues across the Capitol were
finally able to come to an agreement
this Congress and move this important
legislation.

S. 616 makes technical changes to the
Foundation of the Federal Bar Associa-
tion’s charter that will give the foun-
dation the flexibility it needs to ad-
vance its significant mission in this
century.

The changes made would enable the
foundation to swiftly meet the needs
and priorities of the organization and
improve the administration of Federal
justice for all of our citizens.
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It is critical for attorneys who prac-
tice in the Federal judiciary to have
the professional support that they need
to illuminate the legal issues that they
are litigating on and to advance the in-
terests of their clients.

The Foundation of the Federal Bar
Association provides just that support,
and it is crucial that the foundation be
allowed to grow and to serve our people
with flexibility.

I thank our colleagues Senator KEN-
NEDY and Senator WHITEHOUSE for
working together to get this bill fi-
nally across the finish line. I urge all of
our colleagues to support it, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
urge adoption of S. 616, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NEWHOUSE). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, S. 616.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

MIKAELA NAYLON GIVE KIDS A
CHANCE ACT

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1262) to amend the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
with respect to molecularly targeted
pediatric cancer investigations, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1262

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘““Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance
Act”.
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(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Research into pediatric uses of drugs;
additional authorities of Food
and Drug Administration re-
garding molecularly targeted
cancer drugs.

Ensuring completion of pediatric
study requirements.

FDA report on PREA enforcement.

Extension of authority to issue pri-
ority review vouchers to en-
courage treatments for rare pe-
diatric diseases.

Limitations on exclusive approval or
licensure of orphan drugs.
Program for pediatric studies of

drugs.

Organ Procurement and Transplan-
tation Network.

Establishment of Abraham Accords
Office within Food and Drug
Administration.

10. Increasing transparency in generic

drug applications.

11. Medicare Improvement Fund.

2. RESEARCH INTO PEDIATRIC USES OF
DRUGS; ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES
OF FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRA-
TION REGARDING MOLECULARLY
TARGETED CANCER DRUGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) ADDITIONAL ACTIVE INGREDIENT FOR AP-
PLICATION DRUG; LIMITATION REGARDING
NOVEL-COMBINATION APPLICATION DRUG.—Sec-
tion 505B(a)(3) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355c(a)(3)) is
amended—

(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respec-
tively; and

(B) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-
graph (1)(B), the investigation described in
this paragraph is a molecularly targeted pe-
diatric cancer investigation of—

‘(i) the drug or biological product for
which the application referred to in such
paragraph is submitted; or

‘‘(ii) such drug or biological product used
in combination with—

“(I) an active ingredient of a drug or bio-
logical product—

‘“(aa) for which an approved application
under section 505(j) under this Act or under
section 351(k) of the Public Health Service
Act is in effect; and

““(bb) that is determined by the Secretary,
after consultation with the applicant, to be
part of the standard of care for treating a pe-
diatric cancer; or

“(IT) an active ingredient of a drug or bio-
logical product—

‘“‘(aa) for which an approved application
under section 505(b) of this Act or section
361(a) of the Public Health Service Act to
treat an adult cancer is in effect and is held
by the same person submitting the applica-
tion under paragraph (1)(B); and

““(bb) that is directed at a molecular target
that the Secretary determines to be substan-
tially relevant to the growth or progression
of a pediatric cancer.

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—

‘(i) DESIGN OF INVESTIGATION.—A molecu-
larly targeted pediatric cancer investigation
referred to in subparagraph (A) shall be de-
signed to yield clinically meaningful pedi-
atric study data that is gathered using ap-
propriate formulations for each age group for
which the study is required, regarding dos-
ing, safety, and preliminary efficacy to in-
form potential pediatric labeling.

‘(ii) LIMITATION.—An investigation de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i) may be re-
quired only if the drug or biological product
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for which the application referred to in para-
graph (1)(B) contains either—

‘(I a single new active ingredient; or

‘(IT) more than one active ingredient, if an
application for the combination of active in-
gredients has not previously been approved
but each active ingredient is in a drug prod-
uct that has been previously approved to
treat an adult cancer.

““(iii) RESULTS OF ALREADY-COMPLETED PRE-
CLINICAL STUDIES OF APPLICATION DRUG.—
With respect to an investigation required
pursuant to paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary
may require the results of any completed
preclinical studies relevant to the initial pe-
diatric study plan be submitted to the Sec-
retary at the same time that the initial pedi-
atric study plan required under subsection
(e)(1) is submitted.

“(iv) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING IN-
ACTIVE INGREDIENTS.—With respect to a com-
bination of active ingredients referred to in
subparagraph (A)(ii), such subparagraph
shall not be construed as addressing the use
of inactive ingredients with such combina-
tion.”.

(2) DETERMINATION OF APPLICABLE REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 505B(e)(1) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
3b65c(e)(1)) is amended by adding at the end
the following: ‘““The Secretary shall deter-
mine whether subparagraph (A) or (B) of sub-
section (a)(1) applies with respect to an ap-
plication before the date on which the appli-
cant is required to submit the initial pedi-
atric study plan under paragraph (2)(A).”.

(3) CLARIFYING APPLICABILITY.—Section
5056B(a)(1) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355c(a)(1)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“(C) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—No applica-
tion that is subject to the requirements of
subparagraph (B) shall be subject to the re-
quirements of subparagraph (A), and no ap-
plication (or supplement to an application)
that is subject to the requirements of sub-
paragraph (A) shall be subject to the require-
ments of subparagraph (B).”.

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
505B(a) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 355c(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (3)(C), as redesignated by
paragraph (1)(A) of this subsection, by strik-
ing ‘‘investigations described in this para-
graph’ and inserting ‘‘investigations re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A)’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)(D), as redesignated by
paragraph (1)(A) of this subsection, by strik-
ing ‘‘the assessments under paragraph
(2)(B)” and inserting ‘‘the assessments re-
quired under paragraph (1)(A)”.

(b) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services, acting through the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs, shall—

(1) not later than 12 months after the date
of enactment of this Act, issue draft guid-
ance on the implementation of the amend-
ments made by subsection (a); and

(2) not later than 12 months after closing
the comment period on such draft guidance,
finalize such guidance.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply with respect to any ap-
plication under section 505(b) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
355(b)) and any application under section
361(a) of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 262(a)), that is submitted on or after
the date that is 3 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—

(1) SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERV-
ICES.—Not later than 6 years after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services shall submit to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
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Pensions of the Senate a report on the Sec-
retary’s efforts, in coordination with indus-
try, to ensure implementation of the amend-
ments made by subsection (a).

(2) GAO STUDY AND REPORT.—

(A) STUDY.—Not later than 8 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall
conduct a study of the effectiveness of re-
quiring assessments and investigations de-
scribed in section 505B of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355¢c), as
amended by subsection (a), in the develop-
ment of drugs and biological products for pe-
diatric cancer indications, including consid-
eration of any benefits to, or burdens on, pe-
diatric cancer drug development.

(B) FINDINGS.—Not later than 10 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate a report containing the findings
of the study conducted under subparagraph
(A).

SEC. 3. ENSURING COMPLETION OF PEDIATRIC
STUDY REQUIREMENTS.

(a) EQUAL ACCOUNTABILITY FOR PEDIATRIC
STUDY REQUIREMENTS.—Section 505B(d) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 3556c(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“Beginning
270 and inserting ‘NONCOMPLIANCE LET-
TER.—Beginning 270°’;

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A) by striking ‘“The drug or’’ and insert-
ing “EFFECT OF NONCOMPLIANCE.—The drug
or’”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘(except that the drug or
biological product shall not be subject to ac-
tion under section 303)” and inserting ‘‘(ex-
cept that the drug or biological product shall
be subject to action under section 303 only if
such person demonstrated a lack of due dili-
gence in satisfying the applicable require-
ment)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(3) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
issue enforcement actions under section 303
for failures under this subsection in the case
of a drug or biological product that is no
longer marketed.” .

(b) DUE DILIGENCE.—Section 505B(d) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21
U.S.C. 355¢c(d)), as amended by subsection (a),
is further amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘“(4) DUE DILIGENCE.—Before the Secretary
may conclude that a person failed to submit
or otherwise meet a requirement as de-
scribed in the matter preceding paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall—

““(A) issue a noncompliance letter pursuant
to paragraph (1);

‘“(B) provide such person with a 45-day pe-
riod beginning on the date of receipt of such
noncompliance letter to respond in writing
as set forth in such paragraph; and

“(C) after reviewing such written response,
determine whether the person demonstrated
a lack of due diligence in satisfying such re-
quirement.”’.

(¢c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
303(f)(4)(A) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 333(H(4)(A)) is
amended by striking ‘‘or 505-1"’ and inserting
‘6051, or 505B".

(d) TRANSITION RULE.—The Secretary of
Health and Human Services may take en-
forcement action under section 303 of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21
U.S.C. 333) only for failures described in sec-
tion 505B(d) of such Act (21 U.S.C. 3b5c(d))
that occur on or after the date that is 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act.
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SEC. 4. FDA REPORT ON PREA ENFORCEMENT.

Section 508(b) of the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration Safety and Innovation Act (21
U.S.C. 355c-1(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (11), by striking the semi-
colon at the end and inserting ¢, including
an evaluation of compliance with deadlines
provided for in deferrals and deferral exten-
sions;”’;

(2) in paragraph (15), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(3) in paragraph (16), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

““(17) a listing of penalties, settlements, or
payments under section 303 of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 353)
for failure to comply with requirements
under such section 505B, including, for each
penalty, settlement, or payment, the name
of the drug, the sponsor thereof, and the
amount of the penalty, settlement, or pay-
ment imposed.”’.

SEC. 5. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO ISSUE PRI-
ORITY REVIEW VOUCHERS TO EN-
COURAGE TREATMENTS FOR RARE
PEDIATRIC DISEASES.

(a) EXTENSION.—Paragraph (5) of section
529(b) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 360ff(b)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘December 20, 2024, unless’ and all
that follows through the period at the end
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2029.”’.

(b) USER FEE PAYMENT.—Section 529(c)(4)
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360ff(c)(4)) is amended by striking
subparagraph (A) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The priority review user
fee required by this subsection shall be due
upon the submission of a human drug appli-
cation under section 505(b)(1) or section
361(a) of the Public Health Service Act for
which the priority review voucher is used.
All other user fees associated with the
human drug application shall be due as re-
quired by the Secretary or under applicable
law.”.

(c) GAO REPORT ON EFFECTIVENESS OF
RARE PEDIATRIC DISEASE PRIORITY VOUCHER
AWARDS IN INCENTIVIZING RARE PEDIATRIC
DISEASE DRUG DEVELOPMENT.—

(1) GAO STUDY.—

(A) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of
the United States shall conduct a study of
the effectiveness of awarding rare pediatric
disease priority vouchers under section 529 of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360ff), as amended by subsection
(a), in the development of human drug prod-
ucts that treat or prevent rare pediatric dis-
eases (as defined in such section 529).

(B) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—In conducting the
study under subparagraph (A), the Comp-
troller General shall examine the following:

(i) The indications for each drug or biologi-
cal product that—

(I) is the subject of a rare pediatric disease
product application (as defined in section 529
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360ff)) for which a priority review
voucher was awarded; and

(IT) was approved under section 505 of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (42
U.S.C. 355) or licensed under section 351 of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 262).

(ii) Whether, and to what extent, an unmet
need related to the treatment or prevention
of a rare pediatric disease was met through
the approval or licensure of such a drug or
biological product.

(iii) The size of the company to which a
priority review voucher was awarded under
section 529 of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360ff) for such a drug
or biological product.

(iv) The value of such priority review
voucher if transferred.
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(v) Identification of each drug for which a
priority review voucher awarded under such
section 529 was used.

(vi) The size of the company using each
priority review voucher awarded under such
section 529.

(vii) The length of the period of time be-
tween the date on which a priority review
voucher was awarded under such section 529
and the date on which it was used.

(viii) Whether, and to what extent, an
unmet need related to the treatment or pre-
vention of a rare pediatric disease was met
through the approval under section 505 of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (42
U.S.C. 355) or licensure under section 351 of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 262)
of a drug for which a priority review voucher
was used.

(ix) Whether, and to what extent, compa-
nies were motivated by the availability of
priority review vouchers under section 529 of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(21 U.S.C. 360ff) to attempt to develop a drug
for a rare pediatric disease.

(x) Whether, and to what extent, pediatric
review vouchers awarded under such section
were successful in stimulating development
and expedited patient access to drug prod-
ucts for treatment or prevention of a rare pe-
diatric disease that wouldn’t otherwise take
place without the incentive provided by such
vouchers.

(xi) The impact of such priority review
vouchers on the workload, review process,
and public health prioritization efforts of the
Food and Drug Administration.

(xii) Any other incentives in Federal law
that exist for companies developing drugs or
biological products described in clause (i).

(2) REPORT ON FINDINGS.—Not later than 5
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen-
ate a report containing the findings of the
study conducted under paragraph (1).

SEC. 6. LIMITATIONS ON EXCLUSIVE APPROVAL
OR LICENSURE OF ORPHAN DRUGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 527 of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
360cc) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter fol-
lowing paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘same dis-
ease or condition’” and inserting ‘‘same ap-
proved use or indication within such rare
disease or condition”’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘same rare disease or condition”
and inserting ‘‘same approved use or indica-
tion for which such T-year period applies to
such already approved or licensed drug’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘, relat-
ing to the approved use or indication,” after
“‘the needs’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘same
rare disease or condition as the already ap-
proved drug’ and inserting ‘‘same use or in-
dication for which the already approved or
licensed drug was approved or licensed’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(f) APPROVED USE OR INDICATION DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘approved
use or indication’ means the use or indica-
tion approved under section 505 of this Act or
licensed under section 351 of the Public
Health Service Act for a drug designated
under section 526 for a rare disease or condi-
tion.”.

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—The
amendments made by subsection (a) shall
apply with respect to any drug designated
under section 526 of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 360bb), regard-
less of the date on which the drug was so des-
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ignated, and regardless of the date on which

the drug was approved under section 505 of

such Act (21 U.S.C. 355) or licensed under sec-

tion 351 of the Public Health Service Act (42

U.S.C. 262).

SEC. 7. PROGRAM FOR PEDIATRIC STUDIES OF
DRUGS.

Section 409I(d)(1) of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 284m(d)(1)) is amended
by striking ‘‘section,” and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
‘“‘section, $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2026 through 2028.”".

SEC. 8. ORGAN PROCUREMENT AND TRANSPLAN-
TATION NETWORK.

Section 372 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 274) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2)—

(A) by moving the margins of subpara-
graphs (M) through (O) 2 ems to the left;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ¢, and” and in-
serting ‘‘; and’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking the comma at
the end and inserting a semicolon;

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘twen-
ty-four-hour telephone service’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘24-hour telephone or information tech-
nology service’’;

(D) in each of subparagraphs (B) through
(M), by striking the comma at the end and
inserting a semicolon;

(E) in subparagraph (N), by striking
‘“‘¢ransportation, and’’ and inserting ‘‘trans-
portation;’’;

(F) in subparagraph (O), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting a semicolon; and

(G) by adding at the end the following:

‘(P) encourage the integration of elec-
tronic health records systems through appli-
cation programming interfaces (or successor
technologies) among hospitals, organ pro-
curement organizations, and transplant cen-
ters, including the use of automated elec-
tronic hospital referrals and the grant of re-
mote, electronic access to hospital elec-
tronic health records of potential donors by
organ procurement organizations, in a man-
ner that complies with the privacy regula-
tions promulgated under the Health Insur-
ance Portability and Accountability Act of
1996, at part 160 of title 45, Code of Federal
Regulations, and subparts A, C, and E of part
164 of such title (or any successor regula-
tions); and

‘(Q) consider establishing a dashboard to
display the number of transplants performed,
the types of transplants performed, the num-
ber and types of organs that entered the
Organ Procurement and Transplantation
Network system and failed to be trans-
planted, and other appropriate statistics,
which should be updated more frequently
than annually.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(d) REGISTRATION FEES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may col-
lect registration fees from any member of
the Organ Procurement and Transplantation
Network for each transplant candidate such
member places on the list described in sub-
section (b)(2)(A)({1). Such registration fees
shall be collected and distributed only to
support the operation of the Organ Procure-
ment and Transplantation Network. Such
registration fees are authorized to remain
available until expended.

‘(2) COLLECTION.—The Secretary may col-
lect the registration fees under paragraph (1)
directly or through awards made under sub-
section (b)(1)(A).

‘4(3) DISTRIBUTION.—Any amounts collected
under this subsection shall—

‘“(A) be credited to the currently applica-
ble appropriation, account, or fund of the De-
partment of Health and Human Services as
discretionary offsetting collections; and
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‘(B) be available, only to the extent and in
the amounts provided in advance in appro-
priations Acts, to distribute such fees among
awardees described in subsection (b)(1)(A).

‘“(4) TRANSPARENCY.—The Secretary shall—

““(A) promptly post on the website of the
Organ Procurement and Transplantation
Network—

‘(i) the amount of registration fees col-
lected under this subsection from each mem-
ber of the Organ Procurement and Trans-
plantation Network; and

‘‘(ii) a list of activities such fees are used
to support; and

‘(B) update the information posted pursu-
ant to subparagraph (A), as applicable for
each calendar quarter for which fees are col-
lected under paragraph (1).

‘“(5) GAO REVIEW.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Comptroller General of the
United States shall, to the extent data are
available—

““(A) conduct a review concerning the ac-
tivities under this subsection; and

‘(B) submit to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions and the
Committee on Finance of the Senate and the
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives, a report on such
review, including related recommendations,
as applicable.

‘(6) SUNSET.—The authority to collect reg-
istration fees under paragraph (1) shall ex-
pire on the date that is 3 years after the date
of enactment of the Mikaela Naylon Give
Kids a Chance Act.”.

SEC. 9. ESTABLISHMENT OF ABRAHAM ACCORDS
OFFICE WITHIN FOOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter X of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 391
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“SEC. 1015. ABRAHAM ACCORDS OFFICE.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting
through the Commissioner of Food and
Drugs, shall establish within the Food and
Drug Administration an office, to be known
as the Abraham Accords Office, to be headed
by a director.

‘“(b) OFFICE.—Not later than two years
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall—

‘(1) in consultation with the governments
of Abraham Accords countries, as well as ap-
propriate United States Government diplo-
matic and security personnel—

““(A) select the location of the Abraham
Accords Office in an Abraham Accords coun-
try; and

‘(B) establish such office; and

“(2) assign to such office such personnel of
the Food and Drug Administration as the
Secretary determines necessary to carry out
the functions of such office.

“(e) DUTIES.—The Secretary, acting
through the Director of the Abraham Ac-
cords Office, shall—

‘(1) after the Abraham Accords Office is
established—

““(A) as part of the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration’s work to strengthen the inter-
national oversight of regulated commodities,
provide technical assistance to regulatory
partners in Abraham Accords countries on
strengthening regulatory oversight and con-
verging regulatory requirements for the
oversight of regulated products, including
good manufacturing practices and other
issues relevant to manufacturing medical
products that are regulated by the Food and
Drug Administration; and

“(B) facilitate interactions between the
Food and Drug Administration and inter-
ested parties in Abraham Accords countries,
including by sharing relevant information
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regarding United States regulatory path-
ways with such parties, and facilitate feed-
back on the research, development, and man-
ufacturing of products regulated in accord-
ance with this Act; and

‘(2) carry out other functions and activi-
ties as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to carry out this section.

“(d) ABRAHAM ACCORDS COUNTRY DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘Abraham
Accords country’ means a country identified
by the Department of State as having signed
the Abraham Accords Declaration.

‘‘(e) NATIONAL SECURITY.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to require any ac-
tion inconsistent with a national security
recommendation provided by the Federal
Government.”’.

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
shall submit to the Congress a report on the
Abraham Accords Office, including—

(A) an evaluation of how the Office has ad-
vanced progress toward conformance with
Food and Drug Administration regulatory
requirements by manufacturers in the Abra-
ham Accords countries;

(B) a numerical count of parties that the
Office has helped facilitate interactions or
feedback pursuant to section 1015(c)(1)(B) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(as added by subsection (a));

(C) a summary of technical assistance pro-
vided to regulatory partners in Abraham Ac-
cords countries pursuant to subparagraph
(A) of such section 1015(c)(1); and

(D) recommendations for increasing and
improving coordination between the Food
and Drug Administration and entities in
Abraham Accords countries.

(2) ABRAHAM ACCORDS COUNTRY DEFINED.—
In this subsection, the term ‘‘Abraham Ac-
cords country’ has the meaning given such
term in section 1015(d) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (as added by sub-
section (a)).

SEC. 10. INCREASING TRANSPARENCY IN GE-
NERIC DRUG APPLICATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 505(j)(3) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21
U.S.C. 355(j)(3)) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(H)(i) Upon request (in controlled cor-
respondence or an analogous process) by a
person that has submitted or intends to sub-
mit an abbreviated application under this
subsection for a drug that is required by reg-
ulation to contain one or more of the same
inactive ingredients in the same concentra-
tions as the listed drug referred to, or for
which the Secretary determines there is a
scientific justification for an approach that
is in vitro, in whole or in part, to be used to
demonstrate bioequivalence for a drug if
such a drug contains one or more of the same
inactive ingredients in the same concentra-
tions as the listed drug referred to, the Sec-
retary shall inform the person whether such
drug is qualitatively and quantitatively the
same as the listed drug. The Secretary may
also provide such information to such a per-
son on the Secretary’s own initiative during
the review of an abbreviated application
under this subsection for such drug.

‘“(ii) Notwithstanding section 301(j), if the
Secretary determines that such drug is not
qualitatively or quantitatively the same as
the listed drug, the Secretary shall identify
and disclose to the person—

“(I) the ingredient or ingredients that
cause such drug not to be qualitatively or
quantitatively the same as the listed drug;
and

““(IT) for any ingredient for which there is
an identified quantitative deviation, the
amount of such deviation.
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‘“(iii) If the Secretary determines that such
drug is qualitatively and quantitatively the
same as the listed drug, the Secretary shall
not change or rescind such determination
after the submission of an abbreviated appli-
cation for such drug under this subsection
unless—

‘“(I) the formulation of the listed drug has
been changed and the Secretary has deter-
mined that the prior listed drug formulation
was withdrawn for reasons of safety or effec-
tiveness; or

‘“(IT) the Secretary makes a written deter-
mination that the prior determination must
be changed because an error has been identi-
fied.

‘“(iv) If the Secretary makes a written de-
termination described in clause (iii)(II), the
Secretary shall provide notice and a copy of
the written determination to the person
making the request under clause (i).

‘“(v) The disclosures authorized under
clauses (i) and (ii) are disclosures authorized
by law, including for purposes of section 1905
of title 18, United States Code. This subpara-
graph shall not otherwise be construed to au-
thorize the disclosure of nonpublic quali-
tative or quantitative information about the
ingredients in a listed drug, or to affect the
status, if any, of such information as trade
secret or confidential commercial informa-
tion for purposes of section 301(j) of this Act,
section 552 of title 5, United States Code, or
section 1905 of title 18, United States Code.”.

(b) GUIDANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
shall issue draft guidance, or update guid-
ance, describing how the Secretary will de-
termine whether a drug is qualitatively and
quantitatively the same as the listed drug
(as such terms are used in section 505(j)(3)(H)
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act,
as added by subsection (a)), including with
respect to assessing pH adjusters.

(2) PROCESS.—In issuing guidance under
this subsection, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall—

(A) publish draft guidance;

(B) provide a period of at least 60 days for
comment on the draft guidance; and

(C) after considering any comments re-
ceived and not later than one year after the
close of the comment period on the draft
guidance, publish final guidance.

(c) APPLICABILITY.—Section 505(j)(3)(H) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act,
as added by subsection (a), applies beginning
on the date of enactment of this Act, irre-
spective of the date on which the guidance
required by subsection (b) is finalized.

SEC. 11. MEDICARE IMPROVEMENT FUND.

Section 1898(b)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395iii(b)(1)) is amended by
striking  ¢$1,403,000,000” and inserting
‘$2,622,000,000"".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
in the RECORD on the bill.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS), a very
valuable member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I am
rising in strong support of H.R. 1262,
the Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance
Act, led by my friend, the gentleman
from Texas, Congressman MCCAUL.

This piece of legislation is comprised
of bipartisan solutions to increase ac-
cess to innovative treatments for those
living with rare diseases, particularly
children and adolescents.

Ten years ago, Mr. Speaker, the idea
that we would be able to not just treat
but cure sickle cell disease sounded
like a dream that was too far out of
reach. Today, we are curing sickle cell
disease. We are curing spinal muscular
atrophy. We are curing hemophilia and
blood cancers. These cures are just a
few of the success stories attributable
to the FDA’s Rare Pediatric Disease
Priority Review Voucher Program.

The PRV program is a powerful in-
centive that spurs the development of
treatments for rare pediatric diseases,
providing a lifeline for patients who re-
quire specialized treatments.

I also want to highlight the other
provisions in this bill that seek to bol-
ster important components of our
healthcare system.

This legislation supports the im-
provement of the Organ Procurement
and Transplantation Network by allow-
ing the Secretary of HHS to collect
member registration fees to support
the operation of the OPTN.

This bill also helps secure our med-
ical product supply chain by requiring
the FDA to establish an office in a
country that has signed the Abraham
Accords.

I am grateful to Representatives
Harshbarger and Vargas for their work
to facilitate operations between the
FDA and regulatory authorities and
innovators in Abraham Accords coun-
tries.

Last but not least, this bill also in-
cludes a provision championed by Rep-
resentatives DUNN and MULLIN that
will ensure more affordable drug op-
tions are available to patients faster
rather than being delayed by unneces-
sary red tape.

Mr. Speaker, this bill has one of the
largest totals of bipartisan cosponsors
of any legislation we will see this Con-
gress.

One of the reasons for that is the
tireless work of the patient advocates.
They come to our office on a regular
basis and tell us their personal stories.
It makes such a difference, Mr. Speak-
er.

This bill now bears the name of one
of those heroic kids, Mikaela Naylon,
who passed away earlier this year after
battling cancer for nearly 6 years. May
her memory be eternal. She was 16
years old, and I will never forget the
videos.

Throughout her battle, Mikaela was
a fierce advocate of this bill to create
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hope for a cure, not just for herself but
for the thousands of kids around the
country who are fighting the same
fight.

This is a very important bill, and I
want to get it to the Senate as soon as
possible so it can become law.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE), the distinguished ranking mem-
ber of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the sponsor of this legislation on the

Democratic side, the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL), for
yielding.

I rise today in support of this legisla-
tion, the Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a
Chance Act, sponsored by Representa-
tives DINGELL and MCCAUL.

This bill includes several strong, bi-
partisan pieces of legislation to help
expand access to care for patients with
rare diseases and complex medical
needs. It increases research and devel-
opment into rare pediatric diseases,
improves regulatory certainty,
strengthens the medical product supply
chain, and enhances patient access to
lower-cost medicines.

This bill will help in our efforts to
bring new treatments to pediatric pa-
tients with more advanced forms of
cancer. It also includes important en-
forcement authority for the Food and
Drug Administration to take action
against companies that do not conduct
required studies for pediatric patients.

The bill also includes critical lan-
guage to clarify the FDA’s long-held
treatment of orphan drug exclusivity
and bring new treatments to more pa-
tients suffering from rare diseases. It
will also allow for disclosure of certain
information related to drug formula-
tions to generic drug manufacturers to
bring lower-cost medications to pa-
tients more quickly.

These provisions all advance our goal
of accelerating the development of
novel, safe, effective, and affordable
treatments while improving outcomes
for patients.

I am also pleased that the legislation
provides the Health Resources and
Services Administration, or HRSA,
with the authority to modernize the
organ transplant system. This Ilan-
guage will allow HRSA to collect reg-
istration fees and distribute them
among the multiple contractors that
will be supporting the OPTN. The sys-
tem is lifesaving for Americans, and I
am glad that we can continue to sup-
port these much-needed reform efforts.

Mr. Speaker, this bill also includes
important provisions to ensure that
our medical product supply chain can
be strengthened by working with inter-
national partners that believe in both
tolerance and respect for every person,
as well as advancement of science and
medicine.

As a whole, this bill is going to make
a difference, but I continue to believe
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that additional guardrails are needed
for the PRV program to function the
way Congress intended it to.

Previous reports from the Govern-
ment Accountability Office on the pro-
gram and continued research from aca-
demics show that there is little evi-
dence that it incentivizes the products
that Congress intended to help come to
market.

This is especially concerning as the
FDA has introduced a new priority re-
view program with potentially massive
financial benefits for pharmaceutical
companies without any transparency
or congressional authorization. That is
why I am pleased that this bill includes
a requirement for the GAO to conduct
a new study and report on the effec-
tiveness of the PRV program in achiev-
ing our original intent.

Let us not overstate the impact of
this bill, however. While we are work-
ing together to advance the bill for-
ward on incremental but important bi-
partisan legislation to advance both
drug discovery and drug affordability,
the Trump administration continues
its devastating attacks on public
health, including in cancer research.
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The Trump administration’s substan-
tial cuts to research funding for the
biomedical community is chilling the
innovation that we are trying to pro-
mote through this bill.

The Trump administration is deci-
mating research and endangering the
pipeline of new cancer therapies that
could come to FDA for approval. Their
actions are putting patients at risk and
leaving pediatric patients without the
treatments that we are trying to en-
sure can be tested and brought to
them.

Meanwhile, the Trump administra-
tion is using the FDA as a tool to pro-
vide lucrative gifts to drugmakers and
allies of President Trump, undermining
the Agency’s science-based review
process, and endangering the health of
the American public with potentially
unsafe and rushed drug reviews.

The Trump administration is also
decimating our vaccine infrastructure,
from the programs that cover our vac-
cines and ensure that patients can af-
ford them to destroying the pipeline to
future vaccines through their ideolog-
ical, pseudoscience agenda.

Mr. Speaker, one day, I hope that my
Republican colleagues will join us in
calling on the Trump administration to
reverse these terrible policies that are
only harming the public health.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the bipartisan Give Kids a
Chance Act, which supports research
and development of drugs for children
with cancer and other rare diseases.

Nearly 70 percent of rare diseases
start in childhood, and most still have
no approved treatments. The Rare Pe-
diatric Disease Priority Review Vouch-
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er Program has been a catalyst for de-
veloping therapies for these vulnerable
populations.

Thanks to this program, treatments
have reached children who are suf-
fering from nearly 40 rare diseases,
many of which previously had no FDA-
approved options and often led to se-
vere disability or death before adult-
hood. Since 2012, the Rare Pediatric
Disease PRV Program has helped bring
more than 60 new treatments to mar-
ket and has driven investment in hun-
dreds of additional therapies for rare
pediatric diseases that would otherwise
be financially unviable.

The Give Kids a Chance Act restores
this critical program, ensuring that we
continue to spur innovation, improve
outcomes for young patients, and close
gaps in pediatric drug research.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to share my
strong support for H.R. 1262, the
Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance
Act. I am proud to co-lead this impor-
tant, bipartisan legislation alongside
Representatives MICHAEL MCCAUL, Dr.
KIM SCHRIER, and GUS BILIRAKIS.

This bill will accelerate pediatric
cancer treatments and expand access
to lifesaving therapies for children bat-
tling rare diseases.

It is impossible to fully express the
pain and the devastation that a family
experiences when their child is diag-
nosed with cancer.

One of the bill’s advocates was one
that we are all going to talk about,
Mikaela Naylon, a 16-year-old girl in
Colorado who battled bone cancer. She
was a fierce fighter for this bill. She
talked to all of us, and we all sent vid-
eos to her. Unfortunately, she died on
October 30.

Her mother told all of us, the spon-
sors and the cosponsors of this bill,
that we gave her reason to live, and she
hopes that other children will not die
at her age and that this bill will help
save lives.

She supported and spoke on the im-
portance of funding cancer research to
be able to help other kids like herself.
She was a fighter her entire life, and
this lifesaving bill has been renamed in
her honor.

There are too many others facing the
fight, as Mikaela has, each year. Near-
ly 16,000 children in just the United
States are diagnosed with cancer each
year.

Mr. Speaker, 1 in every 285 children
in the U.S. will be diagnosed with can-
cer before they reach 20 years of age. In
fact, children comprise as many as half
of those living with rare diseases. Yet,
here is the reality for those children:
Treatment options for children remain
extremely limited compared to those
for adults.

We know that children respond to
cancer treatments differently, but
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there is limited research on how these
therapies impact them. We owe our
kids better than that, and their fami-
lies deserve more.

We need this bill to offer more chil-
dren a fighting chance. The Give Kids a
Chance Act would reauthorize the Food
and Drug Administration Priority Re-
view Voucher Program to allow phar-
maceutical companies to expedite FDA
review of more profitable drugs in re-
turn for developing treatments for rare
pediatric diseases.

Since 2011, 53 PRVs have been award-
ed for 35 different rare pediatric dis-
eases. Additionally, thousands of suc-
cessful drug combination therapies are
now being studied and developed for
adults but not for kids; not for our
children.

The Give Kids a Chance Act also au-
thorizes the FDA to direct companies
to study a combination of cancer drugs
and therapies in pediatric trials, as
well. Together, we can show these
young children and their families that
they are not alone in this fight.

Mr. Speaker, I do thank the 313 co-
sponsors of this bill for their support,
along with Chairman GUTHRIE and
Ranking Member PALLONE for their as-
sistance and support for this important
bill. It has taken too long to get here
today, but we are here. Let’s show the
kids in this country that we care.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes,” and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
McCAUL), the esteemed Member who
has announced that this will be his last
session and who has had a stellar ca-
reer in this august body and who has
led in many, many ways, in many com-
mittees, and whose career we all want
to emulate.

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my dear friend from Georgia (Mr. CAR-
TER) for those kind words. I thank
Chairman GUTHRIE, GUS BILIRAKIS, Mr.
PALLONE, and, especially, Chairwoman
DINGELL for their steadfast advocacy
for these kids. I can’t think of any-
thing more important in my 22 years.

As chairman of the Childhood Cancer
Caucus, I host a yearly childhood can-
cer summit. Mrs. DINGELL is a co-chair.
It is a time for pediatric cancer pa-
tients, survivors, and advocates to
rally together around these precious
children, the most precious thing we
have, and to spread hope to them.

Each year, I meet a child who im-
pacts me in a very strong way. This
year, I was blessed to get to know this
beautiful, beautiful young woman by
the name of Mikaela Naylon. I could
see in her eyes that she was at the
height of her struggle with cancer. It
took so much strength for her to come
to the summit, but she believed that
she was meant to be there. She wanted
her presence and her voice to help
shape our policies and change our
world for the better.

We got her into a joint clinical trial
at MD Anderson and Texas Children’s
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Hospital, but, unfortunately, it was too
late. She had to be put on a ventilator
3 weeks after our summit, and she
passed away.

As Congresswoman DINGELL men-
tioned, we sent videos to her to remind
her of how important she is. In her
final moments on this Earth, I reached
out to her and told her that her story
would not be forgotten and that her
legacy would continue to help thou-
sands of other children. I wanted her to
know that her impact would outlive all
of us.

Mr. Speaker, today, in her honor, the
United States Congress will vote on the
Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance
Act.

Mr. Speaker, 16 years ago, I founded
the Childhood Cancer Caucus because I
saw that children with cancer did not
have a voice here in Washington. We
cared about adult treatments, but no
one was paying attention to the pre-
cious children who are battling this
heartbreaking disease. In fact, they
called it rare orphan diseases.
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Since then, we have made a change
for the better, and today is proof of
that. Put simply, this bill gives kids
the same chance to beat cancer that
adults already have.

Right now, thousands of successful
drug combination therapies are being
studied and developed for adults, but
not for children. The Give Kids a
Chance Act will change that. It author-
izes the FDA to direct companies to
study those same drugs and therapies
in children, as well.

It will also reauthorize my Creating
Hope Reauthorization Act, which cre-
ated a pediatric review voucher pro-
gram within the FDA. It was the first-
ever market incentive for pharma-
ceutical companies to develop child-
hood cancer treatments. Prior to that,
there were none.

Since its inception in 2012, 63 vouch-
ers have been awarded for treatments
of at least 39 different rare pediatric
diseases, 36 of which previously had no
FDA-approved treatments. These dis-
eases typically lead to death before a
child can reach adulthood, but not any-
more.

A dear friend of mine, Dr. Allison
from MD Anderson in my home State
of Texas, was able to use this voucher
program to obtain FDA approval for a
treatment called CAR-T
immunotherapy. He received the Nobel
Prize in medicine for it, and this
voucher program had everything to do
with the FDA approval of it. This
breakthrough treatment could change
everything, and it has changed every-
thing, not just for kids with cancer,
but also for many adults.

This bill will keep this successful
voucher program going for another 5
years, fueling more innovation and
more hope for children and families
who desperately need it.

Mr. Speaker, I thank all of my
friends on the Committee on Energy
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and Commerce—I am not on the com-
mittee—who helped me get this bill
done. I also want to recognize the
childhood cancer survivors who are in
the gallery today.

With 313 cosponsors, this bill has the
most bipartisan support in Congress,
and that is because there is nothing po-
litical about a child with cancer. There
is nothing more important than saving
the lives of the next generation.

My prayers remain with Mikaela’s
family, and we are honored to have
them here with us today: her mother,
Kassandra; her father, Doug; and her
brother, Ayden. I thank them for shar-
ing Mikaela’s beautiful story with us.

Mikaela represents all the children
who have suffered with this heart-
breaking disease. After meeting with
many of them over all of these years, 1
can tell you these kids are tougher and
more resilient than any adult I have
ever seen, and they are truly my big-
gest inspiration. Many survive, but
many don’t, and that needs to change.
Losing these kids has been the hardest
part of my career over 22 years.

Today, I am encouraged because
Mikaela’s legacy and all of their leg-
acies, all those who have died and sur-
vived this horrible disease, will live on
in this bill forever.

Mr. Speaker, it is rare in this place
that you can pass a bill that will end
up saving children’s lives. I can think
of nothing more important.

I urge my colleagues to do right by
our children and pass the Mikaela
Naylon Give Kids a Chance Act with-
out delay.

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I am
ready to close, but before doing so, I
thank my colleague, with whom I have
been proud to co-chair the caucus. We
both know too many children who have
died, but we know a lot who we were
able to get help for. We make a com-
mitment to all the families in the gal-
lery, and those who we have not gotten
to know, that no matter where the gen-
tleman is going, he and I are in this
fight for the rest of our lives. I thank
him for all of his work. I am going to
miss my colleague.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time and beg everybody to sup-
port this bill.

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I apologize. I do have one other
speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. OBERNOLTE).

Mr. OBERNOLTE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend, the gentleman from
Georgia, for recognizing me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
as both a member of the Health Sub-
committee and a proud cosponsor of
this bill, H.R. 1262, the Give Kids a
Chance Act.

Mr. Speaker, we live in the most
technologically advanced society in
the history of human civilization, and
modern medicine has recently come up
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with amazing solutions and cures for
many of the physical ailments that
have afflicted humanity.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we have
many rare pediatric diseases for which
there is no cure. While we are research-
ing the cures for those diseases, thou-
sands and thousands of children con-
tinue to suffer.

Mr. Speaker, we need to give every
priority and do everything we possibly
can to speed up the delivery of these
treatments for rare pediatric diseases,
and that is what this bill is all about.
The Give Kids a Chance Act will reau-
thorize the FDA’s Priority Review
Voucher system to speed the research
and development of these technologies
and innovative treatments and bring
them to market. It also clarifies the
FDA’s authority over expediting these
therapies and reauthorizes needed
funding for the NIH to fund research
and development into these cures.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will help us fi-
nally bring solutions to these thou-
sands of suffering children.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my bipartisan
cosponsors for their hard work on this
bill. T urge this body to pass it this
evening and urge its speedy consider-
ation in the Senate.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, in closing, I encourage a ‘‘yes’ vote
on this bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR-
TER) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1262, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HOSPITAL INPATIENT SERVICES
MODERNIZATION ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 4313) to amend title XVIII
of the Social Security Act to extend
acute hospital care at home waiver
flexibilities, and to require an addi-
tional study and report on such flexi-
bilities, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4313

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 ‘“Hospital In-
patient Services Modernization Act’.

SEC. 2. EXTENDING ACUTE HOSPITAL CARE AT
HOME WAIVER FLEXIBILITIES.
Section 1866G(a)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395cc-7(a)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘January 30, 2026 and inserting
‘“September 30, 2030”°.
SEC. 3. REQUIRING ADDITIONAL STUDY AND RE-
PORT ON ACUTE HOSPITAL CARE AT
HOME WAIVER FLEXIBILITIES.
Section 1866G of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1395cc-7), as amended by section 2,
is further amended—
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(1) in subsection (a)(3)(E)—

(A) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘the study
described in subsection (b)” and inserting
“‘the studies described in subsections (b) and
(c)”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new

flush sentence:
“The Secretary may require that such data
and information be submitted through a hos-
pital’s cost report, through such survey in-
struments as the Secretary may develop,
through medical record information, or
through such other means as the Secretary
determines appropriate.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“STUDY” and inserting ‘“‘INITIAL STUDY’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or sub-
section (c)”’ before the period at the end;

(3) by redesignating subsections (c¢) and (d)
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and

(4) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“‘(c) SUBSEQUENT STUDY AND REPORT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2028, the Secretary shall conduct
a study to—

‘““(A) analyze, to the extent practicable, the
criteria established by hospitals under the
Acute Hospital Care at Home initiative to
determine which individuals may be fur-
nished services under such initiative; and

‘“(B) analyze and compare (both within and
between hospitals participating in the initia-
tive, and relative to comparable hospitals
that do not participate in the initiative, for
relevant parameters such as diagnosis-re-
lated groups)—

‘(1) quality of care furnished to individuals
with similar conditions and characteristics
in the inpatient setting and through the
Acute Hospital Care at Home initiative, in-
cluding health outcomes, hospital readmis-
sion rates (including readmissions both with-
in and beyond 30 days post-discharge), hos-
pital mortality rates, length of stay, infec-
tion rates, composition of care team (includ-
ing the types of labor used, such as con-
tracted labor), the ratio of nursing staff,
transfers from the hospital to the home,
transfers from the home to the hospital (in-
cluding the timing, frequency, and causes of
such transfers), transfers and discharges to
post-acute care settings (including the tim-
ing, frequency, and causes of such transfers
and discharges), and patient and caregiver
experience of care;

‘‘(ii) clinical conditions treated and diag-
nosis-related groups of discharges from inpa-
tient settings relative to discharges from the
Acute Hospital Care at Home initiative;

‘“(iii) costs incurred by the hospital for fur-
nishing care in inpatient settings relative to
costs incurred by the hospital for furnishing
care through the Acute Hospital Care at
Home initiative, including costs relating to
staffing, equipment, food, prescriptions, and
other services, as determined by the Sec-
retary;

‘‘(iv) the quantity, mix, and intensity of
services (such as in-person visits and virtual
contacts with patients and the intensity of
such services) furnished in inpatient settings
relative to the Acute Hospital Care at Home
initiative, and, to the extent practicable, the
nature and extent of family or caregiver in-
volvement;

‘“(v) socioeconomic information on individ-
uals treated in comparable inpatient settings
relative to the initiative, including racial
and ethnic data, income, housing, geographic
proximity to the brick-and-mortar facility
and whether such individuals are dually eli-
gible for benefits under this title and title
XIX; and

‘“(vi) the quality of care, outcomes, costs,
quantity and intensity of services, and other
relevant metrics between individuals who
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entered into the Acute Hospital Care at
Home initiative directly from an emergency
department compared with individuals who
entered into the Acute Hospital Care at
Home initiative directly from an existing in-
patient stay in a hospital.

‘“(2) SELECTION BIAS.—In conducting the
study under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall, to the extent practicable, analyze and
compare individuals who participate and do
not participate in the initiative controlling
for selection bias or other factors that may
impact the reliability of data.

‘(3) REPORT.—Not later than September 30,
2028, the Secretary of Health and Human
Services shall submit to the Committee on
Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Finance of the
Senate a report on the study conducted
under paragraph (1).

‘‘(4) FUNDING.—In addition to amounts oth-
erwise available, there is appropriated to the
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Program Management Account for fiscal
year 2026, out of any amounts in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, $2,500,000, to
remain available until expended, for pur-
poses of carrying out this subsection.”.

SEC. 4. MEDICARE IMPROVEMENT FUND.

Section 1898(b)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 139iii(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘$1,403,000,000" and inserting
¢‘$1,400,500,000"".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 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 submit extraneous material
on this bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Hospital Inpatient Services Moderniza-
tion Act introduced by the Committee
on Ways and Means Health Sub-
committee chairman, Mr. BUCHANAN,
and Congressman DWIGHT EVANS.

I think one of the healthcare-related
conversations that frustrates a lot of
us around here is the typical year-end
healthcare policy extender mess.
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The legislation in front of us takes
the successful hospital at home pro-
gram and removes it from that chaos
by providing it with a renewed b5-year
authorization so more Americans can
receive care in the comfort and conven-
ience of their own home.

Hospital at home has become embed-
ded in the fabric of our healthcare sys-
tem. More than 400 hospitals in nearly
40 States have participated in the pro-
gram, which has built a track record of
improved patient outcomes.

In Health Subcommittee Chairman
BUCHANAN’s home State of Florida
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alone, there are 23 hospitals partici-
pating in this program. Hospital care
provided at home cuts mortality rates,
reduces the risk of falls and infections,
and lowers recovery times. It also can
save costs versus expensive in-person
hospital visits. It is no wonder that 99
percent of patients said they were sat-
isfied with the program.

At a Ways and Means Committee
hearing, we heard the incredible story
of a hospital at home patient from
North Carolina named Roy who was di-
agnosed with sepsis and initially treat-
ed in a hospital. There, he was dis-
turbed by beeping sounds, uncomfort-
able in the hospital gown, and alone
with no one able to visit him. His re-
covery was much better at home.

He was able to sleep in his own bed
and visit with friends and family. He
also continued to receive the same
level of care he would have otherwise
received at the hospital. His recovery
at home was rapid, complete, and with-
out any infections.

Mr. Speaker, I represent one of the
most rural districts in America. The
long drives to a hospital faced by peo-
ple living in small towns in remote
areas can make seeking care prohibi-
tive. Hospital at home shrinks the
physical distance stopping rural pa-
tients from getting care. Hospital at
home has been a proven success for get-
ting more Americans the healthcare
that they need.

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

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am really happy to see
the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee, and I am certainly happy
to support this 5-year extension of the
hospital at home program, which, of
course, includes a critical study to en-
sure additional information about the
program. I am also happy to hear about
the success of this program as people
experience it.

Mr. Speaker, the provisions, as the
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee has pointed out, get extended
every single year. Sometimes they get
extended in short increments. Some-
times they move as a kind of tax pack-
age. As a matter of fact, this was just
extended in the continuing resolution
that we just passed and in previous
funding bills before that. I am so de-
lighted to be here this evening to see
that my Republican colleagues are in
the mood to extend current law.

I will offer them the opportunity to
maybe extend the Affordable Care Act
to the 24 million Americans who are
facing unprecedented enormous health
insurance premium hikes since we are
extending healthcare stuff today.

In my own State of Wisconsin, Mr.
Speaker, 279,000 people receive credits
to help make insurance coverage af-
fordable. In my State, for a 60-year-old
couple not yet eligible for Medicare,
earning $85,000 a year, they will see
their premiums increase by $23,281 a
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yvear. A family of four earning $133,000
a year would see their premiums in-
crease by $14,000 next year.

Families are going to be asked to pay
20, 30, 40 percent of their income for
health insurance premiums, and the
majority just wants to ignore it. My
constituents and your constituents,
Mr. Speaker, Americans from coast to
coast are going to be staring down
these massive amounts of medical
debt, massive insurance premiums, or
the inability to access healthcare. If
they are unable to afford it, they will
just drop it.

We have to act. It is December 1. We
have to act.

I am reminded, Mr. Speaker, of how
fast the Ways and Means Committee
and the majority moved to give tax
breaks to the wealthy, but when it
comes to regular families, we just don’t
seem to have the time. We could be
doing that here on the floor now. This
is a marvelous bill we are passing
today, but I would much rather be se-
curing the time for that purpose.

Those hikes in healthcare premiums
are not isolated, Mr. Speaker. They
come on the heels of the One Big Beau-
tiful Bill Act that slashed more than 10
million Americans out of healthcare
through the Medicaid program, cut
over a trillion dollars in Medicare, and
a half-trillion dollar liability in the
Medicare fund. Hospitals will close, pa-
tients will suffer, and millions of
American families will become unin-
sured all because the majority is refus-
ing to act.

Mr. Speaker, the majority was more
than happy to make a whole host of
tax breaks permanent for the billion-
aire business class, but not for these
entrepreneurs and families who are fac-
ing these tremendous hikes in their
premiums. This is part of a Republican
economy, I think. Help the billionaires.
It will all trickle down. We are going to
heap the costs onto middle-class fami-
lies from every angle. Rising numbers
of Americans are falling behind on
their utility bills. There is a recent up-
tick in mortgage delinquencies and a
rise in serious delinquency rates for
the first time in years. Consumer bank-
ruptcies are on the rise, up 15 percent
since last year.

What are we doing? We just passed a
$4.3 trillion tax break overwhelmingly
for the wealthy.

What else did the majority do, Mr.
Speaker?

They found $40 billion for certain
people in Argentina, but no healthcare
for American families. They found $300
million for a new gilded ballroom
where the East Wing of the White
House used to be. The ballroom Kkeeps
getting bigger and bigger, so I can’t de-
scribe the dimensions of it, but it is
going to have a marble bathroom in it
and a fancy new patio, but no
healthcare for families.

We have higher electric prices, gro-
cery prices, and housing prices. Half
the people in my State who are renting
are paying more than a third of their
income for housing.
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These prices are going through the
roof. American families, unless they
are billionaires, are struggling to stay
afloat in this economy. While Presi-
dent Trump and his family use the
White House to haul in billions of dol-
lars to line their own pockets, people
will not be able to access healthcare.

Mr. Speaker, while I support this bill,
I object to how the majority and the
President are making life worse every
single day for most Americans.

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

O 1640

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to

the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BUCHANAN).
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I

thank the chairman for his leadership
on this topic. It has been key to what
we have accomplished today.

I rise today in strong support of my
bill, the Hospital Inpatient Services
Modernization Act, which would allow
hospitals to treat Medicare patients
safely at home.

During the pandemic, CMS estab-
lished the hospital at home waiver to
provide hospitals with the flexibility to
care for patients from the comfort and
convenience of their homes.

The hospital at home program has
been very successful, being treated in
many homes across the country. It has
also made a big difference in reducing
the risk of infections and falls.

I am thrilled to say that my bill ex-
tends the successful hospital at home
program for an additional 5 years. I
know a lot of people being in Florida
where their parents will talk about the
importance of if they could stay at
home, and I know this is critical.

An extension of this program would
ensure more than 200 hospitals across
34 States—including 20 hospitals in
Florida—can continue to provide qual-
ity care to patients at home. More
than 140 leading healthcare organiza-
tions, including hospitals, healthcare
providers, and patients support this
legislation.

I thank Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. EVANS, and
Ms. MOORE for their friendship and bi-
partisanship on this bill. I thank Lead-
er SCALISE and Whip EMMER for bring-
ing this to the floor tonight. I urge my
colleagues to support the hospital at
home program extension for hospitals,
providers, and patients.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time to close.

I congratulate Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr.
EVANS on bringing forth this bill. I cer-
tainly agree with them that people do
better at home in many instances and
ought to have this as an option.

I look forward to the study that is in-
volved in this iteration of the bill that
will inform us about ways to improve
the bill.

As we look at healthcare as a whole,
it is one of those sort of broken mar-
kets that we have. We have 60 percent
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of folks who get healthcare through
their employer or government or labor
unions. We have another group of peo-
ple who are disabled who get
healthcare. We have another group of
people who are elderly, thank God they
get Medicare, but then there is the rest
of us out there.

In a broken system of healthcare, we
have got to be concerned about those
people. We have talked a lot about
children with cancer. What if you are
27 and you have cancer, and you are
not getting healthcare through an em-
ployer? You don’t have one of them
good government jobs. You are not
elected to anything. What do you do?

While we are passing legislation, I
hope that before we adjourn, we will
not ignore the thousand-pound ele-
phant in the room, and that is the Re-
publican Party standing in the way of
doing it.

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

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

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for moving this bill
through Ways and Means and for hav-
ing us consider this bill this evening,
the Hospital Inpatient Services Mod-
ernization Act, which is legislation led
by my friend, Congressman BUCHANAN.
I appreciate his leadership on this, and
I was pleased to be able to support the
effort, as well.

This bipartisan bill would enable hos-
pitals to extend their successful hos-
pital at home programs for another 5
years. The hospital at home model
gives hospitals the flexibility to treat
certain patients in the comfort and
convenience of their own homes rather
than in the hospital facility.

Over 31,000 patients received acute
level care in their homes as of October
2024, and studies show that hospital
systems achieved savings of 19 percent
regarding these patients who required
a shorter average length of stay and
used fewer unnecessary services.

A number of hospitals in my district
have used the hospital at home waiver
to great effect. For example, one sys-
tem with a hospital in my community
has accepted more than 800 patients
across all of their facilities, freeing up
more than 1,500 hospital bed days and
saving approximately $1.1 million.

This is exactly the kind of program
that we should be encouraging. It al-
lows medical providers to innovate and
provide better care for their patients.
Patients like being at home, as well. It
decreases costs over the long run. By
extending the hospital at home waiver
for 5 years, this bill that we are consid-
ering today would give hospitals the
certainty they need to continue to
build out these innovative care models
and serve their patients in a holistic
way after the disruption caused by the
Democratic shutdown.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on this impor-
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tant legislation, which is a clear win
for patients and taxpayers.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I urge my colleagues to approve this
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4313, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
CLAIMING AGE CLARITY ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5284) to require the Social
Security Administration to make
changes to the social security termi-
nology used in the rules, regulation,
guidance, or other materials of the Ad-
ministration, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5284

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 ‘‘Claiming Age
Clarity Act”.

SEC. 2. CHANGES TO SOCIAL SECURITY TERMI-
NOLOGY.

Not later than the later of the date that is 12
months after the date of enactment of this Act
or January 1, 2027, the Commissioner of Social
Security shall ensure that, in any rules, regula-
tion, guidance, or other materials of the Social
Security Administration, whether online or in
print—

(1) the term “‘early eligibility age’’ is replaced
with the term ‘“‘minimum monthly benefit age’’;

(2) the terms “‘full retirement age’’ and ‘‘nor-
mal retirement age’ are replaced with the term
“standard monthly benefit age’’; and

(3) the term ‘‘delayed retirement credit’’ shall
not be used and any reference to age 70 as the
mazrimum age up to which delayed retirement
credits can be received shall be replaced with
the term “‘maximum monthly benefit age’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Claiming Age Clarity Act, bipartisan
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legislation introduced by my Ways and
Means colleagues, Representative
LLOYD SMUCKER and DON BEYER.

Planning for one’s retirement can be
stressful enough without having to in-
terpret needlessly complicated termi-
nology. Unfortunately, millions of
Americans claiming Social Security
today often face confusing and mis-
leading terms used by the agency that
make it that much harder to make in-
formed decisions about one’s financial
future.

Under the legislation before us, the
Social Security Administration will be
required to update the agency’s lan-
guage to make it clearer and more
straightforward. This will help ensure
that Americans do not accidentally
claim benefits earlier than they should,
are completely informed, and don’t po-
tentially miss out on substantial in-
come during their retirement years.

This is critical for the nearly 100,000
citizens living in Representative
SMUCKER’s district and the over 80,000
in Representative BEYER’s district who
are nearing retirement age today. It is
why organizations like the AARP, the
Bipartisan Policy Center, and the Asso-
ciation of Mature American Citizens
have come out in support of this bill,
which received overwhelming bipar-
tisan support in the Ways and Means
Committee. I reserve the balance of my
time.

O 1650

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
5284, the Claiming Age Clarity Act. I
thank my colleagues, Mr. SMUCKER and
Mr. BEYER, for their leadership on this
important legislation.

As Mr. SMITH has described, these
changes will better help seniors under-
stand the advantages and disadvan-
tages of claiming at different ages. I
certainly know folks among my con-
stituency who are faced with this con-
fusion. This bill addresses that.

I want to quote Mr. BEYER, who is
not with us. He is an author of the bill,
along with Mr. SMUCKER. He noted, in
our committee vreport, this bill
““‘doesn’t solve the big picture on Social
Security, which this committee pre-
sides over, nor does it fix the data pri-
vacy, customer service, or staffing dis-
aster that DOGE and this administra-
tion have put on this agency, but it
will help on the margins, and I am glad
that this little bill is seeing the light
today.”

Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the
Committee on Ways and Means with
overwhelming bipartisan support. I
urge my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to support this commonsense leg-
islation.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SMUCKER).
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Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the leader for bringing this bill to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, Ms. MOORE is right.
There are serious questions about So-
cial Security and its sustainability
going forward. I can tell my colleagues
that Republicans want to ensure that
the promises that have been made to
the American people will be kept.

We need to have that conversation
that Ms. MOORE talked about. We need
to make structural changes to the pro-
gram. We have a math problem. In 8
years, if nothing is done, beneficiaries
will not receive their full payments. It
is time we begin to have that discus-
sion.

Mr. Speaker, for individuals who are
reaching retirement age, this ensures
they have the best information avail-
able to them as they make decisions
about when to start benefits.

Today, we use terms like ‘‘early eli-
gibility age,” ‘full retirement age,”
and ‘‘delayed retirement credits.”
Those are confusing to people I talk
with about this. Studies show that
most beneficiaries don’t fully under-
stand how their claiming decisions will
affect their monthly benefits. As a re-
sult, there are many seniors today who
may be missing out on substantial re-
tirement income because of suboptimal
claiming decisions they made.

Mr. Speaker, that is where the
Claiming Age Clarity Act comes in. My
bill would simply change the termi-
nology used by the Social Security Ad-
ministration to describe the different
ages when an individual can begin to
claim their benefits.

Instead of ‘‘early retirement age,”
this bill would refer to 62 as the ‘“‘min-
imum benefit age.”” If Americans start
Social Security at 62, then that is the
smallest benefit, the minimum benefit,
they would receive. ‘“‘Full retirement
age’’ would become the ‘“‘standard ben-
efit age.” Age 70 would be referred to
as the ‘“‘maximum benefit age.”” When
describing this, it doesn’t get any sim-
pler than minimum, standard, and
maximum benefit ages.

This bill will help seniors make in-
formed decisions when deciding when
to begin their Social Security benefits
that they have earned.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. BEYER for
leading this effort with me, and I urge
my colleagues to support this common-
sense bill.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, I think this is a com-
monsense bill, and I am so happy that
our colleagues thought it appropriate
to bring it forward to help older Ameri-
cans make better-informed decisions.

As I indicated, I have had friends who
retired at age 62 and thought that that
would be a better time based on the
misinterpretation of the language.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.
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Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, no American entering
retirement should lose out on their
hard-earned Social Security benefits
because the Social Security Adminis-
tration failed to provide information in
clear and understandable terms. We
need to make it easier and not harder
for individuals to plan for retirement
in this country.

The Claiming Age Clarity Act is a
positive step in the right direction.
Representatives SMUCKER and BEYER
are to be commended for forging this
bipartisan consensus on a policy that
will improve retirement security and
ensure the bureaucracy here in Wash-
ington better serves American seniors.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5284, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

IMPROVING SOCIAL SECURITY’S
SERVICE TO VICTIMS OF IDEN-
TITY THEFT ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5345) to amend title VII of
the Social Security Act to provide for
a single point of contact at the Social
Security Administration for individ-
uals who are victims of identity theft,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5345

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 ‘‘Improving So-
cial Security’s Service to Victims of Identity
Theft Act”.

SEC. 2. SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT FOR IDEN-
TITY THEFT VICTIMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VII of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 901 et seq.) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 714. SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT FOR IDEN-
TITY THEFT VICTIMS.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commissioner of So-
cial Security shall establish and implement pro-
cedures to ensure that any individual whose so-
cial security account number has been misused
(such as to fraudulently obtain benefits under
title 11, VIII, or XVI of this Act, or in a manner
that affects an individual’s records at the Social
Security Administration, or in a manner that
prompts the individual to request a mew social
security account number) or whose Social Secu-
rity card has been lost in the course of trans-
mission to the individual has a single point of
contact at the Social Security Administration
throughout the resolution of the individual’s
case. The single point of contact shall track the
individual’s case to completion and coordinate
with other units to resolve issues as quickly as
possible.
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““(b) SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subsection
(a), the single point of contact shall consist of a
team or subset of specially trained employees
who—

““(A) have the ability to coordinate with other
units to resolve the issues involved in the indi-
vidual’s case, and

‘““(B) shall be accountable for the case until its
resolution.

‘““(2) TEAM OR SUBSET.—The employees in-
cluded within the team or subsel described in
paragraph (1) may change as required to meet
the needs of the Social Security Administration,
provided that procedures have been established
to—

““(A) ensure continuity of records and case
history, and

‘““(B) notify
priate.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, in recent years, the
theft and misuse of Social Security
numbers has become a very serious
problem in our country. In 2024 alone,
there were over 3,000 reported data
breaches, and over half of them in-
cluded compromised Social Security
numbers. For victims, the fallout can
be overwhelming.

Instead of finding clear guidance at
the Social Security Administration to
deal with this stressful situation, too
many folks are bounced from one office
to another. They receive conflicting in-
structions and spend months trying to
resolve what should be a straight-
forward issue.

During a previous Ways and Means
Subcommittee on Social Security hear-
ing, we heard directly from a mother
about how a single point of contact at
the Social Security office would have
been beneficial in helping her deal with
the fallout from her daughter’s Social
Security number being compromised.

Protecting Americans from identity
theft is not a partisan issue. This bill
provides a simple and commonsense fix
to provide victims of identity theft
with a single point of contact at the
Social Security Administration when
their number is lost or compromised.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
DAvVID KUSTOFF for his leadership on
this bill. Thanks to his work, victims
of identity theft whose Social Security

the individual when appro-
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numbers have been compromised will
get the help that they so need.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important piece of legisla-
tion, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

O 1700

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I certainly support H.R. 5345, the Im-
proving Social Security’s Service to
Victims of Identity Theft Act, and of
course, this passed the Ways and Means
Committee with overwhelming bipar-
tisan support.

I think having a single person to deal
with at the Social Security office is
common sense, and it will enable a vic-
tim to unravel their problems a lot
sooner.

I just want to make note of the fact
that, like some other Social Security
bills that are under consideration
today, this bill does not fix the crisis
that this Trump administration has in-
flicted on Social Security when it
comes to data privacy and customer
service. Thumb drives went into our
central data computers by DOGE em-
ployees, people who had not been con-
firmed by any Senate or anything else,
and our Social Security information
was captured—captured indeed—on
thumb drives.

Democrats are going to continue to
fight to protect Americans from having
their personal Social Security informa-
tion politicized or bought and sold to
the highest bidder or their Social Secu-
rity benefits put at risk. It is very,
very frightening, so frightening, Mr.
Speaker, that as soon as our current
Treasury Secretary was brought into
office, I wanted to know what DOGE
was doing and where the information
was going. I don’t think we have had
any conversations of any substance re-
garding the location of that data.

While this bill will have a modest but
meaningful improvement to Social Se-
curity’s customer service to the vic-
tims of identity theft, and I urge my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
vote for this legislation, I want them
to think more deeply about what we
need to do in the atmosphere that we
are in now to protect Americans’ So-
cial Security data that was mined by
DOGE.

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

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

Mr. KUSTOFF. Mr. Speaker, I thank
our Ways and Means chairman, JASON
SMITH, not only for his strong leader-
ship but for his support on this impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. Speaker, every year, more and
more Americans are having their iden-
tity stolen. It is a sad fact. However,
actors are becoming more sophisti-
cated. They are using new technology
to gain access to sensitive information.
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Just last year, there were over 3,000
separate data breaches that were re-
ported, including many leaks involving
stolen Social Security numbers.

Currently, when somebody has their
identity stolen, they have got to navi-
gate a baffling process at the Social
Security Administration. The Ways
and Means Committee has heard from
victims who describe the process of re-
gaining their identities as a bureau-
cratic nightmare. It is complex. It is
lengthy, and it is frustrating. Some-
times they report being passed from
representative to representative and
from department to department. Some-
times they even get conflicting advice
from people within the Social Security
Administration.

As identity theft becomes more com-
monplace, the system at the Social Se-
curity Administration needs to be
streamlined to work better for the vic-
tims. The Improving Social Security’s
Service to Victims of Identity Theft
Act addresses this problem head-on.

Specifically, this bill will establish a
single point of contact at the Social
Security Administration for Americans
who have had their Social Security
numbers lost or stolen. Mr. Speaker,
think of it as a one-stop shop for those
trying to protect themselves from iden-
tity theft. Having a single point of ref-
erence, one point of contact, at the So-
cial Security Administration will sim-
plify the process, making it easier and
faster for victims to get relief.

This piece of legislation was passed
favorably out of the Ways and Means
Committee with a strong bipartisan
vote. Mr. Speaker, now it is time to act
in a bipartisan manner to support
Americans whose Social Security num-
bers fall into the wrong hands.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I have no further requests for time, and
I am prepared to close.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further speakers, and I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to thank my
colleague for introducing this very im-
portant piece of legislation. I am al-
ways happy, as are other Democrats on
the Ways and Means Committee, for
any initiative to protect our data, to
protect and secure it, to protect peo-
ple’s privacy, and to streamline their
ability to resolve their problem.

I would hope that the authors of this
legislation and the chairman of the
committee would recognize that this
will mean that they will have to stop
taking the appropriations away from
the Social Security Administration.
We have shut down scores of offices.
Many people have been fired, and that
data and AI will not resolve the issue
of having a single point of contact or a
person to deal with.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation. It did pass out
of committee with a strong bipartisan
vote. I hope that there is bipartisan in-
terest in protecting our data which,
like I said, has been DOGE’d and stored
somewhere in the cloud. I hope that
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this urgency around protecting data
will continue to be a priority of the
committee.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, identity theft has be-
come a major issue in our country. One
of the main ways that bad actors ex-
ploit victims is through the misuse of
their Social Security number.

Unfortunately, when people contact
the Social Security Administration for
help with a stolen or missing Social Se-
curity number, they are often met with
red tape, waiting for callbacks, confu-
sion, and conflicting information. Call-
ers will get bounced around to multiple
SSA employees or have go through dif-
ferent processes just to get the help
that they need.

This bill sponsored by Representative
KUsTOFF will make it easier for Ameri-
cans to resolve issues with stolen or
missing Social Security numbers by
providing them with a single point of
contact at the SSA.

I, once again, want to thank Rep-
resentative KUSTOFF for his great lead-
ership on this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘yes”, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5345, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
O 1710

SOCIAL SECURITY CHILD
PROTECTION ACT OF 2025

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5348) to amend title II of
the Social Security Act to provide for
the reissuance of social security ac-
count numbers to young children in
cases where confidentiality has been
compromised, as amended.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 5348
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 “Social Security
Child Protection Act of 2025°°.
SEC. 2. REISSUANCE OF SOCIAL SECURITY AC-
COUNT NUMBERS TO YOUNG CHIL-
DREN IN CASES WHERE CONFIDEN-
TIALITY HAS BEEN COMPROMISED.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 205(c)(2)(B) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 405(c)(2)(B)) is
amended—
(1) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (iv);
and
(2) by inserting after clause (ii) the following
new clause:
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“(iii) In any case in which a social security
account number has been issued to a child who
has not attained the age of 14 pursuant to sub-
clause (IV) or (V) of clause (i) and it is dem-
onstrated by evidence, as determined by the
Commissioner of Social Security, and submitted
under penalty of perjury to the Commissioner by
a parent or guardian of the child that in the
course of transmission of a social security card
to the child, the confidentiality of such number
has been compromised by reason of loss or theft
of such social security card, the Commissioner
shall issue a new social security account number
to such child and make note in the records
maintained with respect to such child of the per-
tinent information received by the Commissioner
regarding the loss or theft of the social security
card.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date
that is 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, a lost or stolen Social
Security number can cause a lifetime
of harm to American children. Every
year, more than a million children be-
come victims of identity fraud.

Current Social Security Administra-
tion policy makes it extremely dif-
ficult for families to get a new Social
Security number for a child, even when
families know the original number was
compromised through no fault of their
own.

Previously, the Ways and Means
Committee heard direct testimony
from a mother who had to battle with
the Social Security Administration
when her 1-month-old child’s Social Se-
curity number was compromised, and
she was denied a new number.

This bill, the Social Security Child
Protection Act of 2025, sponsored by
Representative SMUCKER, will help
families when their child’s Social Secu-
rity number is lost or stolen. It re-
quires the SSA to issue a new number
to children under the age of 14 when
the child’s card has been compromised
versus sitting around and waiting for a
malicious act to take place.

This is a straightforward solution
that will help protect children and
families from fraud.

I urge my colleagues to support this
s0 we can continue to stand together to
better safeguard the identities of
American kids.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I certainly think that H.R. 5348, the
Social Security Child Protection Act of
2025, which passed the Ways and Means
Committee with overwhelming bipar-
tisan support, deserves to be supported
by this body.

As has been indicated, this legisla-
tion would direct the SSA to issue a
new Social Security number to a child
under 14 if it was stolen in the course
of being mailed.

The current policy brings nothing
but misery upon a child and a new fam-
ily, and I think that this is a common-
sense effort to mend this grievous bu-
reaucratic conundrum that parents
have to face.

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

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

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman SMITH for the opportunity to
bring this up in committee and then
for moving it out of committee. I
thank the leader for bringing it to the
floor for a vote.

This is about helping kids. I know
when we talk about Social Security, we
don’t often think about kids. But re-
member, every child receives a Social
Security number that follows them
around for the rest of their life. Every
year, there are kids whose Social Secu-
rity numbers are lost or stolen in the
mail and exposed to fraudsters.

Because children don’t open bank ac-
counts, they don’t apply for lines of
credit, and they don’t seek employ-
ment, it can take them years to dis-
cover that their identity was stolen or
to realize the effects of a stolen iden-
tity.

Under current policy, even if the
child is aware that the Social Security
number was stolen, a child must be-
come victimized by actual fraud before
the Social Security Administration
will give them a new number.

That is ridiculous. If my bank issued
a credit card and I didn’t receive it in
the mail, they wouldn’t send me an-
other copy of the same card. They
would cancel the old one and send me a
new card. Why would we treat our chil-
dren any differently? We shouldn’t.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to vote for the Social Secu-
rity Child Protection Act. This bill
would simply require that the Social
Security Administration issue a new,
different Social Security number to a
child under the age of 14 if the card has
been lost or stolen while being issued
to the child in the mail.

Mr. Speaker, it is a simple fix to pro-
tect our children and make the process
of interacting with the Social Security
Administration easier. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time for closing.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense
bill, and it will strengthen customer
service for children whose Social Secu-
rity card has been lost or stolen in the
mail.

While Mr. SMUCKER described this as
a very simple, commonsense bill, I
think the importance of this is it dem-
onstrates that on a bipartisan basis we
can solve problems. You always start
with the little things and work your-
self forward.

If providing greater customer service
through the Social Security Adminis-
tration is a goal that has strong bipar-
tisan support, I think that that really
gives us a runway to do bigger things.

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

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

A mother testifying before the Ways
and Means Committee told us how it
took ‘‘hours of effort over months” to
protect her daughter from identity
theft and that ‘‘the threat will never
completely go away unless she is as-
signed a new Social Security number.”

This mother had to battle with the
SSA after her infant daughter’s Social
Security number was compromised.
Unfortunately, the story is all too
common for millions of Americans who
have had their Social Security num-
bers stolen or misused each year.

By taking swift action today, we can
prevent a lifetime of financial harm to
American children across the country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5348, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

————

FAIR AND ACCOUNTABLE IRS
REVIEWS ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5346) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to reform cer-
tain penalty and interest provisions, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5346

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 ‘“‘Fair and Ac-
countable IRS Reviews Act’’.
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SEC. 2. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS FOR AS-
SESSMENT OF PENALTIES.

(a) APPROVAL OF  ASSESSMENT.—Section
6751(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
is amended to read as follows:

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—No penalty under this title
shall be assessed or entered unless, before any
written communication with respect to such
penalty (including proposal of a penalty as an
adjustment) is sent to the taxpayer, the initial
determination of such assessment is personally
approved (in writing) by the immediate super-
visor of the individual making such determina-
tion or such higher level official as the Sec-
retary may designate.’’.

(b) IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR DEFINED.—Section
6751(b) of such Code is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraph:

““(3) IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘immediate supervisor’
means, with respect to an individual making a
determination under paragraph (1), the person
to whom such individual reports.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to notices issued, and
penalties assessed, after December 31, 2025.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the Fair and Accountable IRS Re-
views Act introduced by our colleague,
Representative GLENN GROTHMAN.

While not a member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, I know
Representative GROTHMAN to be a tire-
less advocate for American taxpayers,
as represented by this important piece
of legislation that will go a very long
way toward protecting their rights.

The legislation ensures that rogue
IRS employees are not able to unfairly
impose penalties and fines on tax-
payers without going through proper
channels of authorization and doing so
in a timely manner.

Right now, an IRS agent can impose
a penalty on an American taxpayer be-
fore obtaining a supervisor’s approval.
Moreover, they can shop around for
any other employee at the agency that
they wish to seek permission from
since current law does not require ap-
proval from a direct supervisor.

These loopholes undermine the no-
signature, no-penalty principle. Rep-
resentative GROTHMAN’s bill received
unanimous support at the Committee
on Ways and Means. It is an important
policy reform that will reinforce fair
treatment of taxpayers at the IRS.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
5346, the Fair and Accountable IRS Re-
views Act.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
JASON SMITH for putting this bill on
the floor, and I thank the gentleman
for always remembering that it is bet-
ter to do things in a bipartisan way.

This bill clarifies procedures under
section 6751 of the Internal Revenue
Code and fixes an ongoing controversy
regarding tax penalties and IRS super-
visory approvals.

The IRS Restructuring and Reform
Act of 1998 added section 6751 to the In-
ternal Revenue Code, which says that
certain tax penalties shall not be as-
sessed unless the initial determination
of the assessment is personally ap-
proved, in writing, by the immediate
supervisor of the employee making the
determination, or a higher-level offi-
cial.

This provision, in its current form,
does not define when supervisory ap-
proval must be obtained or who is con-
sidered an immediate supervisor. The
lack of definition has led to conflicting
decisions in the court regarding the
time of approvals and among whom at
the IRS can make such approvals.

Due to this widespread confusion, the
National Taxpayer Advocate rec-
ommended that Congress enact legisla-
tion to fix this provision. Therefore,
this bill clarifies that an IRS employee
must obtain supervisory approval in
writing before any written communica-
tion is sent to a taxpayer about certain
proposed penalties. It also clarifies
that an IRS employee’s immediate su-
pervisor is a person to whom the em-
ployee reports.

In addition to providing clarity, this
bill also raises $117 million over the
next 10 years. This bill passed the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means with over-
whelming bipartisan support.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
very important clarification bill.

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

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the previous speakers for their
kind words and assistance on this bill.
I also will address the Fair and Ac-
countable IRS Reviews Act.

For decades, Federal laws required
that before the IRS can impose pen-
alties on a taxpayer, an agent must
first receive written approval from
that agent’s immediate supervisor.

Congress put this safeguard in place
to ensure that penalties are imposed
fairly, consistently, and with appro-
priate oversight. A supervisor’s signa-
ture helps prevent the use of penalties
as a pressure tactic and creates a
transparent record that benefits both
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taxpayers and the government in col-
lection and appeals proceedings.

In recent years, unfortunately, a reg-
ulatory interpretation complicated the
intent of this longstanding statute. In-
stead of adhering to the clear require-
ment that an agent’s immediate super-
visor must approve a penalty at the
time of the initial determination, su-
pervisory appeal could be obtained at
any point in the process and the term
“immediate supervisor’’ was broadened
beyond Congress’ original intent.

As a result, an agent could propose a
penalty without prior review and later
seek approval from a wide range of in-
dividuals, weakening the transparency
and accountability that the law was
designed to ensure.

The Fair and Accountable IRS Re-
views Act restores clarity. It reaffirms
that an IRS agent’s actual immediate
supervisor must provide written ap-
proval at the initial determination of a
penalty, ensuring proper oversight
from the start. This simple clarifica-
tion strengthens the taxpayer protec-
tions and promotes a consistent and re-
liable penalty process.

Mr. Speaker, Americans deserve a
tax system that is fair, predictable,
and transparent. This bill moves us
closer to that goal.

I thank Chairman SMITH for his lead-
ership on the Committee on Ways and
Means and all of the Members on the
other side of the aisle who helped shoot
it out of the committee on such a bi-
partisan basis. I thank Chairman
SMITH for his commitment to strength-
ening fairness and accountability with-
in our tax system.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill.

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time for the
purposes of closing.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5346 is a common-
sense bill that will help taxpayers and
the courts. I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
bill because not only is it common
sense, but it will allow for more effi-
ciency in our IRS code. I think it is
really important that both sides of the
aisle, Democrats and Republicans, sup-
port such an efficient and common-
sense bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, American taxpayers
should not be at the mercy of rogue
IRS agents who are handing out fines
without reasonable due process. At the
very least, agents ought to have actual
prior approval before issuing a penalty
and should not be allowed to go around
looking for a sympathetic employee to
grant them that approval.

I commend our colleague, Represent-
ative GROTHMAN, for introducing this
straightforward legislation that puts in
place some guardrails around the IRS
and its agents. This bill will help re-
store integrity to the agency’s proc-
esses. Above all, it will protect the
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rights of American taxpayers, whose
interests we must continue to look out
for.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘yes’” on the Fair and
Accountable IRS Reviews Act, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5346, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
TAX COURT IMPROVEMENT ACT

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5349) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve
services provided to taxpayers by the
Internal Revenue Service by providing
greater judicial review, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5349

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; ETC.

(a) SHORT TITLE—This Act may be cited as
the “Tax Court Improvement Act’’.

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as oth-
erwise expressly provided, whenever in this Act
an amendment is expressed in terms of an
amendment to a section or other provision, the
reference shall be considered to be made to a
section or other provision of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986.

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; etc.

Sec. 2. Authorization of subpoenas before hear-
ings to facilitate settlements.

Sec. 3. Authorization of special trial judges to
hear additional cases and address
contempt.

Sec. 4. Disqualification of judges and special
trial judges.

Sec. 5. Clarification of Tax Court jurisdiction to
apply equitable tolling in defi-
ciency cases.

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF SUBPOENAS BEFORE

HEARINGS TO FACILITATE SETTLE-
MENTS.

Section 7456(a) is amended to read as follows:

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—

““(1) ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS.—For the effi-
cient administration of the functions vested in
the Tax Court or any division thereof, any
judge or special trial judge, the clerk or the
clerk’s deputies, as such, or any other employee
of the Tax Court designated in writing for the
purpose by the chief judge, may administer
oaths or affirmations.

‘““(2) SUBPOENA AUTHORITY.—Any judge or
special trial judge may eramine witnesses and
require, by subpoena ordered by the Tax Court
or any division thereof and signed by the judge
or special trial judge (or by the clerk of the Tax
Court or by any other employee of the Tax
Court when acting as deputy clerk), any of the
following:

‘““(A) The attendance of parties or witnesses.

‘““(B) The production of books, papers, docu-
ments, electronically stored information, or tan-
gible things from any place in the United States
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by any party or witness having custody or con-
trol thereof for purposes of discovery or for use
of the things produced as evidence in accord-
ance with the rules and orders of the Tax Court.
Any such subpoena shall be issued and served,
and compliance therewith shall be compelled, as
provided in the rules and orders of the Tax
Court.

““(3) DEPOSITIONS.—Pursuant to rules and or-
ders of the Court, the deposition of a witness
may be taken before any designated individual
competent to administer oaths under this title.
Any deposition testimony shall be reduced to
writing by the individual taking the deposition,
or under such individual’s direction, and shall
be subscribed by the deponent.’.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF SPECIAL TRIAL
JUDGES TO HEAR ADDITIONAL
CASES AND ADDRESS CONTEMPT.

(a) CONSENT TO  ASSIGNMENT.—Section
7443A(b) is amended by striking ‘‘and’ at the
end of paragraph (6), by redesignating para-
graph (7) as paragraph (8), and by inserting
after paragraph (6) the following new para-
graph:

“(7) upon the consent of the parties, and pur-
suant to rules promulgated by the Tax Court,
any proceeding not described in paragraphs (1)
through (6), and’’, and

(b) AUTHORIZING SPECIAL TRIAL JUDGE.—Sec-
tion 7443A(c) is amended by striking ‘‘or (6)’
and inserting ‘“(6), or (7).

(c) CONTEMPT AUTHORITY.—Section 7443A is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(f) INCIDENTAL POWERS.—A special trial
judge appointed under this section shall have
the power to punish for contempt of the author-
ity of the Tax Court as provided in section
7456(c), except the sentence imposed by such a
special trial judge for any contempt shall not
exceed the penalties for a Class C misdemeanor
as set forth in sections 3571(b)(6) and 3581(b)(8)
of title 18, United States Code. This subsection
shall not be construed to limit the authority of
a special trial judge to order sanctions under
any other statute or any rule of the Tax Court
prescribed pursuant to section 7453.”".

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsections (a) and (b) shall take effect on
the date the United States Tax Court adopts
rules implementing the consent procedures of
section 7443A.

SEC. 4. DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGES AND SPE-
CIAL TRIAL JUDGES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part II of subchapter C of
chapter 76 is amended by adding at the end the
following new section:

“SEC. 7467. DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGE OR
SPECIAL TRIAL JUDGE.

“Section 455 of title 28, United States Code,
shall apply to judges, special trial judges, and
proceedings of the Tax Court.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for such part is amended by adding at the
end the following new item:

“Sec. 7467. Disqualification of judge or special
trial judge.’’.
SEC. 5. CLARIFICATION OF TAX COURT JURISDIC-
TION TO APPLY EQUITABLE TOLLING
IN DEFICIENCY CASES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7451(b) is amended
to read as follows:

“(b) TOLLING OF TIME.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Tax Court shall have
jurisdiction to toll the period for filing a petition
under section 6213(a) in cases in which the Tax
Court determines based on the facts and cir-
cumstances that equity warrants such tolling.

“(2) RULES FOR INACCESSIBLE FILING LOCA-
TIONS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of this title, in any case (including by
reason of a lapse in appropriations) in which a
filing location is inaccessible or otherwise un-
available to the general public on the date a pe-
tition is due, the relevant time period for filing
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such petition shall be tolled for the mnumber of
days within the period of inaccessibility plus an
additional 14 days.

‘““(B) FILING LOCATION.—For purposes of this
paragraph, the term ‘filing location’ means—

““(i) the office of the clerk of the Tax Court, or

““(ii) any on-line portal made available by the
Tax Court for electronic filing of petitions.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
7459(d) is amended—

(1) by striking ““If a petition” and inserting
the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a petition’’, and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘““(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply with respect to any dismissal which is
solely based on a determination of the Tax
Court not to toll the period for filing a petition
under section 6213(a).”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to filings made after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) NO INFERENCE.—The amendment made by
subsections (a) shall not be construed to create
any inference with respect to the jurisdiction of
the Taxr Court with respect to any petition filed
on or before the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and the gentle-
woman from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Tax Court Improvement Act, bipar-
tisan legislation introduced by Rep-
resentatives NATHANIEL. MORAN and
TERRI SEWELL. As a former judge, Con-
gressman MORAN knows the impor-
tance of fully protecting Americans’
legal rights and due process, and I ap-
preciate his leadership on this issue.

This bill strengthens taxpayer rights
during judicial proceedings before the
U.S. Tax Court.

The court will be able to more expe-
ditiously resolve cases as the legisla-
tion enhances the efficiency of its judi-
cial review to the benefit of the tax-
payer. This will increase the court’s
productivity, and Tax Court judges will
also be held to the same disqualifica-
tion standards as other judges. Finally,
the court will now have the ability to
extend taxpayer deadlines where time-
ly filing is impractical.

The U.S. Tax Court is the only venue
where taxpayers can dispute a tax esti-
mate without first paying that tax.
Taxpayers must stand on equal footing
when going toe-to-toe with the IRS.
Without the guarantee of rights, tax-
payers are put in a situation where the
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IRS is essentially saying: Heads, I win.
Tails, you lose.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
stand with American taxpayers and
support this legislation, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
SMITH for bringing this bill to the
floor.

I rise in support of H.R. 5349, the Tax
Court Improvement Act, which passed
the Committee on Ways and Means
with overwhelming bipartisan support.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my cosponsor
and colleague, Mr. MORAN of Texas, for
his leadership and for working with me
on this important legislation. I also
thank the gentleman from Texas for
the smoked turkey he sent to several
members of our committee.

The Tax Court has a very important
impact on everyday Americans. It pro-
vides individuals and businesses with
an opportunity to be heard in court to
challenge the Internal Revenue Service
before paying a disputed tax. Our com-
mittee is always looking for ways to
make the Tax Court more efficient and
fairer for the taxpayer, and that is why
we are here today.

The Tax Court Improvement Act will
strengthen Tax Court procedures and
practices by making four commonsense
reforms. The act will accelerate the
collection of documents, expand the
types of cases assigned to special trial
judges, hold Tax Court judges to the
same recusal standards as other Fed-
eral judges, and allow the deadline for
petitions to be extended in certain cir-
cumstances.

These improvements to the Tax
Court will have a tangible impact on
thousands of taxpayers, and it will
raise $6 million over the next 10 years.

Given the importance of the Tax
Court, I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to support this impor-
tant legislation.

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to

the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
MORAN).
Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today in strong support of the Tax
Court Improvement Act. This tax-
payer-friendly bill significantly im-
proves the critical Tax Court process
available to Americans who find them-
selves in a dispute with the IRS.

Mr. Speaker, I thank specifically
Representative TERRI SEWELL, Wwho
joined me in coauthoring this bill, for
recognizing that taxpayers deserve a
court process that is clear, timely, effi-
cient, and just. Her work on this bill
reflects our joint commitment to the
people we serve.

For too long, the Tax Court has oper-
ated under preexisting rules that do
not mirror many of the well-estab-
lished procedures for other courts and
rules that are antiquated in their ap-
plication.
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In short, changes need to be made so
that the Tax Court process works bet-
ter for the people that it serves. When
a system is slow or confusing, the bur-
den falls on taxpayers, often at mo-
ments when they are already under
stress. This bill provides practical up-
dates that help the court do its job
more effectively, and it helps tax-
payers find resolution more easily and
quickly.

First, this bill modernizes the court’s
subpoena rules. Today, if someone is
subpoenaed to produce documents be-
fore the Tax Court, they must show up
in person. This wastes time, adds ex-
pense, and clogs an already full docket.
Other Article I and Article III courts
already allow documents to be sub-
mitted, at times, without requiring
physical appearance. This bill, like-
wise, gives the Tax Court the same
commonsense flexibility, allowing
judges to decide when someone truly
needs to appear in person.

Second, the bill helps the court ad-
dress its growing case backlog. It does
this by allowing special trial judges,
who are experienced legal professionals
who already handle much of the court’s
work, to take on additional respon-
sibilities with the consent of the tax-
payer. If the taxpayer agrees, these
special trial judges can hear certain
additional matters, issue final deci-
sions in specific cases, and use limited
contempt authority to maintain order.
This is similar to how magistrate
judges currently assist Federal district
court judges to streamline their dock-
ets when consent of the parties exists.
The result is simple: faster resolution
for taxpayers without sacrificing ex-
pertise on the bench, fairness in the
process, or integrity in the result.

Third, the bill strengthens public
trust by creating clear ethical stand-
ards for Tax Court judges. Article III
judges already have statutory recusal
rules. Currently, Tax Court judges do
not. Codifying disqualification require-
ments ensures that taxpayers know
that their case will be heard by a judge
who is impartial and above reproach.
This change helps to take away any in-
dicia of impropriety in the process,
again giving weight to the soundness of
the final judgment.

Finally, this legislation clarifies the
court’s authority to use equitable toll-
ing in deficiency cases. Today, if a tax-
payer misses a filing deadline, even due
to illness, natural disaster, or being
given incorrect information, the court
often has no ability to offer relief to
that taxpayer. Cases can be dismissed
before the merits are even heard, put-
ting taxpayers at risk for losing their
claim when they are not at fault for
missing the deadline. That is not a just
result. This bill ensures the court can
make determinations based on the sub-
stance of claims, not just procedural
technicalities, especially when a tax-
payer is acting in good faith.

Taken together, these reforms make
the Tax Court more efficient, respon-
sive, and just for the American tax-
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payer. They reflect these values that
guide our work in this Chamber: strong
institutions, fair treatment for tax-
payers, and renewed trust in our gov-
ernment processes.

This is a measured, practical bill
that passed unanimously in committee,
and it deserves the support of this
House on both sides of the aisle.

I urge my colleagues to vote for the
Tax Court Improvement Act to help
strengthen a court process that plays a
vital role in protecting our taxpayers’
rights and ensuring accountability of
the IRS within our tax system.

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

Mr. Speaker, in closing, in support of
H.R. 5349, the Tax Court Improvement
Act, is the fact that we want more
commonsense, bipartisan efforts to
modernize our Tax Court system.

At its heart, this bill strengthens
taxpayer rights and removes unneces-
sary procedural roadblocks. Specifi-
cally, it authorizes the Tax Court to
issue subpoenas before hearings. That
means third parties can be compelled
to produce relevant documents, elec-
tronic records, and other evidence
early, facilitating settlement, reducing
the need for protracted litigation, and
helping to resolve disputes sooner rath-
er than later.

This bill also expands the role of spe-
cial trial court judges, allowing them
to hear additional cases and act when
there are issues such as contempt,
thereby helping to clear backlogs and
improving the court’s overall input.

It holds Tax Court judges and special
trial judges to the same ethical and
disqualification standards as other
Federal judges, ensuring transparency
and integrity in every case.

This bill also clarifies that the Tax
Court has the jurisdiction to grant eq-
uitable tolling in deficiency cases. In
other words, the court can expand and
extend deadlines when timely filings
were impossible and impractical to
make.

These reforms are not radical. They
are commonsense improvements de-
signed to deliver timely justice, lower
court costs, and greater access for ev-
eryday Americans, small businesses,
and those who currently face intimi-
dating and burdensome procedures.

In a system where there are high
stakes for individuals, families, and en-
trepreneurs, there is nothing uncom-
mon or unreasonable about expecting a
fair shot, swift resolution, and proce-
dures that reflect modern realities.
That is exactly what H.R. 5349 delivers.
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Passing this legislation is a state-
ment that we believe in a tax system
where accountability, transparency,
and due process matter, not just for
the wealthy or well-connected, but for
all Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support H.R.
5349 and deliver on commonsense Tax
Court reform.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, the Ways and Means
Committee has been working tirelessly
to strengthen taxpayer rights. This
year alone, the committee has ap-
proved several pieces of legislation giv-
ing taxpayers fairer treatment. The
Tax Court Improvement Act is another
one of these solutions.

The IRS is the most feared Federal
agency for good reason, but we are
working to change that. In addition to
pursuing partisan aims, it has a long-
documented history of treating tax-
payer rights as mere suggestions.

This bill will give taxpayers more
confidence and greater protections
when litigating their case before the
U.S. Tax Court.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
MORAN and Congresswoman SEWELL for
championing taxpayer rights. This bill
received total support in the Ways and
Means Committee, and I urge all my
colleagues to do the same here in the
House.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5349, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HUD TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2025

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 225) to require the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development to testify before
the Congress annually, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 225

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 “HUD Trans-
parency Act of 2025°.

SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY.

Not later than October 1 of each year, the In-
spector General of the Department of Housing
and Urban Development shall appear before the
Committee on Financial Services of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate and
present testimony on the Office of Inspector
General’s—

(1) efforts to detect and prevent fraud, waste,
and abuse;

(2) ability to conduct and supervise audits, in-
vestigations, and reviews;

(3) actions to identify opportunities for the
programs of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development to progress and succeed;

(4) recommendations to improve overall effi-
ciency and public accountability of the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development;
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(5) assessment of the extent to which the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development
has resources sufficient to carry out its statu-
tory mission; and

(6) ongoing activities regarding any such ad-
ditional work, as appropriate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
225, the HUD Transparency Act.

I thank the gentlewoman from Texas,
Congresswoman DE LA CRuUZ, for spon-
soring this legislation.

The HUD Transparency Act of 2025 is
a piece of commonsense legislation
that strengthens accountability, en-
hances oversight, and ensures the
American people have a clear view into
how Federal housing dollars are spent.

For years, the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, HUD, has
administered programs that touch mil-
lions of families, seniors, and veterans
in communities across our Nation.
These programs are critical. They sup-
port affordable housing development,
combat homelessness, and help com-
munities recover after disasters.

Unfortunately, over the years, in my
view, the agency has shown time and
time again they are unable to perform
some basic functions. The agency con-
tinually fails to hold local public hous-
ing authorities responsible for pro-
viding safe housing.

Reports from the inspector general,
the Government Accountability Office,
and our own committee have repeat-
edly identified some of the same issues:
outdated and incomplete reporting, in-
consistent and unverifiable data,
missed deadlines, and major programs
operating without clear evidence of ef-
fectiveness.

As the branch with the power of the
purse, it is Congress’ responsibility to
ensure tax dollars that go toward
HUD’s programs are managed effec-
tively, efficiently, and transparently.
H.R. 225 delivers on that responsibility.

This bill requires the Office of the In-
spector General of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development to an-
nually testify before Congress so we
can ensure the Department is meeting
its performance reporting and manage-
ment standards. By requiring the HUD
Inspector General to appear in front of
Congress, Ms. DE LA CRUZ’s bill makes
HUD take the necessary steps to pub-
lish key performance information, re-
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port program outcomes in a timely
manner, and makes the data available
so Congress and the public can better
ensure Federal housing programs are
meeting their goals.

The HUD Transparency Act is a
straightforward, bipartisan solution to
a longstanding problem. HUD needs to
use consistent reporting formats so
Congress can compare outcomes across
programs and track progress over time.
It ensures that the American people
can see how their tax dollars are being
used.

These are basic principles of good
governance. Transparency strengthens
public trust and improves program per-
formance. It allows Congress to address
problems early instead of after tax dol-
lars have been wasted or ones in need
have been left behind.

Importantly, this bill does so without
imposing new burdens on State or local
governments and without slowing down
the delivery of critical housing assist-
ance. H.R. 225 simply ensures that HUD
operates with the openness and ac-
countability the American people ex-
pect and deserve.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Ms. DE LLA CRUZ
for this important measure, and I urge
our colleagues to support it.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
225, the HUD Transparency Act of 2025,
sponsored by Representative DE LA
CRUZ.

Oversight is a core function of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. Inspec-
tors general also play a critical role in
providing transparency about the func-
tions of government, as well as holding
government officials accountable.

They are able to do this because they
are independent of the officials they
oversee, and until recently, were only
removed for cause.

However, since taking office, Presi-
dent Trump has fired over 20 IGs across
the government. The majority of these
IG firings took place in the first week
President Trump took office and vio-
lated lawful removal procedures as
they came with no warning or ration-
ale.

In fact, the Trump administration
has kept more than three in four presi-
dentially appointed inspector general
positions vacant and without Senate-
confirmed leadership.

These actions not only silence future
IGs but leave the public less informed
about critical activities happening
across agencies.

Dangerously, Trump’s actions, com-
bined with Republican House leader-
ship who are unwilling to investigate
anything Trump’s team does, enable
the Trump administration to be en-
tirely unaccountable.

Notably, the HUD Inspector General
this bill would require to testify before
our committee was one of the people
Trump arbitrarily fired earlier this
year.
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Since that firing, the acting HUD IG
has been replaced again, and there is
no one being considered by the Senate
for confirmation. As a result, no one in
this Chamber knows when our com-
mittee will be able to receive this tes-
timony.

That said, and while I support this
bill, this debate ignores the real and
urgent challenges facing HUD and our
housing market, and how the President
and his administration are actively
taking steps to undermine efforts to
address the affordable housing crisis.

For example, where is the legislation
from our Republican colleagues to stop
Trump’s plan to gut existing perma-
nent supportive housing that could
force more than 170,000 people back on
the streets? Twenty States and D.C.
have already sued HUD citing the plan
as chaotic and unlawful.
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Mr. Speaker, where are their inves-
tigations into the Director of the Fed-
eral Housing Finance Agency, Bill
Pulte, who is weaponizing the housing
finance giants Fannie Mae and Freddie
Mac for politically motivated witch
hunts and trying to lock new home
buyers into 50-year mortgages?

If Republicans wanted to lower hous-
ing costs, why aren’t they calling to
exempt materials like lumber from
Trump’s tariffs or why aren’t we nego-
tiating the ROAD to Housing Act so
that it can be included in NDAA and
quickly passed into law?

Mr. Speaker, the invitation to my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
is open. Join us in finally taking steps
to address the rising costs of housing.
The American public wants us to lower
their bills, and Democrats have numer-
ous ideas about how to do that. Join us
in ensuring that the HUD inspector
general has the independence to do
their job without fear of retaliation
when they uncover corruption or abuse
of power.

We will join Republicans in passing
this bill today, but we need to finally
get to work to deliver real change for
the American people.

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

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD the Congressional
Budget Office estimate for this bill.

H.R. 225, HUD TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2025, AS RE-
PORTED BY THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL
SERVICES ON JULY 15, 2025

By fiscal year, millions of
dollars—

2025—
2030

2025—

2025 2035

Direct Spending (Outlays) ........c........... 0 0 0
R 0 0

Increase or Decrease (—) in the Def-

TCHE oeevevevereererereseisssssseseeessssnes 0 0 0
Spending Subject to Appropriation

(OULIAYS) oo * * o

* = between zero and $500,000.
** = not estimated.

Increases net direct spending in any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
2036? No.
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Increases on-budget deficits in any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
2036? No.

Statutory pay-as-you-go procedures apply?
No.

Mandate Effects:

Contains intergovernmental mandate? No.

Contains private-sector mandate? No.

H.R. 225 would require the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) to testify annually be-
fore the Congress on different topics includ-
ing the sufficiency of the agency’s resources,
actions taken to identify opportunities for
program improvement, and the inspector
general’s ability to investigate and audit
HUD programs to prevent fraud, waste, and
abuse.

Using information from the agency, CBO
estimates that implementing H.R. 225 would
cost less than $500,000. Any related spending
would be subject to the availability of appro-
priated funds.

The CBO staff contact for this estimate is
Zunara Naeem. The estimate was reviewed
by H. Samuel Papenfuss, Deputy Director of
Budget Analysis.

PHILLIP L. SWAGEL,
Director, Congressional Budget Office.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. DE LA CRUZ).

Ms. DE LA CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of my bill, H.R. 225,
the HUD Transparency Act of 2025.

This commonsense legislation re-
quires annual testimony from the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment’s inspector general. By doing
so, the HUD Transparency Act adds
formal oversight over HUD that does
not currently exist.

In the past, Congress has gone years
without hearing from HUD’s inspector
general. With a budget that exceeds $70
billion, we must have proper oversight
over HUD to ensure housing programs
are working for all Americans.

That being said, my bill will require
the inspector general to provide Con-
gress with recommendations and in-
sights into reforming HUD’s programs
and rooting out waste, fraud, and abuse
in our Federal spending.

Housing issues impact all Americans.
I commend this administration for
their focus on restoring the American
Dream of homeownership by bringing
down housing costs and cutting red
tape. Our HUD programs play a critical
role in increasing the affordable hous-
ing supply and access nationwide.

However, the success of HUD’s pro-
grams relies on the Department’s abil-
ity to root out fraud, waste, and abuse.
The HUD Transparency Act aids in this
by adding critical oversight to ensure
that those who qualify for HUD’s pro-
grams can receive the housing assist-
ance that they need.

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

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

Ms. DE LA CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, this
legislation has a strong record of bipar-
tisan support, including passage in the
House in the 118th Congress.

As this legislation continues to re-
ceive overwhelming bipartisan support,
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I strongly urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to join me in passing
this important piece of legislation, the
HUD Transparency Act of 2025.

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

Mr. Speaker, HUD plays a vital role
in providing safe and affordable hous-
ing to families all across the United
States. Families depend on HUD’s pro-
grams to keep a roof over their heads.

H.R. 225 would allow Congress and
the public to hear directly from an
independent oversight authority, pro-
vided one is ever confirmed, and offer
more transparency into the functions
and operations of HUD, especially at a
time when Trump’s appointees are
abusing their power.

I again urge my colleagues to support
this bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

For the reasons I explained earlier, 1
urge my colleagues to support this bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 225, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

NO NEW BURMA FUNDS ACT

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4423) to continue the pause on
disbursements and new financing com-
mitments to the Government of
Burma, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4423

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 ‘“No New Burma
Funds Act”.

SEC. 2. CONTINUATION OF PAUSE ON WORLD
BANK DISBURSEMENTS AND COM-
MITMENTS TO BURMA.

The Secretary of the Treasury shall direct the
United States Executive Director at the Inter-
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment to use the voice and vote of the United
States to continue the pause by the Bank on
disbursements and the making of new financing
commitments to the Government of Burma, that
was initiated after a military coup overthrew
the democratically elected Government of Burma
in 2021, unless the Secretary of the Treasury de-
termines that it is not in the national interest to
do so.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. 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 bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4423, the No New Burma Funds Act. I
thank the gentlewoman from Georgia
(Ms. WILLIAMS) for sponsoring this bi-
partisan legislation.

I am pleased to note that this bill
passed the Financial Services Com-
mittee unanimously by a vote of 54-0 in
July of this year. That kind of agree-
ment underscores the seriousness of
the threat posed by Burma’s military
regime and the broad consensus that
the United States must respond firmly.

The No New Burma Funds Act en-
sures that the United States will op-
pose any new World Bank financing
that could benefit Burma’s illegitimate
military junta and supports inter-
national efforts to restore democratic
governance.

Since the military overthrew the
elected Burma Government in 2021,
Congress has fought to hold Burma’s
military coup accountable and support
the Burmese people in their struggle
for freedom to restore their rightful
voice in their own government.

Yet despite widespread global con-
demnation, the acting Government of
Burma continues to entrench its
power, exploit state resources, and sup-
press democratic aspirations of its citi-
zens, all while seeking access to new
streams of international financing.

The No New Burma Funds Act re-
sponds directly to this challenge by en-
suring that the United States con-
tinues to use its full voice and vote at
the World Bank to maintain a strict
pause on disbursements in new financ-
ing commitments to the current gov-
ernment in control of Burma.

Supporting democratic movements,
defending human rights, and advancing
stability in Southeast Asia are in our
American interest. When international
institutions inadvertently enable au-
thoritarian regimes through new fi-
nancing, our credibility suffers, and in
this case the Burmese people would pay
the price.

By reaffirming and strengthening
this pause, H.R. 4423 provides a respon-
sible and targeted approach that pre-
vents international funds from bene-
fiting the current government and
maintains the pressure applied fol-
lowing the 2021 coup.

This is a bipartisan, commonsense
measure that upholds human rights,
reinforces international account-
ability, and supports the long-term
prospects of peace and democracy in
Burma. I thank the bill’s sponsor for
her work on this legislation and com-
mitment to standing with the people of
Burma.
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I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this bill and help
send a clear message that the United
States will not allow international fi-
nancing that empowers brutal dictator-
ship or tyranny in Burma. I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. WILLIAMS).

Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R.
4423, the bipartisan No New Burma
Funds Act.

This bill, which I introduced with my
colleague YOUNG KiM, would mandate
that the United States use its voice
and vote to continue the World Bank’s
pause on disbursements and new fi-
nancing commitments to the Govern-
ment of Burma. This pause was initi-
ated after a military coup overthrew
the democratically elected Govern-
ment of Burma in 2021.

Mr. Speaker, 4 years ago, the demo-
cratically elected leaders in Burma’s
ruling party, the National League for
Democracy, were overthrown by the
Tatmadaw, Burma’s military. Since
the military regime’s coup, we have
seen families displaced. We have seen
citizens detained without access to in-
come, education, or healthcare. There
has been brutal violence against the
Burmese civilian population.

I center my work on my constituents
and fighting for those most
marginalized. Mr. Speaker, while I
hope we are going to have a robust con-
versation around making sure that ev-
eryone back home in my district is
housed with affordable housing and
lowering costs in this country, today,
this bill is still central to my constitu-
ents. In my district alone, DeKalb
County is home to over 2,000 Burmese
refugees.

In another life, prior to my congres-
sional service, I was a public school
teacher. I had a student who was a Bur-
mese refugee. Htet-Yet and his family’s
story is empowering and a stark re-
minder that not only do we have an ob-
ligation to help those no matter their
ZIP Code, but we have a duty to help
those no matter where they are around
the globe.

This legislation gives our country
yet another tool to put financial pres-
sure on the Burmese Government. This
bill will ensure that the U.S. executive
director at the World Bank pushes the
institution to continue its pause on the
disbursement of funds and new financ-
ing commitments to the government,
incentivizing the Burmese Government
to give power back to the most impor-
tant piece of any thriving free country:
the people.

I thank Congresswoman YOUNG KIM
for co-leading this important legisla-
tion with me. I also thank Chairman
HiLL and Ranking Member WATERS for
their support of this priority. I urge all
of my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD the CBO estimate
for this bill.
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H.R. 4423, NO NEW BURMA FUNDS ACT, AS REPORTED BY
THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES ON
SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

By fiscal year, millions of
dollars—

2026—
2030

2026—

2026 2035

Direct Spending (Outlays) ..........ccccoeeees 0 0 0
R 0 0 0

Increase or Decrease (—) in the Def-

ICIt oo 0 0 0
Spending Subject to Appropriation

[0TSR * *

* = between zero and $500,000.

Increases net direct spending in any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
2036? No.

Increases on-budget deficits in any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
2036? No.

Statutory pay-as-you-go procedures apply?
No.

Mandate Effects:

Contains intergovernmental mandate? No.

Contains private-sector mandate? No.

H.R. 4423 would require the United States
Executive Director at the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development
to advocate for a continued pause on dis-
bursements and new financing commitments
to the Government of Burma.

On the basis of information about the costs
of similar diplomatic efforts to influence the
actions of other nations and international
organizations, CBO estimates that imple-
menting H.R. 4423 would cost less than
$500,000 over the 2026-2030 period. Any spend-
ing would be subject to the availability of
appropriated funds.

The CBC staff contact for this estimate is
Emma Uebelhor. The estimate was reviewed
by Christina Hawley Anthony, Deputy Direc-
tor of Budget Analysis.

PHILLIP L. SWAGEL,
Director, Congressional Budget Office.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. KiM).

Mrs. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I thank Rep-
resentative DAVIDSON for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4423, the No New Funds for Burma Act.
This bill would suspend disbursements
and financing from the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment to Burma until the Treasury Sec-
retary identifies a meaningful change
in regime and restoration of demo-
cratic values.

In February 2021, the democratically
elected members of Burma’s Govern-
ment were deposed by the military
junta. As we approach almost 5 years
since the military’s unlawful seizure of
power, chaos has overtaken Burma.
Since the coup, more than 6,000 people
have been killed, 20,000 detained, and
more than 3.5 million displaced from
their homes.

Caused directly by the Burmese mili-
tary junta, this humanitarian crisis
makes one thing very clear: The re-
gime cannot be trusted to responsibly
steward funds from international fi-
nancial institutions or deliver aid to
the communities most in need.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
WILLIAMS of Georgia for allowing me to
co-lead the No New Funds for Burma
Act. I urge my colleagues to join us in
condemning the ongoing violence in
Burma and supporting this legislation.
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Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, given the human rights
violations committed by the Burmese
leadership, we must ensure that no new
funds are disbursed to the government.
In line with longstanding U.S. policy,
America should urge multilateral in-
stitutions like the World Bank to avoid
rewarding those who breach inter-
national laws and the norms that they
should be respecting.

Mr. Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to support this bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, for the
reasons I explained earlier, I urge all of
our colleagues to support this bill.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOLDMAN of Texas). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4423, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

————

SYSTEMIC RISK AUTHORITY
TRANSPARENCY ACT

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3716) to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to require reports
on the use of the systemic risk author-
ity applicable to winding up a failed in-
sured depository institution, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3716

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 ‘‘Systemic Risk
Authority Transparency Act’’.

SEC. 2. BANK FAILURE TRANSPARENCY RELATED
TO SYSTEMIC RISK EXCEPTION.

(a) GAO REVIEW.—Section 13(c)(4)(G)(iv) of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1823(c)(4)(G)(iv)) is amended to read as follows:

“(iv) GAO REVIEW.—

“(I) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General of
the United States shall, not later than 60 days
after a determination is made under clause (i),
and again 180 days thereafter, review and re-
port to the Congress on the determination under
clause (i), including—

“(aa) the basis for the determination;

““(bb) the purpose for which any action was
taken pursuant to such clause;

““(cc) the likely effect of the determination
and such action on the incentives and conduct
of insured depository institutions and uninsured
depositors;

‘“‘(dd) any mismanagement by the executives
and board of the insured depository institution
that contributed to the failure of the insured de-
pository institution;
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“(ee) a review of the compensation practices
of the insured depository institution,

“(ff) any supervisory or regulatory short-
comings with respect to the appropriate Federal
banking agency of the insured depository insti-
tution;

“(gg) any actions taken by the Federal bank-
ing regulators, Financial Stability Oversight
Council, Department of the Treasury, and other
relevant financial regulators in relation to the
failure of the insured depository institution; and

“(hh) any additional relevant entities or ac-
tivities that may have contributed to the failure
of the insured depository institution, including
with respect to auditing, accounting, credit rat-
ing agencies, investment bank underwriters, and
emergency liquidity options such as loans from
the Federal reserve banks or advances through
the Federal Home Loan Bank system.

“(I) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this clause or a report issued pursuant to this
clause may be construed to limit the authority
of a Federal agency to enforce violations of Fed-
eral statutes, rules, or orders.”’.

(b) APPROPRIATE FEDERAL BANKING AGENCY
REPORT.—Section 13(c) of the Federal Deposit
Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1823(c)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(12) APPROPRIATE FEDERAL BANKING AGENCY
REPORT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The appropriate Federal
banking agency of an insured depository insti-
tution about which a determination is made
under paragraph (4)(G)(i) shall, not later than
90 days after the date of such determination,
and again 210 days thereafter, submit a report
to the Congress that discloses the following:

“(1) Subject to such redactions as the appro-
priate Federal banking agency determines ap-
propriate of personally identifiable information
about customers and other financial institutions
(as such term is defined wunder section
11(e)(9)(D)), all—

“(I) reports of examination and inspection
that relate to the failed insured depository insti-
tution in the previous 3-year period;

“(I1) formal communications of a material su-
pervisory determination conveyed to the failed
insured depository institution in the previous 3-
year period; and

“(I1I) any additional exam reports and cor-
respondence that the appropriate Federal bank-
ing agency determines may be relevant to the
failure of the insured depository institution.

“(ii) An examination of any mismanagement
by the executives and board of the insured de-
pository institution that contributed to the fail-
ure of the insured depository institution.

“(iii) Any supervisory or regulatory short-
comings by such appropriate Federal banking
agency with respect to the insured depository
institution.

“(iv) Any dynamics that the appropriate Fed-
eral banking agency determines may have con-
tributed to the failure of the insured depository
institution.

“(v) Any supervisory, regulatory, or legisla-
tive recommendations such appropriate Federal
banking agency may have to improve the safety
and soundness of similarly situated insured de-
pository institutions, the banking system, and
financial stability.

‘““(B) PROTECTION OF SENSITIVE INFORMA-
TION.—

‘(i) EFFECT ON PRIVILEGE.—The provision of
any information by a Federal banking agency
under this paragraph may not be construed as—

“(I) waiving, destroying, or otherwise affect-
ing any privilege applicable to the information;
or

“(I1) waiving any exemption applicable to the
information under section 552 of title 5, United
States Code (commonly known as the ‘Freedom
of Information Act’).

““(ii)) TRANSPARENCY.—

“(I) IN GENERAL.—A Federal banking agency
shall publish materials contained in a report re-
quired under subparagraph (A) to the fullest ex-
tent possible to promote transparency.
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“(II) CONSULTATION ON OMITTING MATE-
RIALS.—If a Federal banking agency determines
particular materials described under subclause
(I) should not be published, the Federal banking
agency shall consult with the chair and ranking
member of the Committee on Financial Services
of the House of Representatives and the chair
and ranking member of the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate.

“(I1I) OMITTING MATERIALS.—If, after the
consultation required under subclause (II), the
Federal banking agency determines there is a
substantial public interest in mnot publishing
such materials, the Federal banking agency
shall provide those materials to the Committee
on Financial Services of the House of Represent-
atives and the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs of the Senate with a written
explanation describing the reasons for not pub-
lishing those materials.

““(iii) PRIVILEGE.—For purposes of this sub-
paragraph, the term ‘privilege’ includes any
work-product, attorney-client, or other privilege
recognized under Federal or State law.

‘““(C) REPORT EXTENSION.—A Federal banking
agency may extend a deadline described under
subparagraph (A) for an additional 60 days, if
the Federal banking agency—

‘(i) faces ongoing circumstances that require
the Federal banking agency to prioritize activi-
ties to promote stability of the U.S. banking sys-
tem; and

“‘(ii) notifies the Congress of such extension
and the reasons for such extension.

“(D) CONSOLIDATED REPORTS.—A Federal
banking agency may consolidate multiple re-
ports required under this paragraph so long as
the individual reports being consolidated all
meet the timing requirements under this para-
graph.

“(E) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
paragraph or reports or materials provided pur-
suant to this paragraph may be construed to
limit the authority of a Federal agency to en-
force violations of Federal statutes, rules, or or-
ders.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. 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 this bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3716, the Systemic Risk Authority
Transparency Act.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GREEN) for offering
this bill. I am pleased to note that this
legislation earned unanimous support
of the House Financial Services Com-
mittee in June, passing 51-0. I thank
Mr. GREEN for offering this bill.

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

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN). He is also the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise.
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Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman HILL;
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON); and the ranking member for al-
lowing me to carry and present the
Systemic Risk Authority Transparency
Act.

Mr. Speaker, following the failures of
Silicon Valley Bank and Signature
Bank in 2023, the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation invoked the sys-
temic risk exception to guarantee un-
insured deposits at those banks. Before
2023, the systemic risk exception was
invoked but five times, all occurring
between September 2008 and March
2009.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to note
at this point the importance of the
knowledge of what has occurred in
Congress. We call it institutional
knowledge. Institutional knowledge is
important because this legislation
gives us the opportunity to explain
why institutional knowledge can make
a difference.

Because the Honorable MAXINE
WATERS was present in 2008 and saw
what occurred when banks were afraid
to lend to each other, she was able to
give the necessary input when we had
the Silicon Valley and Signature Bank
failures. She was able to give the nec-
essary input to prevent a further run
on banks in this country. Institutional
knowledge should never be under-
valued. We must maintain and keep
our institutional knowledge.

To prevent further panic in the finan-
cial system following the collapse of
Silicon Valley Bank and Signature
Bank, the FDIC chose not to follow the
typical resolution process for failed
banks, in which a failed bank is imme-
diately sold to a competitor.
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The Systemic Risk Authority Trans-
parency Act would continue this prac-
tice, requiring that for any use of a
systemic risk exception, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office would have
to produce the same post-failure report
within 60 days of invocation of a sys-
temic risk exception and a more com-
prehensive report in 180 days.

We deserve transparency—we, the
Members of Congress—but the people
in this country deserve transparency
also. It is this transparency that helps
people to have the confidence in the
system necessary to prevent runs on
banks.

Again, I would want people to under-
stand that institutional knowledge is a
supreme exemplar of what can occur
when we have these circumstances that
require bold action, but you can’t have
bold action, Mr. Speaker, without bold
people. I thank the ranking member for
her bold action.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I yield myself the
balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend and
colleague, Ranking Member GREEN, for
his good work on this bill.

H.R. 3716 will ensure that if we have
another banking emergency, as we did
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2 years ago with several regional
banks, and regulators respond by using
systemic risk tools, that Congress and
the American people promptly receive
detailed information from GAO and
others on what went wrong and what
should be done to promptly fix it.

This bill is supported by Americans
for Financial Reform and Public Cit-
izen.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the CBO cost estimate for this bill.

H.R. 3716, SYSTEMIC RISK AUTHORITY TRANSPARENCY
ACT, AS REPORTED BY THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON FI-
NANCIAL SERVICES ON JULY 15, 2025

By fiscal year, millions of
dollars—

2025~
2030

2025~

2025 2035

Direct Spending (Outlays) .

Increase or Decrease (—) in the Def-
ICHE oo

Spending Subject to Appropriation
[(UTLAE:1TE) R 0 * *
* = between — $500,000 and $500,000.

Increases net direct spending in any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
2036? *

Increases on-budget deficits on any of the
four consecutive 10-year periods beginning in
20362 *

Statutory pay-as-you-go procedures apply?
Yes

Mandate Effects:

Contains intergovernmental mandate? No

Contains private-sector mandate? Yes,
Under Threshold

H.R. 3716 would require several federal
agencies to report to the Congress if federal
banking regulators invoke an emergency de-
termination known as the systemic risk ex-
ception. Systemic risk is the possibility that
the failure of a financial business, market, or
product could trigger severe financial insta-
bility in the economy. The bill would require
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
(FDIC), the Federal Reserve, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office (GAO), and the
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency
(OCC) to submit information about bank su-
pervision, regulation, management, and rec-
ommendations to improve the safety and
soundness of the industry.

Enacting H.R. 3716 would increase adminis-
trative costs for those agencies to meet the
additional reporting requirements. CBO esti-
mates that the total cost across all four
agencies would be less than $500,000 over the
20252035 period. The budgetary treatment
for those four agencies is described below:

The operating costs for the FDIC and the
OCC are classified as direct spending. The
OCC collects fees from financial institutions
to offset its operating costs; those fees are
recorded as offsetting receipts, that is, as re-
ductions in direct spending. CBO estimates
that enacting the bill would, on net, increase
direct spending by less than $500,000 over the
2025-2035 period.

Costs incurred by the Federal Reserve re-
duce remittances to the Treasury, which are
recorded in the budget as revenues. CBO esti-
mates that enacting H.R. 3716 would decrease
revenues by less than $500,000 over the 2025—
2035 period.

GAO’s funding is provided in annual appro-
priation acts. CBO estimates that imple-
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menting the bill would cost less than $500,000
over the 2025-2030 period; any related spend-
ing would be subject to the availability of
appropriated funds.

If federal financial regulators increase an-
nual fees to offset the costs of implementing
the bill, H.R. 3716 would increase the costs of
an existing private-sector mandate on enti-
ties required to pay those fees. CBO esti-
mates that the incremental cost of the man-
date would be small and would fall well
below the annual threshold established in
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (UMRA)
for private-sector mandates ($206 million in
2025, adjusted annually for inflation).

The bill contains no intergovernmental
mandates as defined in UMRA.

The CBO staff contacts for this estimate
are Julia Aman (for federal costs), Nate
Frentz (for revenues), and Rachel Austin (for
mandates). The estimate was reviewed by H.
Samuel Papenfuss, Deputy Director of Budg-
et Analysis.

MARK P. HADLEY
(For Phillip L. Swagel, Director,
Congressional Budget Office).
Legislation Considered Under Suspension of
the Rules

The Majority Leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives announces bills that will be con-
sidered under suspension of the rules in that
chamber. Under suspension, floor debate is
limited, all floor amendments are prohibited,
points of order against the bill are waived,
and final passage requires a two-thirds ma-
jority vote.

At the request of the Majority Leader and
the House Committee on the Budget, CBO es-
timates the effects of those bills on direct
spending and revenues. CBO has limited time
to review the legislation before consider-
ation. Although it is possible in most cases
to determine whether the legislation would
affect direct spending or revenues, time may
be insufficient to estimate the magnitude of
those effects. If CBO has prepared estimates
for similar or identical legislation, a more
detailed assessment of budgetary effects, in-
cluding effects on spending subject to appro-
priation, may be included.

Mr. DAVIDSON. For the reasons I ex-
plained earlier, Mr. Speaker, I urge all
of my colleagues to support this bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 3716, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

DEVELOPING AND EMPOWERING
OUR ASPIRING LEADERS ACT OF
2025

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4429) to require the Securities
and Exchange Commission to revise
the definition of a qualifying invest-
ment, for purposes of the exemption
from registration for venture capital
fund advisers under the Investment Ad-
visers Act of 1940, to include an equity
security issued by a qualifying port-
folio company and to include an invest-
ment in another venture capital fund,
and for other purposes, as amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4429

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 ‘‘Developing
and Empowering our Aspiring Leaders Act of
2025,

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

Not later than the end of the 180-day period
beginning on the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission shall—

(1) revise the definition of a qualifying in-
vestment under paragraph (c) of section
275.203(1)-1 of title 17, Code of Federal Regu-
lations—

(A) to include an equity security issued by
a qualifying portfolio company, whether ac-
quired directly from the company or in a sec-
ondary acquisition; and

(B) to specify that an investment in an-
other venture capital fund (as defined in
paragraph (a) section 275.203(1)-1 of title 17,
Code of Federal Regulations) is a qualifying
investment under such definition; and

(2) revise paragraph (a) of such section to
require, as a condition of a private fund
qualifying as a venture capital fund under
such paragraph, that, immediately after the
acquisition of any asset, such fund holds no
more than 49 percent of the amount of the
fund’s aggregate capital contributions and
uncalled committed capital (excluding short-
term holdings) in—

(A) one or more venture capital funds; or

(B) qualifying investments acquired in a
secondary acquisition, valued at cost or fair
value, consistently applied by the fund.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to gentlewoman from Mis-
souri (Mrs. WAGNER).

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Ohio for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to sponsor
H.R. 4429, the Developing and Empow-
ering our Aspiring Leaders, or DEAL,
Act.

This bill, which passed with almost
unanimous support out of the Finan-
cial Services Committee, seeks to en-
sure the United States remains the
most entrepreneurial country in the
world, where the next great companies
are founded and funded.

It is often said that small businesses
are the engine of the American econ-
omy, and that is an absolute truth.
Small businesses make up 99 percent of
U.S. employers, and they are the driv-
ing force behind the creation of a ma-
jority of new jobs.
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The entrepreneurs leading these com-
panies are building something new,
taking real risks, and driving growth
in communities across the Nation, but
too often, they can’t get a fair shot at
investment.

Right now, our capital markets suf-
fer from an extreme geographic imbal-
ance. The data is stark. Nearly 70 per-
cent of venture capital flows to three
States, Mr. Speaker: California, New
York, and Massachusetts.

This leaves entire regions of the
country struggling to access funding.
It leaves communities in the Midwest
and the South without the capital they
need to build and scale businesses. Ac-
cess to capital is not just a coastal
issue. It is a national economic neces-
sity.

This capital divide is why the DEAL
Act is so critically important. This bill
is a targeted, forward-looking effort to
modernize outdated rules and channel
investment to where it is needed most.

The DEAL Act fundamentally
strengthens the ability of capital to
reach more founders and more commu-
nities. It achieves this by allowing
larger venture funds to invest directly
in smaller, regional funds, a fund-of-
funds investment.

This mechanism is a game changer,
Mr. Speaker. It means more funding for
startups, more opportunities for busi-
nesses that might otherwise be over-
looked, and more innovation happening
everywhere, not just in a handful of
elite ZIP Codes.

Newer, regional venture funds are
often best positioned to back the entre-
preneurs who are building businesses
on Main Street. The DEAL Act ensures
that these funds can expand that im-
portant work, giving them the flexi-
bility to partner with larger institu-
tions to reach a wider base of early-
stage companies.

H.R. 4429 ensures our policies are
helping capital move efficiently and ef-
fectively, empowering those taking
risks to build something new, and help-
ing good ideas grow into great compa-
nies.

I thank Chairman HILL for his sup-
port, and also I thank Congressman
CASTEN for joining me and co-leading
this commonsense and bipartisan piece
of legislation.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. CASTEN), who is also the vice
ranking member of the Committee on
Financial Services.

Mr. CASTEN. Mr. Speaker, I also rise
in support of H.R. 4429, the Developing
and Empowering our Aspiring Leaders
Act, or DEAL Act, which is a critical
bill to support innovation, entrepre-
neurship, and capital formation.

The venture capital industry pro-
vides vital funding for early-stage
startups at points in their life cycle
when they are generally deemed to be
too risky for traditional bank financ-
ing or for raising money on the public
market. This basically means that if
we are going to have a growing and in-
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novative economy, then we have to
have a healthy venture capital sector.

Historically, venture capital earns
investor returns and frees up more cap-
ital to recycle in other companies by
selling their mature portfolio compa-
nies to strategic investors or taking
them public on public markets.

For a variety of reasons, including
public company reporting obligations,
economic uncertainty, and the rise of
private equity, U.S. companies today
are staying private much longer, which
has reduced the opportunities for ven-
ture capital firms to recycle their in-
vestment dollars.

Some venture capital firms have
sought to create new liquidity options
through secondary acquisitions and in-
vestments in other VC funds. This is
what Congresswoman WAGNER was re-
ferring to, but that option right now is
constrained by provisions in the Dodd-
Frank Act of 2010 that limit venture
capital funds’ ability to invest in these
so-called fund of funds to only 20 per-
cent of their commitments.

That rule was very well-intentioned
when passed, and the intent was to en-
sure that VC firms remained focused on
direct investments in early-stage
startups. However, it was crafted for a
very different financial market than
we have today.

I would also note that that con-
straint is irrelevant to the larger, more
well-known VC funds who have the re-
sources to shoulder the compliance
burdens associated with registering
with the SEC as registered investment
advisers. They can already do this, but
they are the big ones. They are the
ones based in San Francisco and New
York. That option isn’t available for
these emerging regional fund managers
located in the middle of the country.
Many of those funds increasingly de-
pend on that fund-of-funds model.

What the DEAL Act does is just pro-
vides greater flexibility to those small-
er VC funds while still ensuring that
investors are protected and that fund
managers continue to prioritize direct
funding in small businesses. It does
this by revising the existing rules to
raise the cap from 20 percent in fund of
funds up to 49 percent but still requir-
ing that the majority of their invest-
ments are directly in portfolio compa-
nies.

In other words, the DEAL Act sup-
ports growth in the startup economy
and ensures that capital reaches the
communities and innovators who need
it most.

I thank my fellow Midwesterner and
friend, Congresswoman WAGNER, for
her leadership on this. I am proud to
lead this important legislation, and I
urge all my colleagues to support it.
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Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Our economy is struggling. People
cannot afford groceries and gas. Every
day, it seems more and more people are
getting laid off. The American Dream
is increasingly out of reach.
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A core engine of our economy has al-
ways been the entrepreneurs who take
the risk of starting their own company.
By implementing key changes to the
legal definition of a venture capital
fund, H.R. 4429 will make it easier for
capital to flow into American small
businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD the CBO estimate
for this bill.

Legislation Considered Under Suspension of
the Rules

The Majority Leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives announces bills that will be con-
sidered under suspension of the rules in that
chamber. Under suspension, floor debate is
limited, all floor amendments are prohibited,
points of order against the bill are waived,
and final passage requires a two-thirds ma-
jority vote.
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At the request of the Majority Leader and
the House Committee on the Budget, CBO es-
timates the effects of those bills on direct
spending and revenues. CBO has limited time
to review the legislation before consider-
ation. Although it is possible in most cases
to determine whether the legislation would
affect direct spending or revenues, time may
be insufficient to estimate the magnitude of
those effects. If CBO has prepared estimates
for similar or identical legislation, a more
detailed assessment of budgetary effects, in-
cluding effects on spending subject to appro-
priation, may be included.

EFFECTS ON DIRECT SPENDING AND REVENUES OF LEGISLATION CONSIDERED UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE RULES IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES WEEK OF DECEMBER 1, 2025

Bill number Title Effect on direct spending Egle;ntugg Additional information on direct spending and revenue effects
HR. 176 ......... No Immigration Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act of Reduce by Less Than NONE .o
2025, as amended. $500K.
HR. 225 ... HUD Tr Act, as ed None None
H.R. 1262 ... Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance Act, as amended Increase by at Least Increase by at Least Section 3 would increase revenues by an insignificant amount. Section 10 would reduce direct spending
. and increase revenues for a net $1.219 billion reduction in the deficit. Section 11 would appropriate
$1.219 billion to the Medicare Improvement Fund. On net, the bill would reduce the deficit by an in-
significant amount over the 2026-2035 period.
H.R. 2066 .. Investing in All of America Act of 2025, as jed  None None
HR. 2159 .. Count the Crimes to Cut Act, as amended ................ Increase by Less Than NONE oo Includes insignificant costs for Postal Service Fund, which are classified as off-budget direct spending.
$500K.
H.R. 3174 ... Made in America Manufacturing Finance Act, as None None
amended.
HR. 3716 ......... Systemic Risk Authority Transparency Act ................. Increase by Less Than Reduce by Less Than
$500K. $500K.
HR. 4313 ........ Hospital Inpatient Services Modernization Act, as Change by Less Than NONE oo
amended. $500K, Direction Un-
known.
H.R. 4323 .. Trafficking Survivors Relief Act, as amended ............ None None
HR. 4423 .. No New Burma Funds Act, as ded None None
H.R. 4429 .. Developing and Empowering our Aspiring Leaders None None
Act of 2025, as amended.
H.R. 4430 .. Expanding WKSI Eligibility Act, as amended ............. None None
H.R. 4431 .. Improving Capital Allocation for Newcomers Act of None None
2025, as amended.
H.R. 4491 .. SBA IT Modernization Reporting Act None None
HR. 4495 .. SBA Fraud Enforcement Extension Act ........ccccoooeee... Reduce by at Least $500K Increase by Less Than
$500K.
HR. 4549 .. Office of Rural Affairs Enh. t Act None None
H.R. 5284 .. Claiming Age Clarity Act, as amended None None
H.R. 5345 .. Improving Social Security's Service to Victims of None None
Identity Theft Act, as amended.
HR. 5346 ... Fair and Accountable IRS Reviews Act, as ded  None Increase by at Least Would increase revenues by $117 million over 2026-2036.
$500K.
H.R. 5348 ......... Social Security Child Protection Act of 2025, as None None
amended.
HR. 5349 ........ Tax Court Imp t Act, as ded None Increase by at Least Would increase revenues by $6 million over 2026-2036.
$500K.
S. 616 i Foundation of the Federal Bar Association Charter None None

Amendments Act of 2025.

Source: Congressional Budget Office; Joint Committee on Taxation

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

For reasons I explained earlier, I urge
all of my colleagues to support this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 4429, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

IMPROVING CAPITAL ALLOCATION
FOR NEWCOMERS ACT OF 2025

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4431) to amend the Investment
Company Act of 1940 with respect to
the definition of qualifying venture

capital funds, and for other purposes,
as amended.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4431

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Improving
Capital Allocation for Newcomers Act of
2025’.

SEC. 2. QUALIFYING VENTURE CAPITAL FUNDS.

Section 3(c)(1) of the Investment Com-
pany Act of 1940 (156 U.S.C. 80a-3(c)(1)) is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘250 persons’” and inserting
5600 persons’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (C)(i)—

(A) by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 and insert-
ing ““$50,000,000"’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘beginning from a meas-
urement made by the Commission on a date
selected by the Commission” and inserting
‘“‘beginning from a measurement made on the
date of the enactment of the Improving Cap-
ital Allocation for Newcomers Act of 2025"".
SEC. 3. STUDY AND RULEMAKING.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning 5 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Advo-
cate for Small Business Capital Formation,
in consultation with the Investor Advocate,
shall conduct a study on the effect of the
amendments made by section 2 on the busi-
nesses and startup entities in which quali-
fying venture capital funds invest, specifi-
cally including, with respect to such busi-
nesses and startup entities, changes or
trends relating to—

(A) the geographic distribution of capital
to portfolio companies;

(B) the socio-economic characteristics of
founders or controlling persons;

(C) the veteran status of founders or con-
trolling persons;

(D) the industry sector, size, stage of de-
velopment, and related details; and

(E) other factors or metrics determined
by the Advocate for Small Business Capital
Formation.

(2) AUTHORITIES RELATED TO REQUIRED
STUDY.—For purposes of conducting the
study required by paragraph (1), the Advo-
cate for Small Business Capital Formation
and the Investor Advocate shall have author-
ity to—

(A) obtain from the Securities and Ex-
change Commission (in this section referred
to as the “Commission’) and utilize any
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data or information necessary to carry out
the study;

(B) request and receive assistance from
any division or office of the Commission, in-
cluding the Division of Economic and Risk
Analysis; and

(C) enter into agreements with third par-
ties to assist in data analysis.

(b) REPORT.—The Advocate for Small
Business Capital Formation shall issue a re-
port to the Congress containing all findings
and determinations made in carrying out the
study required by subsection (a)(1), and
make such report available to the public on
the website of the Commission.

(c) PuBLIC COMMENT.—During the 180-day
period beginning on the date the report is
issued under subsection (b), the Commission
shall solicit feedback from the public on the
findings and determinations contained in the
report.

(d) RULEMAKING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission, in con-
sultation with the Investor Advocate and the
Advocate for Small Business Capital Forma-
tion, may, after considering all comments
received under subsection (¢) and only if the
Commission determines in such report that
the amendments made by section 2 have had
a demonstrable effect on increasing the geo-
graphic distribution of capital to portfolio
companies, increasing the variety of the
socio-economic characteristics of founders or
controlling persons, or increasing the num-
ber of founders or controlling persons who
are veterans, issue rules to—

(A) increase or decrease the 500 person
threshold described in the matter preceding
subparagraph (A) of section 3(c)(1) of the In-
vestment Company Act of 1940, but such
threshold may not exceed 750 persons or be
reduced below 250 persons; and

(B) increase or decrease the $50,000,000
dollar figure in section 3(c)(1)(C)(i) of the In-
vestment Company Act of 1940, but such dol-
lar figure may not exceed $100,000,000 or be
reduced below $10,000,000.

(2) DEADLINE FOR RULEMAKING.—The rule-
making authority in paragraph (1) only ap-
plies to a rule with respect to which the pro-
posed rule was issued during the 180-day pe-
riod beginning at the end of the public com-
ment period described in subsection (c).

(3) NO EFFECT ON INFLATION ADJUST-
MENTS.—A rule issued under this subsection
shall have no effect on the requirement
under clause (i) of section 3(c)(1)(C) of the In-
vestment Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a—
3(c)(1)(C)), as amended by section 2, to index
the first dollar amount in such clause for in-
flation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
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and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. TIMMONS).

Mr. TIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
for my bill, H.R. 4431, the Improving
Capital Allocation for Newcomers Act,
also known as the ICAN Act.

I am proud to partner with my col-
league Representative BRITTANY
PETTERSEN on this bipartisan legisla-
tion that expands access to venture
capital far beyond our Nation’s tradi-
tional financial hubs.

H.R. 4431 updates the qualifying ven-
ture capital fund exemption by raising
the capital cap from $10 million to $50
million and by increasing the allowable
number of investors from 250 to 500.

These updates allow venture funds to
raise more capital from more individ-
uals. This will support the growth of
startups located outside of Silicon Val-
ley and other major financial centers.

Today, nearly half of the TUnited
States’ venture funding goes into com-
panies in California alone, and more
than 70 percent is concentrated in only
four States. Meanwhile, many entre-
preneurs in other regions struggle to
secure critical Series A funding, which
limits their ability to grow and attract
later-stage investments.

Mr. Speaker, an entrepreneur in
Spartanburg, South Carolina, deserves
the same access to capital as an entre-
preneur in Silicon Valley. This bill de-
mocratizes venture capital by enabling
more Americans to invest in their own
communities, drive innovation, and
create good-paying jobs. It is about ex-
panding opportunity and fostering eco-
nomic growth in regions that are much
in need.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
legislation and to help ensure that in-
vestors and entrepreneurs in every one
of our districts have a fair and level
playing field.

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

I rise in support of H.R. 4431, the Im-
proving Capital Allocation for New-
comers Act of 2025, or ICAN Act, of-
fered by Mr. TIMMONS and Ms.
PETTERSEN.

Like the DEAL Act, the ICAN Act
also amends the definition of ‘‘venture
capital fund” under the Investment
Company Act. Currently, in order to
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qualify as a venture capital fund under
this act, a private fund must hold $12
million or less in assets and have no
more than 250 investors. This bill ad-
justs those figures upward, raising the
cap to $50 million and the investor
limit to 500.

It also requires the SEC to conduct a
study 5 years after enactment to deter-
mine the bill’s impact on how capital is
being allocated to companies owned by
these venture funds. Based on the re-
sults of the study, the SEC could fur-
ther adjust the $560 million and 500 ben-
eficial owner limit upward or down-
ward.

The ICAN Act should help venture
funds to more widely invest in small
and growing businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all colleagues to
support H.R. 4431 to make it easier for
capital to flow to startups and small
businesses. This bill does so by increas-
ing the dollar size and number of inves-
tors for venture funds.

Additionally, it requires the SEC to
conduct a study that examines how
funds are invested across several
metrics, including the veteran status
of a company’s founders, geographical
location, and industry sector, size, and
state of development. Based on the re-
sults of this study, the SEC would be
authorized to adjust the bill’s limits
upward or downward by a tailored
amount, if needed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD the CBO estimate
for this bill.

Legislation Considered Under Suspension of
the Rules

The Majority Leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives announces bills that will be con-
sidered under suspension of the rules in that
chamber. Under suspension, floor debate is
limited, all floor amendments are prohibited,
points of order against the bill are waived,
and final passage requires a two-thirds ma-
jority vote.

At the request of the Majority Leader and
the House Committee on the Budget, CBO es-
timates the effects of those bills on direct
spending and revenues. CBO has limited time
to review the legislation before consider-
ation. Although it is possible in most cases
to determine whether the legislation would
affect direct spending or revenues, time may
be insufficient to estimate the magnitude of
those effects. Tf CBO has prepared estimates
for similar or identical legislation, a more
detailed assessment of budgetary effects, in-
cluding effects on spending subject to appro-
priation, may be included.

EFFECTS ON DIRECT SPENDING AND REVENUES OF LEGISLATION CONSIDERED UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE RULES IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Bill Number Title

Effect on Direct Spending

Effect on
Revenues

Additional Information on Direct Spending and Revenue Effects

HR. 176 ... No Immigration Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act of

2025, as amended.
HUD Transparency Act, as

dod

HR. 225 ..

Reduce by Less Than

$500K.
None

HR. 1262

Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance Act, as amended ..

HR. 2066 ....
HR. 2159 ....

Investing in All of America Act of 2025, as amended ..
Count the Crimes to Cut Act, as amended ...................

None
Increase by at Least $500K

None
Increase by Less Than

Increase by at Least $500K  Section 3 would increase revenues by an insignificant amount. Section 10 would reduce direct

spending and increase revenues for a net $1.219 billion reduction in the deficit. Section 11
would appropriate $1.219 billion to the Medicare Improvement Fund. On net, the bill would re-
duce the deficit by an insignificant amount over the 2026—2035 period.

None
NOME .o

$500K. spending.

Includes insignificant costs for Postal Service Fund, which are classified as off-budget direct
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EFFECTS ON DIRECT SPENDING AND REVENUES OF LEGISLATION CONSIDERED UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE RULES IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Continued

Effect on

Bill Number Title Effect on Direct Spending Revenues Additional Information on Direct Spending and Revenue Effects

HR. 3174 ... Made in America Manufacturing Finance Act, as None None

amended.
H.R. 3716 ........... Systemic Risk Authority Transparency Act ...........ccoooe.... Increase by Less Than Reduce by Less Than

$500K. $500K.

HR. 4313 .......... Hospital Inpatient Services Modernization Act, as Change by Less Than NONE oo

amended. $500K, Direction Un-

known.

H.R. 4323 .... Trafficking Survivors Relief Act, as ded None None
H.R. 4423 No New Burma Funds Act, as ded None None
HR. 4429 ... Developing and Empowering our Aspiring Leaders Act  None None

of 2025, as amended.
HR. 4430 ... Expanding WKSI Eligibility Act, as ded None None
H.R. 4431 .... Improving Capital Allocation for Newcomers Act of None None

2025, as amended.
H.R. 4491 .... SBA IT Modernization Reporting Act None None
H.R. 4495 ... SBA Fraud Enforcement Extension Act ..........ccccoovvvernnne Reduce by at Least $500K Increase by Less Than

$500K.

HR. 4549 ... Office of Rural Affairs Enh t Act None None
H.R. 5284 Claiming Age Clarity Act, as None None
H.R. 5345 Improving Social Security's Service to Victims of Iden-  None None

tity Theft Act, as amended.
H.R. 5346 ... Fair and Accountable IRS Reviews Act, as ded ... None Increase by at least $500K  Would increase revenues by $117 million over 2026-2036.
H.R. 5348 ... Social Security Child Protection Act of 2025, as None None

amended.
H.R. 5349 Tax Court Improvement Act, as ded None Increase by at Least $500K  Would increase revenues by $6 million over 2026-2036.
S. 616 ... Foundation of the Federal Bar Association Charter None None

Amendments Act of 2025.

Source: Congressional Budget Office; Joint Committee on Taxation

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

For the reasons I explained earlier, 1
urge all of my colleagues to support
this bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 4431, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EXPANDING WKSI ELIGIBILITY
ACT

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4430) to lower the aggregate mar-
ket value of voting and non-voting
common equity necessary for an issuer
to qualify as a well-known seasoned
issuer, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4430

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
WKSI Eligibility Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF WELL-KNOWN SEASONED
ISSUER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the Federal
securities laws, and regulations issued there-
under, an issuer shall be a ‘“‘well-known sea-
soned issuer’’ if—

(1) the aggregate market value of the voting
and non-voting common equity held by non-af-
filiates of the issuer is $400,000,000 or more (as
determined under Form S-3 general instruction
I1.B.1. as in effect on the date of enactment of
this Act); and

(2) the issuer otherwise satisfies the require-
ments of the definition of ‘‘well-known seasoned

“Expanding

issuer’’ contained in section 230.405 of title 17,
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on the
date of enactment of this Act) without reference
to any requirement in such definition relating to
minimum worldwide market value of out-
standing voting and non-voting common equity
held by non-affiliates.

(b) REPORT ON WITHDRAWN APPLICATIONS RE-
LATED TO WELL-KNOWN SEASONED ISSUER STA-
TUS.—The Securities and Exchange Commission
shall, not later than 90 days after the end of
each calendar year, publish the total number of
applications submitted during such calendar
year where the applicant—

(1) submitted the application under section
230.405 of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations,
for a determination by the Commission that the
applicant not be considered an ineligible issuer
under such section;

(2) requested such determination in order to
meet the definition of a well-known seasoned
issuer under such section; and

(3) withdrew the application.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. STEIL).

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague Mr. DAVIDSON for his broad
work in the capital market space and
for leading us here on the floor today.

I rise to urge my colleagues to sup-
port the Expanding WKSI Eligibility
Act. I thank my co-leads, Mr. FIELDS,
as well as Chairman HILL and Ranking
Member WATERS, for their support.

We have far too many regulations in
the United States, and this bill is

about rightsizing our regulations in
support of investments and jobs.

This commonsense bill will help
more well-run companies responsibly
raise money in the public markets. It
rightsizes regulatory burdens and frees
up more resources for companies to in-
vest in American jobs and American in-
novation.

The well-known seasoned issuer—also
known as WKSI—status was first im-
plemented around 20 years ago. It al-
lows qualified public companies in good
standing to use automatic shelf reg-
istration. This reduces the cost and
complexity of a public offering and al-
lows companies to be more responsive
to market conditions.

The WKSI construct has a track
record of success in expanding access
to public markets while protecting in-
vestors.

According to Joel Trotter, one of the
authors of the JOBS Act, ‘‘Decades of
successful experience show that the
well-known seasoned issuer category is
long overdue for expansion.”’

I couldn’t agree more, and this bill
does exactly that. It lowers the size
threshold for WKSI qualification while
maintaining all the existing good gov-
ernance requirements.

In other words, more small and
midsized American public companies
will be able to benefit from the privi-
leges that already exist for larger busi-
nesses with similar compliance
records.

The Expanding WKSI Eligibility Act
also includes a helpful reporting re-
quirement for the Securities and Ex-
change Commission. This report will
provide Congress and the public with a
better understanding of how many pre-
viously ineligible companies are trying
to regain their WKSI status. Doing so
will gain the insight needed to make
future legislative adjustments.

O 1830

The Expanding WKSI Eligibility Act
is a tailored, regulatory improvement
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that will support small and midsized
businesses, job creators, and invest-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support this legislation.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4430, which expands the number
of public companies that can qualify as
a well-known seasoned issuer, or WKSI.
This designation is a special status
conferred on companies that frequently
raise money by issuing securities from
the public.

Think of WKSI status like having
frequent-flyer privileges. It allows
companies that are well known to reg-
ulators and the public to raise money
without needing permission. These
companies are widely followed in the
markets, so there are a lot of eyes, so
to speak, watching what they are
doing. The main requirement for a
company to meet WKSI status is that
it has previously issued $700 million or
more in securities.

The current bill would lower that
threshold to $400 million. By reducing
the current WKSI threshold, the bill al-
lows an additional 400 companies to
qualify on top of the 2,000 or so compa-
nies that qualify today.
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One final thing this bill does is pro-
vide transparency around companies
that have been disqualified from oper-
ating as WKSIs. Notably, a company
can lose its WKSI status if it has been
convicted of a securities-related felony
or a misdemeanor or has violated the
antifraud provisions of the securities
laws. Notable examples include UBS
and Bank of America, which each pre-
viously lost their WKSI status due to
fraud violations.

However, even if a company loses
their status through such a violation,
it can ask the SEC for a waiver to con-
tinue operating as a WKSI. UBS and
Bank of America both sought and re-
ceived such waivers.

Importantly, though, waivers are
rarely formally denied because SEC
staff normally gives a company a
heads-up that their waiver is likely to
be denied, so many companies simply
withdraw their waiver requests. The
final provision of this bill provides in-
vestors on an annual basis a view into
the number of waiver requests that
have been withdrawn.

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill and
urge all Members to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD the CBO estimate
for this bill.

Legislation Considered Under Suspension of
the Rules

The Majority Leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives announces bills that will be con-
sidered under suspension of the rules in that
chamber. Under suspension, floor debate is
limited, all floor amendments are prohibited,
points of order against the bill are waived,
and final passage requires a two-thirds ma-
jority vote.

At the request of the Majority Leader and
the House Committee on the Budget, CBO es-
timates the effects of those bills on direct
spending and revenues. CBO has limited time
to review the legislation before consider-
ation. Although it is possible in most cases
to determine whether the legislation would
affect direct spending or revenues, time may
be insufficient to estimate the magnitude of
those effects. If CBO has prepared estimates
for similar or identical legislation, a more
detailed assessment of budgetary effects, in-
cluding effects on spending subject to appro-
priation, may be included.

EFFECTS ON DIRECT SPENDING AND REVENUE OF LEGISLATION CONSIDERED UNDER SUSPENSION OF THE RULES IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES WEEK OF DECEMBER 1, 2025

BIIl Number Title Effect on Direct Spending Fggfecrguoeg Additional Information on Direct Spending and Revenue Effects
HR. 176 ... No Immigration Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act of Reduce by Less Than NONE oo
2025, as amended. $500K.
HR. HUD Transparency Act, as ded None None
H.R. Mikaela Naylon Give Kids a Chance Act, as amended .. Increase by at Least $500K Increase by at Least $500K  Section 3 would increase revenues by an insignificant amount. Section 10 would reduce direct

spending and

increase revenues for a net $1.219 bllion reduction in the deficit Section 11

would appropriate $1.219 billon to the Medicare Improvement Fund. On net, the bill would re-
duce the deficit by an insignificant amount over the 2026-2035 period.

HR. 2066 .. Investing in All of America Act of 2025, as ded None None
HR. 2159 .. Count the Crimes to Cut Act. as amended ................... Increase by Less Than NONE e
S500K. spending.
H.R. 3174 ... Made in America Manufacturing Finance Act, as None None
amended.
HR. 3716 ........... Systemic Risk Authority Transparency Act .........ccoeo.... Increase by Less Than Reduce by Less Than 500K
$500K.
HR. 4313 .......... Hospital Inpatlent Services Modemlzation Act, as Change by Less Than NONE s
amended. $500K. Direction Un-
known.
HR. 4323 .. Trafficking Survivors Relief Act, as ded None None
HR. 4423 .. No New Burma Funds Act, as led None None
HR. 4429 .. Developing and Empowering our Aspiring Leaders Act None None
of 2025, as amended.
H.R. 4430 .. Expanding WKSI Eligibility Act, as ded None None
H.R. 4431 .. Improving Capital Allocation for Newcomers Act of None None
2025, as amended.
H.R. 4491 .. SBA IT Modernization Reporting Act None None
H.R. 4495 .. SBA Fraud Enforcement Extension Act .........ccooevvrnrerenne Reduce by at Least $500K Increase by Less Than
$500K.
HR. 4549 .. Office of Rural Affairs Enh t Act None None
H.R. 5284 .. Claiming Age Clarity Act, as ded None None
H.R. 5345 .. Improving Social Security's Service to Victims of Iden-  None None
tity Theft Act, as amended.
H.R. 5346 .. Fair and Accountable IRS Reviews Act, as ded ... None Increase by at least $500K
1H.R. 5348 Social Security Child Protection Act of 2025, as None None
amended.
H.R. 5349 .. Tax Court Improvement Act, as ded None Increase by at Least $500K
S. 616 ... Foundation of the Federal Bar Association Charter None None

Amendments Act of 2025.

Includes insignificant costs for Postal Service Fund, which are classified as off-budget direct

Would increase revenues by $117 million over 2026-2036.

Would increase revenues by $6 million over 2026-2036.

Source: Congressional Budget Office; Joint Committee on Taxation

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support this bill, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 4430, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on motions to
suspend the rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 5348; and

H.R. 4423.
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The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, the remaining
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY CHILD
PROTECTION ACT OF 2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5348) to amend title II of the
Social Security Act to provide for the
reissuance of social security account
numbers to young children in cases
where confidentiality has been com-
promised, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 386, nays 0,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 44, as
follows:

[Roll No. 306]

YEAS—386

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

McCormick Fields Houlahan
Chu Figures Hoyer
Ciscomani Fine Hoyle (OR)

Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hunt

Hurd (CO)
Issa

Ivey

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

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

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

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Letlow

Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luttrell
Lynch
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Mannion
Mast

Matsui
McBath
McBride
McCaul
McClain
McClain Delaney
McClellan
MecClintock
McCollum
McCormick

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

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

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Rogers (AL)
Ross
Rouzer
Roy

Ruiz
Rutherford
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schmidt
Schneider
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Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Self
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shreve
Simon
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strickland
Strong
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Timmons
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Turner (OH)
Underwood
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (GA)
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

NOT VOTING—44

Babin

Barr

Bell

Bishop

Casar

Craig

Davis (IL)
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Gillen
Gonzales, Tony
Greene (GA)
Haridopolos
Jayapal
Johnson (SD)

Larson (CT)

Luna

Mace
Massie
Meng
Nadler
Norcross
Norman
Ogles

Onder
Pelosi
Pettersen
Randall
Reschenthaler
Rogers (KY)
Rose

0 1857

Rulli
Salazar
Simpson
Sorensen
Spartz
Stutzman
Swalwell
Thanedar
Tiffany
Titus
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (S0)
Zinke

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. THANEDAR. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 306.

————

NO NEW BURMA FUNDS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4423) to continue the pause on
disbursements and new financing com-
mitments to the Government of
Burma, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, as amended.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 385, nays 0,
not voting 46, as follows:

[Roll No. 307]

YEAS—385

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

McCormick Figures Hoyle (OR)
Chu Fine Hudson
Ciscomani Finstad Huffman
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Huizenga McDowell Scholten
Hunt McGarvey Schrier
Hurd (CO) McGovern Schweikert
Issa McGuire Scott (VA)
Ivey Mclver Scott, Austin
Jack Meeks Scott, David
Jackson (IL) Menendez Self
Jackson (TX) Messmer Sessions
Jacobs Meuser Sewell
James Mfume Sherman
Jeffries Miller (IL) Shreve
Johnson (GA) Miller (OH) Simon
Johnson (TX) Miller (WV) Smith (MO)
Jordan Miller-Meeks Smith (NE)
Joyce (OH) Mills Smith (NJ)
Joyce (PA) Min Smith (WA)
Kamlager-Dove Moolenaar Smucker
Kaptur Moore (AL) Soto
Kean Moore (NC) Stansbury
Keating Moore (UT) Stanton
Kelly (IL) Moore (WI) Stauber
Kelly (MS) Moore (WV) Stefanik
Kelly (PA) Moran Steil
Kennedy (NY) Morelle Steube
Kennedy (UT) Morrison Stevens
Khanna Moskowitz Strickland
Kiggans (VA) Moulton Strong
Kiley (CA) Mrvan Subramanyam
Kim Mullin Suozzi
Knott Murphy Sykes
Krishnamoorthi  Neal Takano
Kustoff Neguse Taylor
LaHood Nehls Tenney
LaLota Newhouse Thanedar
Landsman Nunn (IA) Thompson (CA)
Langworthy Obernolte Thompson (MS)
Larsen (WA) Ocasio-Cortez Thompson (PA)
Larson (CT) Olszewski Timmons
Latimer Omar Tlaib
Latta Owens Tokuda
Lawler Pallone Tonko
Lee (FL) Palmer Torres (CA)
Lee (NV) Panetta Torres (NY)
Lee (PA) Pappas Trahan
Leger Fernandez Patronis Tran
Letlow Perez Turner (OH)
Levin Perry Underwood
Liccardo Peters Valadao
Lieu Pfluger Van Drew
Lofgren Pingree Van Duyne
Loudermilk Pocan Van Orden
Lucas Pou Vargas
Luttrell Pressley Vasquez
Lynch Quigley Veasey
Mackenzie Ramirez Velazquez
Magaziner Raskin Vindman
Malliotakis Riley (NY) Wagner
Maloy Rivas Walberg
Mann Rogers (AL) Walkinshaw
Mannion Ross Wasserman
Mast Rouzer Schultz
Matsui Roy Waters
McBath Ruiz Watson Coleman
McBride Rutherford Weber (TX)
McCaul Ryan Webster (FL)
MecClain Salinas Westerman
McClain Delaney Sanchez Wied
MecClellan Scalise Williams (GA)
MecClintock Scanlon Williams (TX)
McCollum Schakowsky Wittman
McCormick Schmidt Womack
McDonald Rivet ~ Schneider Yakym
NOT VOTING—46

Babin Johnson (SD) Rose
Barr LaMalfa Rulli
Bell Luna Salazar
Bishop Mace Simpson
Casar Massie Sorensen
Crank Meng Spartz
Cl‘epshaw Nadler Stutzman
Davis (IL)A Norcross Swalwell
Garamendi Norman Ti

. iffany
Garcia (CA) Ogles Tit
Gillen Onder s
Gonzales, Tony Pelosi Wl}ltes1des
Gonzalez, V. Pettersen W}lson (FL)
Greene (GA) Randall Wllson (8C)
Haridopolos Reschenthaler Zinke
Jayapal Rogers (KY)
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, | was absent during
the time of votes today due to minor health
concerns. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 306 and YEA on
Roll Call No. 307.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Ms. GILLEN. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 306 and YEA on Roll Call No. 307.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, | was absent from
the floor and missed Roll Call Nos. 306 and
307. Had | been present, | would have voted
YEA on Roll Call No. 306 and YEA on Roll
Call No. 307.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call
Nos. 306 and 307, | am not recorded because
| was absent due to official business. Had |
been present, | would have voted YEA on Roll
Call No. 306 and YEA on Roll Call No. 307.

——
0 1910

RECOGNIZING MATT HARRIS

(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 celebrate the unani-
mous appointment of Matt Harris as
president and chief executive officer of
the Northwest Georgia Joint Develop-
ment Authority.

Mr. HARRIS brings a strong track
record of innovation and leadership in
education and community develop-
ment. Previously, he served as prin-
cipal and coordinator of innovation for
Walker County Schools, where he led
Gilbert Elementary to national rec-
ognition by establishing Georgia’s first
public school forest kindergarten and
earning U.S. Department of Education
Green Ribbon status. Beyond his work
in public education, Mr. HARRIS has
private-sector experience as a
businessowner and operator.

In his new position, Mr. HARRIS is
charged with advancing business re-
cruitment, strengthening site and in-
frastructure readiness, and fostering
prosperity across northwest Georgia.
The board of directors noted his profes-
sionalism and commitment as key rea-
sons for his selection.

Please join me in congratulating
Matt Harris on this important appoint-
ment and thanking him for his service
to our region.

———

ENSURING ACCESS TO EDUCATION
FOR OUR CHILDREN WITH DIS-
ABILITIES

(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, this week-
end marks the 50th anniversary of the
passage of the Individuals with Disabil-
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ities Education Act. At the time, that
was a landmark piece of legislation
that made sure our children with dis-
abilities had what they needed to suc-
ceed in the classroom.

The IDEA hasn’t been fully funded
for decades, meaning these kids aren’t
receiving all the support that they
need. On top of that, President Trump
is dismantling the Department of Edu-
cation and threatening programs that
protect civil rights and expand access
to opportunity for our kids. I will not
stand for that.

Mr. Speaker, my North Star is Amer-
ica’s children. That is why, earlier this
Congress, I introduced the IDEA Full
Funding Act to help our students with
disabilities. I will continue fighting in
Congress to ensure that our children
and our children’s children and our
children’s children’s children have ac-
cess to the education they deserve.

———

COMMEMORATING 70TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF HISTORIC ARREST OF
ROSA PARKS

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

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commemorate the historic arrest of
Rosa Parks, which took place in Mont-
gomery, Alabama, exactly 70 years ago
today.

Rosa Parks’ legacy is one of remark-
able bravery and moral fortitude. By
refusing to give up her seat on the seg-
regated bus, she took a stand for the
values that this Nation holds dear. Her
quiet and dignified courage set the
stage for the historic Montgomery bus
boycott and galvanized a movement
that changed our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to lead leg-
islation to designate December 1 as a
national Federal holiday, commemo-
rating her historic arrest. This bill is
critical, given the attacks by the
Trump administration on our history.

In times like these, it is especially
important for us to tell our stories and
to recognize the contributions of amaz-
ing African-American leaders like Rosa
Parks. Her legacy is proud Alabama
history and proud American history,
and it should always be that way.

As Alabama’s first Black Congress-
woman, I know that I stand on the
shoulders of amazing freedom fighters
like Rosa Parks, who are unafraid to
challenge the status quo.

Mr. Speaker, I can think of no one
more befitting to honor with a new
Federal holiday than Rosa Parks, and I
ask my colleagues to join me.

———

HONORING RAFAEL BUENO

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

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and legacy of
Rafael Bueno, a devoted public servant
and pillar of the village of Haverstraw.
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Rafael dedicated more than 20 years
to the community he loved. First elect-
ed in 2003, he made history as the first
Dominican councilman in Haverstraw.
He quickly became a steady and trust-
ed voice on the village board, helping
guide decisions on infrastructure, pub-
lic safety, and community services
with a real understanding of what local
families needed.

Rafael’s connection to Haverstraw
started long before he entered public
service. A barber by trade, he was
someone generations of residents knew,
respected, and relied on. His leadership
extended to the fire department, as
well, where he served as fire commis-
sioner and strengthened emergency re-
sponse and protection efforts. A proud
Rockland Community College grad-
uate, Rafael never stopped giving back
to the place he called home.

Those who knew him speak of his hu-
mility, his constant presence, and his
willingness to help anyone who needed
it.

Mr. Speaker, may his memory be a
blessing for his family, his friends, and
the Haverstraw community he so
loved.

———

HONORING ROSA PARKS

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Rosa Parks, an Amer-
ican hero.

Mr. Speaker, it was 70 years ago
today, in Montgomery, Alabama, that
Rosa Parks was arrested for not sur-
rendering her bus seat to a White man,
igniting a 381-day bus boycott.

On December 5, more than 500 com-
munity leaders and guests will join me
and Congressman JAMES CLYBURN, the
president of The Ohio State University,
and the president and CEO of the Cen-
tral Ohio Transit Authority.

Mr. Speaker, 20 years ago, I wrote
the legislation for Ohio to become the
first State in the Nation to designate
December 1 as Rosa Parks Day.

Lastly, as America approaches its
250th birthday, we must also honor the
mothers of our democracy and carry
forward their courageous examples.

———
0 1920
CALVARY BAPTIST CHURCH

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

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I want
to recognize an important faith insti-
tution in the city of White Plains cele-
brating its 90th year of worship and
service: Calvary Baptist Church.

The leadership and congregants have
been a bedrock for worship and values
since its founding in the 1930s.

Its involvement in the community
has been impactful and significant. The
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pastor for the last 13 years, Reverend
Erwin Lee Trollinger, has been a true
leader for the people of faith both in-
side and outside the church family.

Calvary Baptist sponsors weekly wor-
ship services, Bible study, Sunday
school, and external outreach to assist
the needy of the community. Pastor
Trollinger and the team of ministers
work tirelessly to bring a message of
love and service to all. He is the latest
in a long line of dynamic Calvary pas-
tors who played a role in social justice
efforts in the city of White Plains and
in Westchester County.

Ninety years young and still growing
in membership and in love, we salute
Calvary Baptist Church for its impor-
tant role in the life of our community.

—————

JUAN ORLANDO HERNANDEZ,
FORMER PRESIDENT OF HON-
DURAS

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

Ms. BALINT. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day President Trump said he would
give a full and complete pardon to
Juan Orlando Hernandez, the corrupt
former President of Honduras. It is dis-

gusting.
Trump is going to erase a major drug
trafficking conviction against

Hernandez, who is serving 45 years in
Federal prison for his crimes. He was
convicted by an American jury for
working with drug cartels to move 400
tons of cocaine through Honduras to
the United States. He got millions of
dollars in kickbacks and bribes.

What the hell is the President of the
United States doing giving this thug a
full pardon?

He is a man who helped bring deadly
drugs into our communities. Trump is
literally rewarding a narco-terrorist.

What will it take for my Republican
colleagues to speak up?

There is no way to spin this. He is lit-
erally standing with a drug trafficker
and against us.

——
PIES OF THANKS

(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, members of my team and I
have recently traveled to all 22 coun-
ties in North Carolina’s First Congres-
sional District, all on the same day, in
what we call Pies of Thanks.

At each stop we delivered pecan,
apple, and pumpkin pies to law enforce-
ment officers, firefighters, EMS profes-
sionals, and our 911 telecommunica-
tors.

These dedicated public servants are
the backbone of safety and emergency
care in our communities. They work
long hours, often on weekends and holi-
days, answering the call during some of
life’s most difficult times for families.
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Thanksgiving offered us a moment to
pause and to honor these heroes. A
simple pie may be small, but it carries
a heartfelt message: To all of our first
responders, the people of eastern North
Carolina see you, appreciate you, and
are grateful for you.

———

PRICELESS COIN COLLECTION
HEADS TO THE TOLEDO MUSEUM
OF ART

(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 share a story of renewal, of
history and heritage rediscovered, and
of deep respect for heritage in the
American heartland.

For 167 years, one of the world’s
greatest collections of coins—dou-
bloons, silver dollars, and denari—that
tell the story of civilization and eco-
nomic progress itself sat largely un-
seen in vaults in Manhattan, New
York. These coins crossed oceans, wit-
nessed empires rise and fall, and
marked the turning points of human
history, and they rested largely un-
seen.

In New York, this priceless collection
had few visitors, little space, and no
real home, but now these treasures are
coming to northwest Ohio to the world-
class Toledo Museum of Art.

The American Numismatic Society
has chosen Toledo, located on beautiful
Lake Erie, as the place where its future
can flourish. We are so grateful that
the society saw what we know so well:
a community that opens its doors wide
to history and also a world-class mu-
seum that inspires.

Mr. Speaker, children will be able to
learn about heritage in this great loca-
tion. I will thank and congratulate
Adam Levine, the director of the mu-
seum, and the inspired board of the To-
ledo Museum of Art. We give Mr.
LEVINe a salute and congratulate him.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a New York Times article titled ‘“‘After
167 Years in New York, a Priceless Coin
Collection Heads to Toledo.”

[From The New York Times, Nov. 20, 2025]
AFTER 167 YEARS IN NEW YORK, A PRICELESS
COIN COLLECTION HEADS TO TOLEDO
(By Dan Barry)

On the 11th floor of a downtown Manhattan
building, just around the corner from the
Holland Tunnel, sits one of the world’s finest
collections of coins. Stored behind a series of
locked doors in a massive, climate-con-
trolled vault, the coins tell the story of civ-
ilization, from antiquity to today.

A Sumerian clay tablet from about 2000
B.C.E. Early Chinese forms of money shaped
like miniature tools. A silver French penny
from the age of Charlemagne. A medal given
by the Lincoln administration to a Native
American chief, pierced by a bullet. More
than 800,000 other telltale coins, medals and
objects of wonder.

But apart from scholars, members and the
occasional enthusiast, almost no one sees
this treasure, which is one reason its guard-
ian, the American Numismatic Society, is
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leaving the city where it was founded in the
mid-19th century—and moving to Toledo,
Ohio.

The society announced today that it will
be making a ‘‘strategic’ relocation to an Art
Deco building on the spacious campus of the
Toledo Museum of Art. The $20 million plan,
to be completed in 2028, would make possible
its long-harbored vision of a state-of-the-art
money museum, a dream that has proved
elusive in New York.

“One of our members said that this will
mean a terrible loss to New York City,” the
society’s executive director, Ute Wartenberg
Kagan, said. ‘““‘But if no one uses it, what’s
the loss?”’

Wartenberg Kagan, a scholar of ancient
Greek coinage, left the British Museum in
1998 to join the American Numismatic Soci-
ety and someday establish a proper money
museum where one belonged, in the city of
Wall Street. But exorbitant costs and space
constraints conspired against those plans, as
did an apparent indifference to the charms of
numismatics.

So: Hello, Toledo!

Wartenberg Kagan said that she and sev-
eral other colleagues are eager to make the
560-mile move west, where the society has al-
ready bought the building that will house its
collection as well as a library, auditorium
and education center. The population of the
Toledo metropolitan area is about 650,000,
less than one-tenth that of New York City,
but there are many buts.

The cost of living is lower. The campus has
plenty of space to accommodate the school
buses that never pulled up to the current lo-
cation because there was nowhere to park.
And there is the opportunity to work in con-
cert with the museum, integrating collec-
tions to produce dynamic exhibits for an en-
gaged community.

“We’re not just buying real estate,”
Wartenberg Kagan said. ‘“We’re buying a re-
lationship.”

But as one relationship begins, another
ends. The American Numismatic Society
traces its origins to 1858, when a teenage boy
named Augustus B. Sage invited other coin
obsessives to his family’s Manhattan home
to discuss the creation of a society dedicated
to all matters numismatic. Sage, who would
go on to serve in the Civil War and die
young, of pneumonia, donated the first ob-
ject: an 1825 American half-cent.

In 1908, the society built a neoclassical
building at 1556th Street and Broadway, in
the city’s Washington Heights section, to ac-
commodate its growing membership, library
and collection. The numismatic cognoscenti
gathered there for lectures and exhibits, for
celebrations of National Coin Week and de-
bates about the aesthetics of the buffalo
nickel.

But as the years passed, fewer people trav-
eled to Upper Manhattan to see and discuss
coins. Mentions of the society sometimes ap-
peared in newspaper roundups of out-of-the-
way places to visit in Manhattan.

Excitement occasionally paid a call. In
1977, four armed men overpowered two soci-
ety guards, meticulously taped cloth over
display cases to muffle the sound of glass
being broken and made off with about 300
rare coins worth as much as $100,000. As they
calmly exited the building, the thieves told
three impatient visitors at the door that the
place was closed.

And in 1989, a heart surgeon and coin col-
lector from California arrived in New York
to be honored by the society for his benefi-
cence, only to be arrested—and later con-
victed—instead. During his occasional visits,
the good doctor had been pocketing rarities
worth about $1 million: a gold coin of the
Roman Emperor Hadrian here, six gold coins
of the Visigoths there.
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Facing a yawning deficit, the society sold
its Washington Heights building and moved
to the Wall Street area in 2004, with plans to
open a money museum. But the plan never
came to fruition.

In 2008 the society moved again, to leased
space on the 1llth floor of an old building at
75 Varick Street. Over eight hours one late-
spring Saturday, its entire collection,
cocooned in bubble wrap and packed in more
than 400 plastic crates, was transported to
the new location as quietly as can be done
with a police escort.

Both the appeals and challenges of the so-
ciety’s current home were evident during a
recent tour. An extensive library all but
begged the visitor to pause and flip through
a book, any book: on heraldry or mythology,
shipwrecks or excavation. Then, once past
the several locked doors that guard the
vault, Wartenberg Kagan and Peter van
Alfen, the chief curator, shared with glee
just the smallest hint of the society’s im-
mense treasure.

In this sliding drawer, a silver coin from
the reign of Alexander the Great, one of
many, portraying him in battle in India. And
in this drawer, the famous silver denarius,
minted to commemorate the murder of Ju-
lius Caesar and depicting two daggers and
the bust of his assassin, Brutus. Here, a 1787
doubloon made by a New York City gold-
smith, and here, a rare 1861 Confederate half
dollar, struck in New Orleans.

A year could be lost in the vault of the
American Numismatic Society.

But the society’s leased space is too expen-
sive ($1.8 million a year, including taxes), too
small to accommodate its ever-growing hold-
ings and not conducive to public engage-
ment. A few years ago, a travel guide in-
cluded the society among its list of free at-
tractions—open by appointment and closed
on weekends—in Lower Manhattan. Even
then, only a half-dozen or so tourists might
wander in every week.

“This is both a big and a small place,”
Wartenberg Kagan said. ‘‘That’s one of its
problems.”’

For the last several years, the society—
which has 1,400 members, including 265 out-
side the United States—has searched for
more suitable quarters. Plans to move to the
University of Chicago fell apart, as did those
to move to the University of Pennsylvania,
Long Island City in Queens and a warehouse
in Fall River, Mass.

Then came a bit of numismatic ser-
endipity. It just so happened that Adam M.
Levine, the president and director of the To-
ledo Museum of Art, had spent the summer
of 2009 at the American Numismatics Soci-
ety, studying the iconography of Justinian II
coinage. He contacted Wartenberg Kagan,
whom he knew, and suggested that she con-
sider Toledo, where he just happened to
know of a four-story building on the muse-
um’s 37-acre campus that would soon become
available.

Levine, who grew up in the Riverdale sec-
tion of the Bronx, expressed great affection
for his native city. But he is now imbued
with what he called the ‘‘zeal of the con-
vert,” and he vouched for Toledo’s cultural
amenities, community spirit and easy, rel-
atively short ride to the Detroit Metropoli-
tan Wayne County Airport.

“I feel very confident that there is life
after New York,” Levine said. ‘““‘And Toledo
is made special by being the only place
where you can pretty much guarantee that
you’ll like the next person you meet.”

A dubious Wartenberg Kagan visited To-
ledo—and came away persuaded. It checked
every box for the society’s trustees, includ-
ing a supportive, good-sized city, reasonable
housing costs and proximity to major re-
search facilities.
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Other staff members also made the trip to
Toledo and liked what they saw. About half
of the 17-member staff will be making the
move, including Wartenberg Kagan and van
Alfen.

“They will be welcomed with open arms,”
Levine predicted. ‘“‘And they’ll have more
visitors in their first year than they’ve had
in the last five.”

“Probably 10 years,”
added.

Wartenberg Kagan

————

OREGON’S THIRD DISTRICT
CONSTITUENT SERVICES

(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, I rise
today to share how my office has been
hard at work for the people of Oregon’s
Third Congressional District.

Since coming to Congress, our office
has helped constituents recover more
than one-half million dollars owed to
them by the Federal Government
through our casework services.

That is one-half million dollars re-
turned to veterans waiting on care, to
families caught in bureaucratic limbo,
and to seniors who depend on their So-
cial Security checks to live with dig-
nity.

If my constituents need help navi-
gating a Federal agency, my team is
here for them. Visit dexter.house.gov
or call 503-231-2300.

I certainly cannot reverse every
agency decision, but I can ask ques-
tions, and I can press for answers and
work to move stalled cases forward.

We do that every day for veterans
seeking care, for seniors needing bene-
fits, for families waiting on tax re-
funds, and for neighbors who simply
need someone in their corner.

That is what representation looks
like.

————

MEDICAL BILLS ARE TOO HIGH

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Ms. MCCLELLAN
of Virginia was recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material in the
RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker,
today is December 1. At midnight and
30 days, at least 5 million Americans
could lose access to their health insur-
ance, and 22 million Americans who
benefit from enhanced premium tax
credits under the Affordable Care Act—
as they began open enrollment 1 month
ago—started to see their health insur-
ance premiums spike.

Last week, in honor of Prematurity
Awareness Month, I stood on this floor
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to talk about how the Affordable Care
Act expanded insurance to millions of
Americans, how Medicaid expansion
expanded insurance to millions of
Americans, and how critically impor-
tant that health insurance coverage is
to a full-term birth with a nonfatal
outcome for mother and child.

In the middle of the week, with sev-
eral other mothers of preemies, I
talked about my birth story.

Ten years ago, when I woke up one
morning and my placenta ruptured and
after almost bleeding to death, my
daughter, Samantha, was born by
emergency C-section. It was the scar-
iest moment of my life. The hardest
moment was the fact that I could not
hold her, see her, or touch her for 24
hours, as she was in the NICU, and then
the moment when I walked out of the
hospital and had to leave her in the
NICU for 6 more weeks.

I don’t remember how much that
NICU bill was because I was one of the
lucky ones who had health insurance
to cover that stay. On average, a NICU
stay is $70,000 a day. That is more than
a single person who qualifies for the
enhanced premium tax credits under
the Affordable Care Act at the max-
imum rate of 400 percent of the Federal
poverty line makes in a year. That per-
son makes $62,600. The average NICU
stay is $70,000.
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I was lucky not only because I was
able to take my daughter home 6 weeks
later, but that entire 6 weeks I didn’t
have to worry about how I was going to
pay that bill. All I had to worry about
was her and my recovery. There are a
lot of people that aren’t that lucky.

There are a lot of people trying to de-
cide right now whether to start a fam-
ily. There are people right now who are
in the process of starting a family who
wonder if they will be able to afford
their health insurance come January 1.
They are having to make really tough
decisions now, as they are in the mid-
dle of open enrollment, as to whether
or not they can continue to afford
health insurance.

Tonight, members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus will bring you sto-
ries from our constituents, from the
States that we represent, of people who
will be priced out of the insurance mar-
ket, who will be one illness or accident
away from economic devastation if
Congress does not act to extend the en-
hanced premium tax credits beyond De-
cember 31.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. CLARKE),
our chairwoman and the Representa-
tive from New York’s Ninth District,
to tell some stories.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from Virginia for her steadfast leader-
ship and for hosting our Special Order
hour this evening.

Mr. Speaker, good evening. I am Rep-
resentative YVETTE D. CLARKE, chair of
the Congressional Black Caucus, proud-
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ly representing New York’s Ninth Con-
gressional District, located in Brook-
lyn, New York.

I thank my colleague, Congress-
woman JENNIFER MCCLELLAN, for an-
choring this Congressional Black Cau-
cus Special Order hour.

I rise tonight with my colleagues of
the Congressional Black Caucus to
bring awareness to the fast-approach-
ing ACA tax credit funding deadline, 30
days to go, and to give voice to every-
day Americans who will be harmed by
the Republican-led healthcare crisis.

The enhanced ACA tax credits are set
to expire on December 31 unless con-
gressional Republicans join Democrats
to extend them.

Without an extension of the ACA tax
credits, tens of millions of individuals
and families can expect to pay signifi-
cantly higher health insurance pre-
miums for marketplace plans.

Without these tax credits, Americans
will see their healthcare costs sky-
rocket, increase by hundreds if not
thousands of dollars per month, which
will force families who are already
struggling with the cost of living to
face unaffordable premium spikes or
lose coverage altogether.

The ACA tax credits have ensured
that families, seniors, young adults,
and workers in every CBC district
could afford quality healthcare.

In our districts, we have heard from
countless constituents who receive
their healthcare on the ACA market-
place who are now worried about the
cost of their healthcare going up.

One of my constituents, Lilah Wil-
son, a small business owner who de-
pends on the ACA marketplace said:
“My heart dropped when I got an email
earlier this month stating that I might
lose my insurance benefits. I already
struggle to afford the city that I have
grown up in and contributed to as a
small business owner.”’

She continued: ‘“‘Shopping for health
insurance through the marketplace
created by the Affordable Care Act was
the first time that I had assurance of
affordable, good insurance. We must
protect this program. It is a matter of
survival.”

At every turn, Republicans have
turned their backs on the American
people. President Trump and congres-
sional Republicans promised the Amer-
ican people that they would take swift
action on day one to address our Na-
tion’s affordability crisis by lowering
the high cost of living.

Well, instead, they unleashed the
most aggressive assault on our Na-
tion’s healthcare in history, and the
damage has been devastating.

Across the country, we are already
seeing hospitals, nursing homes, and
clinics that serve our communities
closing their doors, and now Repub-
licans’ refusal to extend ACA premium
tax credits is driving up costs and
pushing coverage out of reach for many
in our communities.

The CBC and House Democrats stood
united for more than 40 days to prevent
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exactly this outcome while Repub-
licans refused to negotiate and left
working families to bear the con-
sequences.

We are calling on our Republican col-
leagues to join us in putting the well-
being of the American people above
partisanship, to put people over poli-
tics.

This is not an abstract policy debate.
It is about real lives. It is about par-
ents deciding whether to fill a prescrip-
tion or pay the rent. It is about seniors
choosing between a doctor’s visit and
groceries. It is about young adults, gig
workers, caregivers, and small business
owners who depend on the ACA mar-
ketplace for the coverage that keeps
them healthy and financially secure.

Let me be clear: Allowing these tax
credits to expire is a choice. It is a
choice of greed. It is a choice of cru-
elty. It is the wrong choice.

Ms. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank our chair for those remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON), the Rep-
resentative from Georgia’s Fourth Dis-
trict.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Representative MCCLELLAN
for running point on this Special Order
hour for the CBC. She is a legislative
champion both in the State house and
in the Federal House. It is good to be
with her tonight, and I thank her for
recognizing me.

I also give a shout-out to our beloved
leader of the CBC, Representative
YVETTE CLARKE, who is doing a fine job
leading us through these difficult
times.

These are difficult times for us. We
here in Congress are having a difficult
time. You see it. But the difficulties we
face are nothing to what you face out
there. You are the ones who are strug-
gling to put food on the table. You are
the ones who are struggling to keep a
roof over your head as the head of your
family. You are the ones struggling to
work 8 hours a day for an honest day’s
wage only to come up short and having
to work second and third jobs in order
to make ends meet while you see oth-
ers living lavishly surrounded by gold
ornaments on everything that they can
touch, building ballrooms for the rich
and wealthy after knocking down the
historic east wing of the White House,
and doing it without anybody’s con-
sent, just waking up and deciding I am
going to do this.
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We live in a democracy, not some-
place where a king is in charge, and
that king is playing politics with the
people.

The other day, he floated the idea
that he wanted to extend the Afford-
able Care Act tax credits, or
ObamaCare tax credits. He floated that
idea but got some pushback from a few
Representatives on the Republican side
of the aisle, and so he snatched it back.

He doesn’t realize that real people
are depending on those tax credits in
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order to make insurance affordable for
them. People like Vivian in my dis-
trict, who I had a phone conversation
with recently about the rising cost of
her healthcare premiums due to the
Republicans’ cruel refusal to extend
ObamaCare tax subsidies, are depend-
ing on those tax credits.

She told me: That is just an amount
I simply cannot afford.

Mr. Speaker, her premiums are going
from $50 a month all the way up to
$1,260 a month. From $50 a month to
$1,260 a month. There is no way that
she can afford that.

Vivian has suffered from psoriatic ar-
thritis since she was 27, and she now
has vision problems in one eye. She re-
lies on specialty medications to deal
with her conditions.

While Vivian faces skyrocketing
healthcare costs, her husband is deal-
ing with cancer. Luckily, he is on
Medicare and is receiving the care that
he needs, but if Vivian is cut off from
her access to care, there is no way that
she can keep going and take care of
him at the same time.

She said: Without the ObamaCare
subsidies, my quality of life will be
nonexistent.

Vivian told me that without
healthcare and access to her medica-
tions, she would lose vision in one eye,
and because the medications help keep
her arthritis at bay, it allows her to do
seemingly simple things, such as to tie
her shoes or walk without pain.

She said: ObamaCare subsidies have
saved my life. I don’t know what I will
do without it. People are people. Ac-
cess to quality, affordable care
shouldn’t be a partisan issue.

I agree. Americans like Vivian who
are out there, those are the people who
Democrats are fighting for.

In the wealthiest country in the
world, no one should have to worry
about affording medical care. That is
why I will work with anybody in Con-
gress, including MARJORIE TAYLOR
GREENE, who believes that access to
quality healthcare is a human right
and not a privilege reserved only for
those who can afford it.

Mr. Speaker, I have a number of
other testimonials from people in my
district, the Fourth District of Geor-
gia, who have written and emailed
what their situations are all about.
They are many, and they are excruciat-
ingly painful to listen to.

Over 1.5 million Georgians are in the
health exchange, in the marketplace,
and 340,000 of those, or about one-quar-
ter will lose their coverage if we don’t
do something about these expiring tax
credits.

A family of four earning $82,000 a
year will see their annual premiums
double to around $7,000 per year. It is
just unsustainable for people to have to
go through this month after month,
and so we need to do something.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate our caucus
for hosting this Special Order hour.

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for his words.
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To hear more stories from Georgia, I
now yield to the Representative from
Georgia’s Seventh District, Congress-
woman Lucy MCBATH.

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak
out on the rising costs of healthcare,
which are putting undue burdens on
the American people. I thank my col-
league Representative JENNIFER
MCcCLELLAN for consistently continuing
to elevate the voices of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus members as we
talk about the stories of our commu-
nities and the stories of our people and
those who we represent, highlighting
the needs of those in our Nation who
are suffering right now.

I thank our chair of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, YVETTE CLARKE,
for her earnest, continued work to also
make sure that the Congressional
Black Caucus is standing on the front
lines and trying each and every day to
make sure that we are defending peo-
ple’s rights to exist in this country
freely and fairly without these undue
burdens.

Earlier this year, we watched as this
Republican congressional leadership
reached historic new lows in their in-
ability to work in a bipartisan fashion
to meet the needs of the people who we
were elected to serve.

For 43 days, Speaker Johnson refused
to come to the table and extend the
healthcare subsidies which will prevent
premiums from skyrocketing for the
millions of Americans who get their in-
surance from the Affordable Care Act
marketplace. That is approximately
more than 70,000 people, constituents,
in my district alone.

During that same time, we watched
President Trump and his administra-
tion play politics with Federal food as-
sistance, jeopardizing benefits for hun-
gry families.

I heard a story in my district in
Georgia from Rich about the impact
that these cost increases would have on
his livelihood. I have heard many sto-
ries, but this one really struck me.

He writes: I am the self-employed,
sole provider for a family of four where
two of us have preexisting conditions.
If the Republicans get their way and
remove the subsidies, my very basic ca-
tastrophe plan-style HMO will literally
increase tenfold. I am currently spend-
ing 39 percent of my income on
healthcare, including the subsidized
ACA policy. Removing subsidies will
ultimately lead me to financial bank-
ruptcy.

There are more stories just like this,
and they are a window into how the
chaos and unpredictability of this ad-
ministration is making it harder on
working families to succeed and thrive.

Since January, we have dealt with
the uncertainty and the chaos that has
been brought by this second Trump ad-
ministration. From the unpredict-
ability of the tariffs, the rising costs of
healthcare, and the increasingly unat-
tainable goal of homeownership, what
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is going on in Washington should con-
cern every single American in this
country.

Congress and the Trump administra-
tion should be doing more to lower
costs and improve outcomes for our
hardworking families.

As I have continued to do since I first
came to Congress, I have been com-
mitted to addressing the concerns of
the families who I am very honored to
represent. No family in this country
should ever be forced to choose be-
tween paying their insurance pre-
miums or for prescription drugs over
paying their mortgage. That is uncon-
scionable, and that is most definitely
un-American.

We must identify solutions to put the
dream of homeownership back into re-
ality for young Americans, and we
must make it less expensive for Ameri-
cans to get the skills necessary to pro-
vide a decent life for themselves and
for their families, but they can’t do
that if they are sick. They can’t do
that if they can’t go to work. They
can’t do that if they can’t pay their
bills, such as their hospital bills or
other medical bills.

I am a two-time breast cancer sur-
vivor myself, and not a day goes by
that I don’t think about how egregious
not extending these ACA tax subsidies
is to the American people. I am a lucky
person.
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I am very grateful that I had the
ability to have private insurance,
group insurance, where I could pay for
all of my healthcare and didn’t have to
sit there and worry about how I was
paying the bills while I was getting
healthy and well.

There are people all over this coun-
try who, if they ever get sick, that is
the absolute demise of their ability to
be able to live in this country and care
for their families, and that is un-Amer-
ican.

I am so grateful to Chairwoman
CLARKE and my fellow CBC member,
Representative MCCLELLAN, for con-
vening us again tonight as we look
ahead to the year 2026. I truly look for-
ward to working with every single one
of my colleagues to build a better life
for the hardworking families that we
are privileged to represent, but I hon-
estly pray every single day that every-
one here, every one of us in this Cham-
ber, truly is committed to the same
ideals.

Ms. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK), who rep-
resents the 20th District.

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Representative
MCcCLELLAN for hosting this tonight
and for hearing the cries of our dis-
trict, what they are suffering and the
political anxiety that they are living in
just thinking that healthcare for them
and their families will be stripped from
them.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today for a
woman named Maria. Maria lives in
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Broward County. She is a home health
aide who works full time, raising two
children, and still cannot afford health
insurance without the tax credit from
the Affordable Care Act.

Because of those credits, Maria can
take her blood pressure medication,
and her son can see a specialist for his
asthma. These are not extras. These
are basic human survival and dignity
matters.

If these credits expire, Maria’s pre-
miums will more than double. She will
be forced to choose which child sees a
doctor and which child stays home and
waits to get better.

Mr. Speaker, that is not a choice any
mother should have to face. That is not
freedom. That is fear.

Maria is not alone. In Florida’s 20th
District, more than 200,000 people de-
pend on these tax credits, and many
are already dealing with serious gaps
in their healthcare.

This is not a policy debate. This is
not a question of who we choose to
value. This is a question of dignity for
all Americans and their right to sur-
vive.

I am calling on every Member in this
House to look beyond party politics,
party games, and trying to get the
limelight to actually put human

beings’ lives front and center.

The shutdown may be over, but our
responsibility to protect the health and
dignity of the American people is not.

If we do not pass the ACA tax credits,
we will be guilty of political mal-
practice for each person who goes with-
out healthcare and has an unfortunate
demise.

Once again, I stress to every Member
in this body to make sure we retain
healthcare and the dignity of all Amer-
icans in this country and their right to
have healthcare and survive like any-
one else.

Ms. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. IVEY), who represents the Fourth
District.

Mr. IVEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague from Virginia for yielding to
me and for putting this together. I ap-
preciate the fact that she took the
leadership and initiative to bring this
forward. I also thank my colleagues in
the Congressional Black Caucus, as
well, for taking a stand on this issue
and the House Democratic Caucus
overall.

This is the issue that we fought
about with respect to the government
shutdown. This is the issue that has
not gone away. I suppose the White
House and my Republican colleagues
were hoping that it would, but it is
worse now than it was even then.

In fact, the Republicans knew this
problem was coming all the way back
on January 20 when Mr. Trump first
took office. To much fanfare, they
began moving forward with his legisla-
tive agenda, the big, beautiful bill and
other pieces of legislation. I don’t even
know how many executive orders they
put together and put out undermining
the government from the standpoint of
government employees and making
damaging impacts across the board.
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They failed to address this particular
issue. In fact, I will come back to that
in a moment. Not only did they not ad-
dress extending the tax credits for the
Affordable Care Act, but they made the
problem even worse. The big, ugly bill
that they passed included a $1 trillion
cut to Medicaid.

The healthcare safety net in this
country, to the extent it is a safety
net, was damaged terribly by what
they have done, and it is about to get
infinitely worse when these tax credits
expire at the end of the month.

I know my Republican colleagues
have been fighting against ObamaCare
for years now. I can remember back
when it was first passed 15 years ago in
this Chamber. There were over 60 votes
to repeal and replace the ObamaCare
piece of legislation. They kept going
year after year after year. Somewhere
along the way, about 5 years in, they
found out that the American people ac-
tually like ObamaCare. They don’t call
it ObamaCare. They might call it the
Affordable Care Act, but they kind of
liked not having pregnancy treated as
a preexisting condition, and they kind
of liked having the ability to have
their kids stay on their family insur-
ance plans until they turned 26.

The efforts to repeal it not only
failed, but it has gotten stronger over
the years because people have come to
realize that without it, they might not
be able to afford healthcare at all.

I have decided to bring in a couple of
comments from people in my district.
There are too many to read all of them,
but this one is from Beth, who lives in
Greenbelt, Maryland, which is in my
district. She is looking at her pre-
miums going up $9,372 this year. She
has major health conditions that re-
quire ongoing healthcare that she can’t
avoid. They were brought on by a
major surgery that she underwent sev-
eral years ago.

Her case isn’t unique. In the State of
Maryland, it is estimated that the im-
pact will be on 14,000 or so members of
my district. A 60-year-old couple with
an $82,000 income is looking at a 168
percent increase if these affordable
care tax credits are allowed to expire.
A family of four, ages 45, 45, 15, and 10,
is looking at a 200 percent increase in
their monthly premiums. Obviously,
most families can’t sustain that.

I am going to pick one. I read an arti-
cle in the Washington Post a little
while ago. This is a gentleman in Al-
toona, Pennsylvania. That is not my
district, obviously; that is the district
of Congressman JOYCE. Matt
Hornberger is 61 years old and from Al-
toona, Pennsylvania. Monthly pay-
ments for him and his wife will rise
from $670 to $2,054. He said this: ‘‘Be-
tween the high deductible and $25,000 in
premiums, this is 40 percent of our in-
come. I am just trying to live a life
here and be able to go to the doctor
when you need to go to the doctor.”

He ought to be able to do that. In
fact, every American ought to be able
to do that.

What have we gotten from our Re-
publican colleagues in the 9 months or
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so since they took over the White
House, the House, and the Senate? Not
much. I remember the President saying
in the debate that he didn’t have a
plan, that he had a concept of a plan. I
am not sure we have gotten much past
the concept point 9 months later, but
he did talk about HSAs.

I was looking at that, doing a little
research, and an economist, Doug
Holtz-Eakin, who works for the Amer-
ican Action Forum, a conservative
think tank, said this: ‘““There is a place
for health savings accounts to augment
insurance and fill things out around
the edges, but it can’t be the core in-
surance product.”

The reason for that is because it is
not designed to be the core insurance
product. As a matter of fact, we have
HSAs in place now, but 66 percent or so
of these have only $1,000 or less in the
account.

As you heard from my colleague from
Virginia, $1,000 doesn’t go a long way in
our healthcare system. It is $70,000 a
day for the NICU system. I am a kid-
ney cancer survivor. A thousand dol-
lars sure wouldn’t have covered my in-
surance for the surgery that I under-
went. As a matter of fact, it wouldn’t
have even covered the MRI that al-
lowed us to find it, fortunately, very
early on.
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Now, what is the path forward?

Mr. Speaker, I have to complain a bit
because we have been talking about
this issue the whole time. I am a fa-
ther. I have six kids, and this reminds
me a little bit of one of them.

He came home from school one day
and he looked at his mom, of course,
and said: Mom, will you help me with
this project I have? She said: Honey, 1
am a little tied up right now. Can I
help you out later? He said: We can’t
really wait on this. She said: Why not?
He said: It is because it is a big part of
my grade. It is a huge part of my
grade. She said: Okay. I will help you
out with it, but when is it due? He said:
Tomorrow. She said: When did you
know about this project?

As it turned out, he knew he had this
assignment months ago, but he hadn’t
done anything to get ready for it. He
hadn’t let us know that he needed the
help to work on it, and he certainly
hadn’t done any work to prepare the
project.

That is what our Republican col-
leagues are doing right now. They
came into office on January 20th know-
ing that these ACA tax credits were
going to expire. They didn’t do any-
thing to address it. Not only that, but
we brought it to their attention when
this bill was moving through, the big,
ugly bill. We tried to address it then,
but they refused to extend the tax
credits then. We tried to offer amend-
ments at the committee level. I am on
the Appropriations Committee. We of-
fered four of those to try and amend



December 1, 2025

this piece just to extend it. Let’s try
and fix it. If you have other things you
want to do it with it, let’s extend it
now so it doesn’t expire.

They refused to do it. They voted it
down four times on a party-line vote
over and over again just like they had
done over the previous 15 years when
they were trying to get rid of it. Maybe
this is death by a thousand cuts in
their minds, but something strange
happened along the way.

The American people started getting
these notices in the mail that their
premiums were about to double or tri-
ple. The American people, millions of
them across the country, started real-
izing that there is no way they can af-
ford to pay that. They are going to be
forced into the choice of either drop-
ping the insurance or take some other
drastic measure like selling their
house. One lady said she might have to
pull her kid out of college to pay for
this healthcare coverage.

It is absolutely outrageous, but the
failure to do something until the elev-
enth hour is a total abdication of their
responsibility of leadership, not just in
the House, not just in the Senate, not
just in the White House but entirely
across the board.

The Republican Party didn’t wake up
to this until the American people
started screaming in their ears. Well,
now, here we are. What is the path for-
ward?

Senator SCHUMER back during the
government shutdown at the end of it
said: Tell you what. Why don’t we just
extend it for a year. Let’s put a task
force together to try and work out the
differences because I understand the
Republicans don’t agree with every-
thing. Let’s take a year and extend it
and try and work it out.

Not only did the Republicans and the
Senate reject that, they actually said:
This is stupid. I can’t believe he would
propose this. Those were the types of
comments he got from his Senate col-
leagues for proposing a 1l-year exten-
sion.

Right now, there is a 3-year dis-
charge petition that would extend the
tax credits for 3 years. I don’t know if
there are any Republicans who have
signed on to that, but I think we have
about 9 legislative days left. At least
my kids were only in their early teens.
However, if they want to do the big
fixes they have been talking about
with respect to healthcare, they are
not going to be able to do it in 9 days.

Now, I know they are going to try
and do something to save face, but at
the end of the day, the extension is
really the only realistic way we have
to go here.

I have to say this: If they don’t do
the extension, it is going to be dev-
astating for families across the coun-
try, millions of them.

We were talking a little bit about
how much these things could cost. The
HSA 1is a thousand-dollar average.
Look at the average cost for heart sur-
gery. Just the surgery, not even the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

stay, is between $30,000 and $200,000 just
for the procedure. I don’t even know
how much my cancer surgery cost be-
cause I had health insurance. I didn’t
have to check it like that. We had to
pay some deductible, but nothing dra-
matic. We wouldn’t have been able to
afford it. I wouldn’t have gotten the
surgery because I wouldn’t even have
known I had cancer because we
wouldn’t have gotten the MRI.

That is where we are putting the
American people right now. Actually,
not we, the Republicans are putting
the American people right now.

It is time to end this. The clock is
running out. The calendar says the
time has come to do something and put
some kind of proposal on the table.

I have to say this, too, on the pro-
posal piece. When the Speaker passed
the bill, I think it was, if I recall cor-
rectly, July 256th, we left town for the
August recess, came back, passed the
bill, and then left town again. There
was a stretch there where I think we
had been in session between July 25th
and when the government finally re-
opened, I think it was 12 legislative
days.

To my friends out there in the coun-
try, how many of you could only work
12 days in July, August, September,
and October and still have a job and
still get paid while you are out? That is
what they did.

Mr. Speaker, the time has come to
get this done finally, to make some
kind of an effort to reach a bipartisan
solution and resolve this crisis that
was created entirely by my Republican
colleagues, that was totally avoidable,
that they decided to run into the fire
anyway.

Let’s fix this. Let’s protect the
American people. Let’s allow them to
go at least 1 year, maybe 3, so we can
extend this so they can make sure that
they continue to have healthcare cov-
erage while we are working on this bill.
Let’s get it done.

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCGUIRE). The gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia has 20 minutes remaining.

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I will
take a personal privilege to close this
Special Order hour with some stories
from Virginia, which I know you, Mr.
Speaker, care a lot about. You and I
served together in the State legislature
there where we were able to find com-
mon ground across the aisle a little
more easily than we are able to do in
Congress.

In Virginia, about 350,000 people ben-
efit from the Affordable Care Act pre-
mium tax credits, enhanced premium
tax credits, 30,000 in my district, the
Fourth Congressional District.

For a family of four that earns
$129,800 a year, they are looking at pre-
miums that will increase by $4,675. A
family of four earning $64,000 a year
will see their annual premiums in-
crease $2,571. A 60-year-old couple earn-
ing $82,800 a year will see their annual
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premiums increase $11,968. That is a
174-percent increase. That is what Vir-
ginians are facing if we can’t find com-
mon ground to solve this problem, even
temporarily.

Our former colleagues in the General
Assembly have predicted that at least
60,000 Virginians would end up can-
celing their insurance coverage due to
affordability if they lose access to the
enhanced premium tax credits.

Mr. Speaker, last week, Cardinal
News—which covers the Southwest and
Southside, Virginia, both of us rep-
resent portions of that part of the
Commonwealth—told several stories.

There was one from Reagan Fisher
Wyssbrod from Salem. Reagan and her
husband, who is self-employed, have
two children.

O 2010

Wyssbrod works three part-time jobs
to help support the family while keep-
ing the flexibility needed for her chil-
dren. She spends some days as a sub-
stitute teacher and as a business man-
ager for a library association. She does
some bookkeeping on the side. None of
these jobs offer benefits.

She has a bachelor’s degree in psy-
chology, roughly two decades of experi-
ence in health insurance and account-
ing, and she is willing to take almost
any job that will offer benefits, she
said, even if that means working at
McDonald’s because she doesn’t want
to let her children go without
healthcare.

Her projected monthly premium in-
crease is $400, which would raise her
monthly out-of-pocket costs to $1900.
On top of that, her longtime doctor has
moved out of network. It is aston-
ishing, she said.

She spent 3 weeks combing through
plans and eventually found one that
would save the family about $100 a
month, bringing their premium down
to $1,800, allowing her to keep her doc-
tor, but it has a higher deductible. She
said the worst case scenario is her out-
of-pocket costs would be $20,000 on top
of the monthly premium.

Ultimately, it came down to: I don’t
go to the doctor that often, my kids
don’t go to the doctor that often, so we
will just roll the dice.

She said: We will wrap some bubble
wrap around us, I guess.

I don’t think bubble wrap is going to
help if they get in a car accident.

Victoria Cassels, an accountant in
Roanoke, worries about her adult
daughter who lives in Richmond, who
is a self-employed graphic designer
with an autoimmune disease. Her con-
dition limits how much work she can
take on, and she depends on market-
place coverage. Her monthly premium
rose by $400, about three times higher
than it was last year.

Cassels is going to do what she can to
help her daughter cover the costs if she
can’t take on enough work to meet this
new expense. Cassels prepares taxes for
individuals and small businesses and
says more of her younger clients are
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talking about dropping health insur-
ance all together because they just
can’t afford it.

In the last few years, she has had a
slew of clients in their twenties and
thirties who have started their own
businesses. Just getting started in life,
they don’t have the savings to afford
the increasing cost of health insurance.
Without health insurance, it is going
to be very difficult for them to start a
family.

Ben Pearman, financial adviser from
Bent Mountain in Roanoke, runs his
own business which is well established,
and he has a steady income, but higher
monthly costs have led him to recon-
sider his options.

As a single man in his fifties, he pays
for his own health plan. Next year, his
monthly premium will jump from $724
to $935. He can absorb the higher cost
but is considering switching to con-
cierge care, a model in which the pa-
tients pay a flat monthly fee, but that
would leave him without insurance if
an accident happens.

Linda Bartlett, 64, entered semi-re-
tirement last year, and now works part
time at Roanoke’s Mast General Store.
She turned to the marketplace until
she qualifies for Medicare. Her pre-
mium is about to double, bringing her
monthly payment to $1,200, which is
nearly all of her Social Security check.

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois’ Second Dis-
trict, Congresswoman ROBIN KELLY.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today as the chair of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus Health Braintrust
to urge my colleagues across the aisle
to extend the ACA tax credits.

As you know, they are set to expire
at the end of the year and will cause
monthly health bills to skyrocket for
millions of Americans. The rising cost
of healthcare goes beyond the indi-
vidual. It affects Black small business
owners.

A small business owner in my dis-
trict owns several coffee shops and
worries about her employees being able
to afford healthcare. She feels respon-
sible for her employees, but healthcare
is a large expense for a small business.
The ACA premium tax credits provide
affordable care to her employees, al-
lowing her coffee shop and her employ-
ees to thrive.

Another small business owner in my
district runs a wine production busi-
ness that sells nationwide. Despite her
success, she has to rely on her hus-
band’s job for healthcare. These are
two small business owners who have
created their own success, and through
their businesses created jobs for other
people.

Republicans love to say they support
our economy. It is time to actually
support the healthcare of small busi-
ness owners, who are the backbone of
our economy. Republicans also love to
say the best option for healthcare is a
job.

My constituents have a job. They
also provide jobs for more people, but
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they all receive affordable healthcare
through the ACA. Without the ACA tax
credits, their employees may have no
other option but to go uninsured or
find another job. If they decide to
leave, my constituents’ businesses
won’t be able to run.

It is simple: We all do better when we
all do better. We are all healthier when
we are all healthier. Let’s extend the
ACA premium tax credits. Let’s make
healthcare more affordable and acces-
sible.

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I
want to put this debate in a larger con-
text. I was in the State legislature
where the Affordable Care Act passed.
It wasn’t perfect. Our healthcare sys-
tem has never been perfect, but what it
did, between the marketplace and ex-
panding Medicaid, is it got the number
of uninsured to record lows, at least in
Virginia. I can’t speak to nationwide,
but in Virginia, we saw our uninsured
rate go to record lows.

We were able to expand Medicaid on
a bipartisan basis because it didn’t just
benefit urban cores, but suburban cen-
ters and rural communities, rural com-
munities that had high numbers of un-
insured, that were worried about how
their healthcare centers, their hos-
pitals were going to have the volumes
to stay open.

We expanded Medicaid. During the—I
call it the big, ugly bill, we put mil-
lions of Americans at risk of losing
their health insurance through cuts to
Medicaid. We saw a list of over 300 hos-
pitals in rural areas identified as being
at risk of closing.

During the August recess, I traveled
all over Virginia not just to talk to my
constituents, but as one of only two
members of the Energy and Commerce
Committee to talk to a wide cross-sec-
tion of Virginians. I visited a dental
clinic in Abingdon. Eighty percent of
their patients are covered by Medicaid,
80 percent. The other 20 percent are un-
insured.

Before that clinic opened, that com-
munity got dental services once a year
when a mobile dental clinic showed up,
and the line was incredibly long to get
one day of dental service a year.

When I visited this clinic, I didn’t
come in with any talking points. I just
came to tour. I asked: What keeps you
up at night? The director said: I don’t
know how we are going to keep our
doors open with these Medicaid cuts.

Two TV stations were there who were
there when the clinic opened because
they understood what a big deal this
clinic was, not just for Abingdon, but
the entire southwest corner of the
Commonwealth. My colleague who rep-
resents that area in response to that
visit said: Democrats are just fear-
mongering.

Well, lo and behold, less than a
month later, three rural clinics closed,
citing Medicaid cuts in H.R. 1. A hos-
pital in Farmville closed its labor and
delivery unit.

I ran for office because I grew up lis-
tening to my parents tell stories when
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they grew up in the segregated South
during the Depression. They saw the
best of government and they saw the
worst of government.

O 2020

Mr. Speaker, the best of government
was when people came together to
solve problems and to help people who
were hurting through no fault of their
own. These were people who were work-
ing day in and day out and couldn’t af-
ford to put food on the table. They
couldn’t afford healthcare when they
got sick. They couldn’t afford a roof
over their heads.

The worst of government is when we
sit here and focus more on: How can I
score political points? How can I ben-
efit the wealthiest 1 percent on the
backs of every other working Amer-
ican?

As I traveled around Virginia in Au-
gust and October, and in the 54 days
that we weren’t doing our job here in
Washington—not having committee
hearings and not voting on the House
floor—what I heard was people losing
faith that our government knows how
to be at its best. We have to get back
to that.

Our system is not perfect. That is
why in the Constitution it says that
our government was formed in order to
form a more perfect Union. It is not a
perfect union but a more perfect Union.

The beauty of our form of govern-
ment is when we listen to the people
and see that they are hurting, we have
an opportunity to do something to stop
that hurting, an opportunity to feed
the hungry, house the homeless, care
for the sick, welcome the stranger, and
visit the incarcerated. When we do for
the least of these, we are at our best.

We have gotten away from that, Mr.
Speaker. We better get back to it be-
cause the American people are losing
faith that this body, Congress, will do
its job. We better do it. They are de-
pending on us to. They have told us
they are worried. We heard the stories
tonight. This is just one thing people
are worried about.

We need to get back to our better na-
ture. We need to come together, find
common ground, and help people who
are wondering: Come January 1, how
am I going to afford this health insur-
ance? What am I going to do when my
kid burns his hand and ends up in the
burn unit with a bill of $15,000 that I
can’t afford to pay? What am I going to
do if my baby is born prematurely and
has to stay in the NICU at an average
price of $70,000 a day?

People are wondering: Do we hear
them, and are we going to act?

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

———

HONORING GEORGIA’S FINEST

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. CARTER of
Georgia was recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all
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Members may have b5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the topic of this Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McDOWELL). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Geor-
gia?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the decades of
service of Chief Warrant Officer Eric
Bryan Williams.

Chief Warrant Officer Five Eric
Bryan Williams is a distinguished MH-
60 Black Hawk flight leader with the
160th Special Operations Aviation
Regiment.

Williams was born on October 17,
1975, and is a native of Duluth, Georgia.
He first enlisted in June 1993 as a com-
bat medic. Later, he was selected for
appointment to Warrant Officer Can-
didate School.

Williams conducted deployments to
Iraq, Afghanistan, Djibouti, Yemen,
and Somalia. Throughout his service,
Williams went through a variety of
training and earned a number of acco-
lades, the highest being the Distin-
guished Flying Cross.

On December 12, 2025, Chief Warrant
Officer Williams is scheduled to retire,
concluding 32 years of honorable and
dedicated service to the United States
Army. His exemplary career within the
prestigious 160th Special Operations
Aviation Regiment reflects a commit-
ment to excellence and unwavering
dedication to the defense of our Nation.
We thank him for his service.

COMMENDING SERGEANT BOBBY STEWART

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to commend Sergeant
Bobby Stewart of the Chatham County
Police Department for his outstanding
act of bravery that earned him the
Medal of Merit.

On a critical day in Savannah, Ser-
geant Stewart disarmed a suicidal indi-
vidual who was armed with a firearm,
preventing what could have become a
tragic outcome. His calm demeanor,
compassion, and quick thinking not
only safeguarded the life of the indi-
vidual involved but also allowed that
person to receive the help and care
they needed.

According to his supervisor, Sergeant
Stewart’s actions exhibited extraor-
dinary kindness, courage, and unwaver-
ing service to the public.

In recognizing Sergeant Stewart, we
honor more than just a singular act.
We uphold the standards of leadership
and humanity that define public serv-
ice.

Please join me in thanking Sergeant
Bobby Stewart for his courageous ef-
forts and in acknowledging the many
officers who keep our community safe
every day.

HONORING FIREFIGHTER MEDICS KIMBERLY

ROYER AND DEREK WILSON

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Bryan County
Firefighter Medics Kimberly Royer and
Derek Wilson, who were recognized by
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the 200 Club of the Coastal Empire for
their remarkable courage and service.

On June 7, 2024, a domestic dispute in
Richmond Hill turned violent when a
man shot his wife multiple times.
While law enforcement secured the
scene, Medics Royer and Wilson nego-
tiated with the armed suspect for over
an hour. After convincing him they
were unarmed, they entered the house
at great personal risk, reached the
wounded woman, and carried her to
safety for lifesaving treatment.

For their bravery, Royer and Wilson
received the 2025 Valor Award at the
200 Club ceremony in Savannah. Their
actions reflect the high standards of
public service and the courage that de-
fines first responders across Georgia.

Today, we thank Kimberly Royer and
Derek Wilson for their valor, compas-
sion, and steadfast commitment to sav-
ing lives.

HONORING TAX COMMISSIONER SONYA L.
JACKSON

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to commend Chatham
County Tax Commissioner Sonya L.
Jackson, who recently received the
Presidential Award from the Savannah
Branch NAACP at their 2025 gala. This
award recognizes individuals whose
leadership and service strengthen our
communities through integrity, inno-
vation, and impact.

Commissioner Jackson earned this
honor for her unwavering commitment
to public education, exceptional cus-
tomer service, and operational excel-
lence at one of Chatham County’s most
vital government offices.

Since assuming office, Commissioner
Jackson has led efforts to make tax
services more accessible and efficient
for all residents. Her Tax Commis-
sioner University initiative empowers
citizens with the knowledge and con-
fidence to navigate local government
processes, building trust and trans-
parency in government operations.

Commissioner Jackson’s leadership
exemplifies how public service can
strengthen the bonds between govern-
ment and community.

Today, we celebrate Commissioner
Jackson’s significant contributions and
offer our gratitude for her dedication
to improving the lives of Chatham
County residents.

HONORING DR. DASHAUN MCGEE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Dr.
DaShaun McGee, assistant principal at
Bradwell Institute in Hinesville, for
being named Georgia’s Assistant Prin-
cipal of the Year by the Georgia Asso-
ciation of Secondary School Principals.

Dr. McGee stood out among more
than 140 applicants, thanks to his serv-
ant leadership, tireless energy, and
heartfelt commitment to students. He
is known for being present in the
lunchroom, in the hallways, and among
the faculty. He builds relationships, of-
fers guidance, and makes a tangible
difference every day.

Serving the students of Bradwell In-
stitute and the wider Liberty County
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system, Dr. McGee leads with integ-
rity, compassion, and a clear vision for
educational success. His work elevates
the school, supports his colleagues, and
strengthens his community.

Please join me in recognizing Dr.
DaShaun McGee for this well-earned
honor and in thanking him for his out-
standing contribution to education in
the State of Georgia.

O 2030

MARCHESE CONSTRUCTION, LLC

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Marchese
Construction, LLC, a Savannah-based
company that has been named one of
America’s Top 100 Small Businesses by
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and its
small business platform, CO.

Out of more than 12,5600 applicants
nationwide, Marchese Construction
earned this distinction as part of the
2025 CO-100, which highlights excep-
tional innovation, leadership, and com-
munity impact.

For years, Marchese Construction
has played a vital role in building not
only structures, but also opportunities
across our region. Their commitment
to excellence and their dedication to
local partnerships have strengthened
Savannah’s economy and showcased
the entrepreneurial spirit that drives
small business success through Geor-
gia.

This recognition is a testament to
their hard work and the values they
bring to every project. We are proud to
see a business from Georgia’s First Dis-
trict receive national recognition for
excellence and community leadership.

COMMEMORATING THE 37TH ANNUAL GEORGIA

PEANUT TOUR

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to commemorate the
37th Annual Georgia Peanut Tour.

The 37th tour began in Valdosta,
Georgia, right around the onset of har-
vest season, making it the perfect time
to showcase some peanuts.

This year’s preeminent stop was at
Swilley Farms in which the Swilley
family has been tilling the land for
over 100 years. Danny Swilley con-
tinues to honor his family legacy, oper-
ating alongside his two brothers and
his father.

The Georgia Peanut Tour contacted
Swilley and other local farmers, allow-
ing them to showcase their farms and
support the industry.

The tour forges relationships, pro-
viding these businesses with the oppor-
tunity to connect with their customer
base. Tourists can gain insight into the
peanut harvesting process, infrastruc-
ture, production, handling, processing,
and utilization.

I want to congratulate the Swilley
family for highlighting their stories in
the peanut industry, from digging to
managing disease that can ruin the
harvest.

HONORING POOLER FIRE CHIEF WADE SIMMONS’
36 YEARS OF SERVICE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize an extraor-
dinary public servant, Pooler Fire-Res-
cue Chief Wade Simmons, who recently
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celebrated 36 years of dedicated service
as a career firefighter.

Chief Simmons began his journey in
1989 with the Southside Fire Depart-
ment, later joining Savannah Fire in
1998 before bringing his leadership to
Pooler in 2008. Under his direction,
Pooler Fire-Rescue has grown from a
small two-station department to a five-
station organization operating six com-
panies and a daily shift commander.

Throughout his career, Chief Sim-
mons has been a pillar in the fire serv-
ice community, known for his
mentorship, professionalism, and un-
wavering commitment to excellence.
He has strengthened departments
across Georgia through training, con-
sultation, and collaboration, earning
the respect of firefighters statewide.

For 36 years, Chief Simmons has
dedicated his life to protecting others
and preparing the next generation of
first responders. His service is an inspi-
ration to us all.

CELEBRATING JOE FUSILE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate excellence
that extends far beyond the football
field. Joe Fusile, a Georgia Tech stu-
dent, Richmond Hill High School alum-
nus, and civil engineering major, has
been named a semifinalist for the 2025
William V. Campbell Trophy.

Known as college football’s premier
scholar-athlete award, the William V.
Campbell Trophy honors the absolute
best for combined success in aca-
demics, athletics, and leadership.

This year, the National Football
Foundation announced 177
semifinalists across all of college foot-
ball. The average GPA among them is
an extraordinary 3.60 with more than
one-half already holding degrees. To be
nominated, a player must be a senior
or graduate student, carry at least a 3.2
GPA, excel on the field, and dem-
onstrate strong character and citizen-
ship.

Participating in the Uplifting Ath-
letes organization, a group that raises
awareness for individuals with rare dis-
eases, Mr. Fusile exemplifies what it
means to be a true Georgia Tech stu-
dent-athlete on and off the field.

HONORING THE LIFE OF RANDALL KATO

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the life of Ran-
dall Kato.

A native of Hawaii, Randall carried
his island warmth all the way to Geor-
gia, where he became legendary for his
dedication to surfing. He made the
daily drive from Hinesville to Tybee Is-
land just to greet the waves and his
friends.

Kato was not only the first one in the
water and the last one out, but he was
also a devoted father, friend, and men-
tor, uplifting everyone he met with
kindness and wisdom. Those who were
lucky enough to know him saw him as
a role model with a peaceful spirit and
a positive outlook on life. Kato fed off
the energy from surfing, forming a
physical and mental connection with
and a respect for nature.
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Even in the face of trials, he taught
by example that peace and resilience
would carry us through. Let us honor
that legacy and celebrate the life of a
true legend.

CELEBRATING BLAKE RAULERSON

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate an impor-
tant leadership appointment for the
University of Georgia. Go Dawgs.

Mr. Blake Raulerson has been named
the University of Georgia’s next vice
president for government relations, a
position he has earned through his
dedication and results for the univer-
sity.

Raulerson has spent the last 4 years
representing UGA, first as director of
State government relations and most
recently as associate vice president.
His leadership has been pivotal in se-
curing support for the university’s cap-
ital priorities, including $50 million in
State matching funds for the new
school of medicine.

President Jere Morehead praised
Blake’s decade of experience and abil-
ity to deliver results for the university.

Raulerson’s career spans service to
Lieutenant Governor Casey Cagle, Sen-
ator David Perdue, Georgia Farm Bu-
reau, and Governor Brian Kemp. He
succeeds Kevin Abernethy and will
oversee UGA’s government relations
strategy with State, Federal, and local
partners.

We welcome Blake Raulerson’s lead-
ership as UGA continues advancing
academic excellence for the great State
of Georgia.

RECOGNIZING THE COLLEGE OF COASTAL
GEORGIA

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the College
of Coastal Georgia, a public college in
Brunswick.

The college earned its fourth con-
secutive semester win of the
Chancellor’s Cup from the University
System of Georgia. This achievement
reflects the college’s continued mo-
mentum in enrollment growth and its
commitment to student success.

The Chancellor’s Cup is awarded to
institutions that have demonstrated
the highest increase in full-time enroll-
ment within their sector. Coastal Geor-
gia has consistently led the State col-
leges sector, enrolling 12 percent more
students this summer than the year be-
fore.

After the Chancellor’s Cup win, the
college began the 2024-2025 academic
year with its highest first-day numbers
and broke last year’s dual enrollment
record.

As Coastal Georgia continues to ex-
pand its reach and academic offerings,
the Chancellor’s Cup serves as both
recognition and motivation. Coastal
Georgia is a place where students
thrive, and that is a legacy to keep
building on.

I congratulate the College of Coastal
Georgia.

INDUCTING UGA ATHLETES INTO THE GEORGIA

SPORTS HALL OF FAME

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise today to congratulate three
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former University of Georgia athletes
on their induction into the Georgia
Sports Hall of Fame.

As an avid sports fan, it is great to
see these impressive athletes recog-
nized for their prowess.

Leah Brown is a 14-time All-Amer-
ican gymnast who rose to the national
number one in the all-around, vault,
and floor in 1997. She was the first to
record a 10.0 in her collegiate debut.

John Kasay was a 4-year letterman
from 1987-1990 on the football team. He
earned second-team All-SEC and third-
team All-American honors in his senior
season before a career in the NFL.

Bunny Fuller Harris was a star at
Taylor County High School, leading
her basketball team to four State titles
and 100 straight wins while averaging
22 points per game. She became the
leading scorer during the Georgia Lady
Bulldogs’ first winning season.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate these
athletes on their recognition of a life-
time.

O 2040

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF RITZ THEATRE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate a true
jewel of Georgia’s cultural heritage,
the Ritz Theatre in historic Brunswick,
marking its 1256th anniversary this
year.

Since its opening in 1899 as the Grand
Opera House, the Ritz has entertained
generations through vaudeville, silent
films, live theater, and modern per-
formances.

Despite years of challenge, including
a roof collapse and threat of demoli-
tion, the city and community rallied,
secured the theater, and restored it to
its former glory.

For more than a century, the Ritz
has been a gathering place where art,
music, and shared stories bring com-
munities together. It embodies resil-
ience, creativity, and faith in the
power of culture to unite us.

On this milestone, we honor everyone
who preserved this landmark: past
leaders, art advocates, volunteers, and
citizens of Brunswick. May the next 125
years see the Ritz grow stronger, wel-
come new audiences, and continue to
light up hearts across our State.
HONORING LIFE AND LEGACY OF DR. MARK VANN

STEWART

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the life and
the legacy of Dr. Mark Vann Stewart
of St. Marys, Georgia, who passed away
peacefully on September 25, 2025.

Dr. Stewart was a devoted husband,
father, brother, and friend whose life
was marked by faith, service, and kind-
ness. A proud graduate of the Univer-
sity of Georgia, he went on to earn ad-
vanced degrees from Valdosta State
University and the University of Sara-
sota.

For over 30 years, Dr. Stewart served
Camden County Schools as a teacher,
coach, administrator, and assistant su-
perintendent, later continuing his
work with Coastal Plains High School.
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Through his leadership, he touched
countless lives and shaped the future of
education in his community.

Beyond the classroom, he was a man
of faith who loved the Lord, his family,
golf, and the Georgia Bulldogs. His gen-
erosity, quiet strength, and compassion
left a lasting impact on all who knew
him.

We honor his life and celebrate his
legacy of faith and service.

HONORING DAWN BAKER

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Dawn Baker, a
news anchor from WTOC-TV in Savan-
nah. She was inducted into the Georgia
Association of Broadcasters’ 2026 Hall
of Fame class.

The GAB Hall of Fame requires that
one spend at least 20 years in broad-
casting and have a meaningful connec-
tion to Georgia, significant contribu-
tions to Georgia broadcasting, and a
strong record of achievement.

Dawn joined WTOC as a reporter in
1989 and has been elevating the sta-
tion’s standards ever since.

She is a strong leader in the news-
room, guiding hundreds of younger
journalists in her time at WTOC.

She believes the best part of being a
reporter is having the chance to help.

Her involvement and dedication to
community is second to none, making
her very deserving of this honor.

The 2026 Hall of Fame class reflects
the true spirit of Georgia broadcasting.
Their contributions have strengthened
local journalism, inspired future broad-
casters, and enriched our State.

Congratulations to Dawn.

CELEBRATING DR. DESHAUN MCGEE AS GEORGIA
ASSISTANT PRINCIPAL OF THE YEAR

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate Dr.
DeShaun McGee, assistant principal at
Bradwell Institute in Hinesville, for
being named Georgia Assistant Prin-
cipal of the Year by the Georgia Asso-
ciation of Secondary School Principals.

Dr. McGee stood out among more
than 140 applicants, thanks to his serv-
ant leadership, tireless energy, and
heartfelt commitment to students.

He is known for being present in the
lunchroom, in the hallways, and among
the faculty building relationships, of-
fering guidance, and making a tangible
difference every day.

Serving the students at Bradwell In-
stitute and the wider Liberty County
system, Dr. McGee leads with integ-
rity, compassion, and a clear vision for
educational success.

His work elevates his school, sup-
ports his colleagues, and strengthens
his community.

Please join me in recognizing Dr.
DeShaun McGee for this well-earned
honor and in thanking him for his out-
standing contribution to education in
the State of Georgia.

COMMEMORATING 37TH ANNUAL GEORGIA
PEANUT TOUR

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to commemorate the
37th Annual Georgia Peanut Tour.

The 37th tour began in Valdosta,
Georgia, right around the onset of har-
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vest season, making it the perfect time
to showcase some peanuts.

This year’s preeminent stop was at
Swilley Farms in which the Swilley
family has been tilling the land for
over 100 years.

Danny Swilley continues to honor his
family legacy, operating alongside his
two brothers and his father.

The Georgia Peanut Tour contacted
Swilley and other local farmers allow-
ing them to showcase their farms and
support the industry.

The tour forges relationships, pro-
viding these businesses with the oppor-
tunity to connect with their customer
base.

Tourists can gain insight into the
peanut harvesting process, infrastruc-
ture, production, handling, processing,
and utilization.

I congratulate the Swilley family for
highlighting their stories in the peanut
industry, from digging to managing
diseases that can ruin the harvest.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request
of Mr. JEFFRIES) for today on account
of flight delays.

———

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Kevin F. McCumber, Clerk of the
House, reported that on December 1,
2025, the following bill and joint resolu-
tions were presented to the President
of the United States for approval:

H.J. Res. 105. Providing for congressional
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to ‘“‘North
Dakota Field Office Record of Decision and
Approved Resource Management Plan’’.

H.J. Res. 106. Providing for congressional
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to ‘‘Cen-
tral Yukon Record of Decision and Approved
Resource Management Plan’’.

H.J. Res. 104. Providing for congressional
disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by the Bu-
reau of Land Management relating to ‘“Miles
City Field Office Record of Decision and Ap-
proved Resource Management Plan Amend-
ment’’.

H.R. 452. To award 3 Congressional Gold
Medals to the members of the 1980 U.S.
Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in recogni-
tion of their extraordinary achievement at
the 1980 Winter Olympics where, being com-
prised of amateur collegiate players, they
defeated the dominant Soviet hockey team
in the historic ‘‘Miracle on Ice”’, revitalizing
American morale at the height of the Cold
War, inspiring generations and transforming
the sport of hockey in the United States.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 45 minutes
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p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, December 2, 2025, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. GRIFFITH: Committee on Rules. H.
Res. 916. A resolution providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4312) to protect the
name, image, and likeness rights of student
athletes and to promote fair competition
with respect to intercollegiate athletics, and
for other purposes; providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1005) to prohibit ele-
mentary and secondary schools from accept-
ing funds from or entering into contracts
with the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China and the Chinese Communist
Party, and for other purposes; providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1049) to ensure
that parents are aware of foreign influence
in their child’s public school, and for other
purposes; providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 1069) to prohibit the availability of
Federal education funds for elementary and
secondary schools that receive direct or indi-
rect support from the Government of the
People’s Republic of China; providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2965) to re-
quire the Administrator of the Small Busi-
ness Administration to ensure that the small
business regulatory budget for a small busi-
ness concern in a fiscal year is not greater
than zero, and for other purposes; and pro-
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4305)
to direct the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of
the Small Business Administration to estab-
lish a Red Tape Hotline to receive notifica-
tions of burdensome agency rules, and for
other purposes (Rept. 119-391). Referred to
the House Calendar.

———

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 Mrs. MCCLAIN:

H.R. 6329. A bill to ensure that Federal
agencies rely on the best reasonably avail-
able scientific, technical, demographic, eco-
nomic, and statistical information and evi-
dence to develop, issue or inform the public
of the nature and bases of Federal agency
rules and guidance, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, 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. JACK:

H.R. 6330. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for lump-sum reloca-
tion payments for Federal employees relo-
cated in the interest of the Government, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Mr. MILLER of Ohio (for himself,
Mr. SHREVE, Mr. McCAUL, and Mr.
MOYLAN):

H.R. 6331. A bill to modify certain defini-
tions under the Export Control Reform Act
of 2018; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. WALKINSHAW (for himself,
Mr. COMER, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia,
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Ms. MCCLELLAN, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
SUBRAMANYAM, Mr. VINDMAN, Mr.
MCGUIRE, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. GUTHRIE,
and Mr. TURNER of Ohio):

H.R. 6332. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
10660 Page Avenue in Fairfax, Virginia, as
the ‘‘Congressman Gerald E. Connolly Post
Office Building’’; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (for himself and
Mrs. HOUCHIN):

H.R. 6333. A bill to ensure responsible age
assurance practices within the mobile eco-
system, particularly concerning the protec-
tion of minors, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (for himself and
Ms. MALOY):

H.R. 6334. A bill to amend section 230 of the
Communications Act of 1934 and the TAKE
IT DOWN Act to combat cyberstalking and
intimate privacy violations, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (for himself and
Ms. GOODLANDER):

H.R. 6335. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a tax on digital
advertising services, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committee on Education and
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. FEDORCHAK (for herself and
Mr. WEBER of Texas):

H.R. 6336. A bill to prohibit the allocation
of costs for a certain transmission facility to
consumers of a State the public officials of
which did not expressly consent to such
transmission facility, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. MCCLAIN (for herself and Mr.
HIMES):

H.R. 6337. A bill to increase the supply of
affordable housing in America; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Transportation
and Infrastructure, Veterans’ Affairs, Appro-
priations, Agriculture, Energy and Com-
merce, the Budget, and Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. MEEKS (for himself and Mrs.
Kim):

H.R. 6338. A bill to require the imposition
of sanctions with respect to foreign persons
and foreign vessels that engage in illegal, un-
reported, and unregulated fishing, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, and in addition to the Committee on
the Judiciary, 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. NORTON:

H.R. 6339. A bill to amend the District of
Columbia Home Rule Act to permit the Dis-
trict of Columbia to establish the timing of
special elections for local office in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mr. PAPPAS (for himself, Mr.
MOYLAN, and Mr. GOLDEN of Maine):

H.R. 6340. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to include the program of ad-
vanced training in the Senior Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps in the computation of
the length of service in the Armed Forces of
an individual appointed as an officer on the
basis of satisfactorily completing the re-
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quirements of such program; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Ms. SCHRIER (for herself and Ms.
STRICKLAND):

H.R. 6341. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to provide grants to covered en-
tities to develop, modify, or implement cli-
mate adaptation and climate mitigation pro-
posals on agricultural land, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
CARTER of Louisiana):

H.R. 6342. A bill to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide assistance for com-
mon interest communities, condominiums,
and housing cooperatives damaged by a
major disaster, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Ms. TOKUDA (for
BEGICH, and Mr. CASE):

H.R. 6343. A bill to amend the National Ag-
ricultural Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 to extend education
grant programs for Alaska Native serving in-
stitutions and Native Hawaiian serving insti-
tutions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 6344. A bill to require the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development to require
public housing agencies to disclose contracts
entered into, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. TORRES of New York (for him-
self and Mr. LAWLER):

H.R. 6345. A bill to require the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development to establish
Federal guidelines for point-access block
buildings, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. TORRES of New York:

H.R. 6346. A bill to prohibit the Com-
mandant of the Coast Guard from issuing
guidance that is less restrictive on prohib-
iting divisive or hate symbols and flags than
the memorandum titled ‘‘Coast Guard Policy
and Lawful Order Prohibiting Divisive or
Hate Symbols and Flags’’, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr.
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. KHANNA, Ms.
JACOBS, and Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE):

H. Con. Res. 64. Concurrent resolution to
direct the removal of United States Armed
Forces from hostilities within or against
Venezuela that have not been authorized by
Congress; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

herself, Mr.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR (for himself, Mr.
JAMES, Mr. BERGMAN, Ms. SCHOLTEN,
Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. WALBERG, Mrs.
DINGELL, Mr. BARRETT, Ms. MCDON-
ALD RIVET, Mrs. MCCLAIN, Ms. STE-
VENS, Ms. TLAIB, and Mr. THANEDAR):

H. Res. 917. A resolution congratulating
Korson’s Tree Farms in Montcalm County in
Sidney Township for being selected to pro-
vide the 2025 White House Christmas Tree; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mrs. SYKES:

H. Res. 918. A resolution honoring and com-
memorating 200 years of historic contribu-
tions to American culture made by the city
of Akron; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

————

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
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granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mrs. MCCLAIN:

H.R. 6329.

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. JACK:

H.R. 6330.

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. MILLER of Ohio:

H.R. 6331.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. WALKINSHAW:

H.R. 6332.

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. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R. 6333.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R. 6334.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R. 6335.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mrs. FEDORCHAK:

H.R. 6336.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mrs. MCCLAIN:

H.R. 6337.

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. MEEKS:

H.R. 6338.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 6339.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution

By Mr. PAPPAS:

H.R. 6340.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution states that ‘‘Congress
shall have the authority to make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.”

By Ms. SCHRIER:

H.R. 6341.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 6342.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I Section 8
By Ms. TOKUDA:
H.R. 6343.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution.
By Mr. TORRES of New York:
H.R. 6344.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8.
By Mr. TORRES of New York:
H.R. 6345.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8.
By Mr. TORRES of New York:
H.R. 6346.
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. 138: Mr. GOODEN.

. 262: Mr. EDWARDS.

. 269: Mr. SUOZZI.

. 286: Mr. SUOZZI.

. 335: Ms. GREENE of Georgia.

. 349: Mr. VAN DREW.

. 381: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.

. 409: Mr. KENNEDY of New York.
. 516: Mrs. MCCLAIN Delaney.

. 621: Mr. PAPPAS.

. 637: Mrs. FLETCHER.

. 717: Mr. LEVIN.

. 721: Mr. GOLDMAN of New York.
. 929: Mr. MACKENZIE.

. 987: Mr. SIMPSON.

. 1083: Mr. SCHMIDT.

. 1094: Mr. SuozzIl and Mr. CARSON.

H.R. 1106: Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr.
NADLER, Ms. MENG, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms.
SCHOLTEN, and Ms. MORRISON.

H.R. 1171: Mr. CARSON and Mr. LARSON of
Connecticut.

H.R. 1178: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 1189: Mr. KENNEDY of New York.

H.R. 1227: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 1241: Mr. SCHMIDT.

H.R. 1269: Mr. LANGWORTHY.

H.R. 1299: Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. STAUBER, Mr.
VINDMAN, and Mr. GIMENEZ.

H.R. 1340: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1349: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 1410: Ms. CRAIG.

H.R. 1415: Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas.

H.R. 1494: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 1509: Mrs. FLETCHER, Mr. LEVIN, and
Mr. SHREVE.

H.R. 1510: Mrs. BEATTY.

H.R. 1521: Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas.

H.R. 1566: Mr. CORREA, Mr. WALBERG, Ms.
ANSARI, and Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 1614: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 1659: Mr. ALFORD.

H.R. 1661: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.

H.R. 1667: Ms. TOKUDA.

H.R. 1668: Mr. BRECHEEN.

H.R. 1733: Mr. WHITESIDES.

H.R. 1781: Mr. KEATING.

H.R. 1783: Mr. LANDSMAN.

H.R. 1845: Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 1939: Ms. GARCIA of Texas.

H.R. 1945: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1958: Ms. VAN DUYNE.
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H.R. 2028: Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 2137: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia.

H.R. 2199: Mr. BEAN of Florida, Ms. DEAN of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of
Texas.

H.R. 2213: Mr. HORSFORD.

H.R. 2220: Mr. GOLDEN of Maine.

H.R. 2232: Mr. WESTERMAN.

H.R. 2253: Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr.
VASQUEZ, and Ms. BALINT.

H.R. 2268: Mr. WHITESIDES.

. 2279: Mr. LANGWORTHY.

. 2426: Mr. WHITESIDES.

. 2485: Ms. ANSARI.

. 2491: Mr. DOGGETT and Ms. RANDALL.
. 2623: Mr. RUIZ.

. 2729: Mr. QUIGLEY.

. 2743: Mr. BERA.

. 2771: Mr. WHITESIDES.

. 2830: Mr. PAPPAS.

. 2848: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut.
. 2880: Mr. MAGAZINER.

. 2940: Mr. MACKENZIE.

. 3006: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 3028: Mr. MOSKOWITZ and Mr. HURD of
Colorado.

H.R. 3051:

H.R. 3071:

H.R. 3105:
. 3112:
. 3132:
. 3151:
. 3184:
. 3316:
. 33176:
. 3429:
. 3514:
BENTZ.

H.R. 3533:

H.R. 3627: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 3674: Mr. CARSON.

H.R. 3699: Mrs. LUNA, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and
Mr. HILL of Arkansas.

H.R. 3743: Mr. VALADAO.

H.R. 3747: Ms. BoONAMICI, Mr. PAPPAS, and
Mr. DOGGETT.

H.R. 3753: Mr. WHITESIDES.

H.R. 3757: Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. UNDERWOOD,
Mr. CASE, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. MCGARVEY, and Mr.
IVEY.

H.R. 3852:

H.R. 3859:

H.R. 3946:

H.R. 3950:

H.R. 4119:

Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

FRIEDMAN.

QUIGLEY.

LANGWORTHY.

PALLONE and Mr. TRAN.
CRENSHAW.

BYNUM.

SCHNEIDER.

JAYAPAL.

ANSARI.

CARSON.

VALADAO, Ms. TITUS, and Mr.

Mr. DAVIDSON.

Ms. ESCOBAR.

Mr. GOLDMAN of Texas.
Mrs. HAYES.

Mr. MOORE of Alabama.
Mr. GOODEN.

H.R. 4155: Mr. NUNN of Iowa.

H.R. 4167: Mr. NUNN of Iowa and Mr. WIL-
LIAMS of Texas.

H.R. 4168: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut.

H.R. 4169: Mr. LAWLER.

H.R. 4204: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 4206: Mr. HURD of Colorado and Ms.
FRIEDMAN.

H.R. 4231: Mr. TURNER of Ohio.

H.R. 4304: Mr. EZELL.

H.R. 4317: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas.

H.R. 4385: Mrs. BEATTY and Ms. WILLIAMS
of Georgia.

H.R. 4397: Mr. COLLINS, Mr. WIED, Mr.
MOORE of West Virginia, Mr. HARIDOPOLOS,
Mr. GILL of Texas, Ms. VAN DUYNE, and Mr.
MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 4398: Mr. WHITESIDES.

H.R. 4509: Ms. MCBRIDE.

H.R. 4516: Ms. CRAIG and Mr. HORSFORD.

H.R. 4565: Mr. SCHMIDT.

H.R. 4588: Mr. FINSTAD, Mr. STAUBER, Mrs.
DINGELL, and Mr. LANDSMAN.

H.R. 4696: Mr. CASAR, Mr. GARCIA of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE.

H.R. 4721: Mr. LEVIN.
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H.R. 4731:
H.R. 4958:
H.R. 5104:
H.R. 5106:
H.R. 5222:
H.R. 5267:
H.R. 5269:
H.R. 5271:
H.R. 5325:
H.R. 535T:

H.R. 5434:
RASKIN.
H.R. 5439:
McCOLLUM.
H.R. 5476:
H.R. 5486:
Mr. IVEY.
H.R. 5491:
H.R. 5527:

H.R. 5529: Mr. WITTMAN and Ms. CRAIG.

H.R. 5604: Mrs. HAYES.

H.R. 5616: Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr. MOORE of
West Virginia, and Mr. SORENSEN.

H.R. 5710: Mr. PFLUGER.

H.R. 5767: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 5776: Mr. LAWLER.

H.R. 5814: Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas.

H.R. 5815: Mr. PFLUGER.

H.R. 5888: Mr. SCHMIDT.

H.R. 5959: Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and
Mr. LAWLER.

H.R. 5968: Mr. COLLINS.

H.R. 5973: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 6000: Mr. MCGARVEY and Mr.
ORDEN.

H.R. 6010: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 6020: Mr. CASTEN.

H.R. 6035: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 6056: Mr. FROST, Mrs. FLETCHER, Mr.
IVEY, Mr. MCGARVEY, Mr. MRVAN, and Ms.
STRICKLAND.

H.R. 6058: Mr.

H.R. 6108: Mr.

H.R. 6109: Mr.

H.R. 6110: Mr.

H.R. 6111: Mr.

H.R. 6112: Mr.

H.R. 6113: Mr.

H.R. 6114: Mr. CASAR.

H.R. 6115: Mr. CASAR.

H.R. 6130: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia and Mr.
TORRES of New York.

H.R. 6137: Mr. TONKO and Ms. ANSARI.

H.R. 6146: Mr. LALOTA.

H.R. 6161: Mr. NUNN of Iowa and Mr.
STUTZMAN.

H.R. 6165: Mr. TURNER of Ohio.

H.R. 6166: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr.
HOYER, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. SIMON,
Mr. RILEY of New York, Mr. CoSTA, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. CHU, Ms. UNDER-
WwooD, Ms. DEXTER, Mr. COURTNEY, Mrs.
MCIVER, Ms. GILLEN, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 6181: Ms. BARRAGAN, Mrs. FLETCHER,
and Mr. CARTER of Louisiana.

H.R. 6191: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 6204: Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 6225: Mr. DONALDS.

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.

Ms. SIMON, Mr. TONKO, and Mr.

CONAWAY.

NORTON.

DESAULNIER.

SELF.

HOULAHAN.

TAYLOR and Ms. TENNEY.
SUO0ZZI.

JOHNSON of Georgia.
BALINT.

DAVIDS of Kansas.

Mr. CARSON, Ms. MATSUI, and Ms.

Ms. FRIEDMAN.
Mr. STANTON, Ms. FRIEDMAN, and

Mr. MOOLENAAR.
Ms. CRAIG.

VAN

SHREVE.
CASAR.
CASAR.
CASAR.
CASAR.
CASAR.
CASAR.

H.R. 6231: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr. CAREY.

H.R. 6243: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
and Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 6249: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 6271: Ms. MORRISON.
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H.R. 6275: Mr. SHREVE.

H.R. 6278: Mr. COLLINS, Mr. CISCOMANI, and
Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 6297: Mr. LAWLER.

H.R. 6302: Mr. MOYLAN.

H.R. 6322: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Mrs. MCCLAIN, and Mr. HARDER
of California.

H.J. Res. 9: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.J. Res. 132: Ms. FRIEDMAN.

e S S

Con.
Con.
Res.
Res.
Res.
Res.
Res.
Res.
Res.
Res.

Res. 12: Mr. MASSIE.
Res. 27: Mr. LEVIN.

155:
220:
603:
635:
795:
841:
846:
866:

Mr. SCHNEIDER.

Mr. BAIRD.

Mrs. GRIJALVA.

Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. CARSON.
Mr. PAPPAS.

Mr. SUOZZI.

Mrs. FLETCHER.

Mr. SELF.

December 1, 2025

H. Res. 882: Mr. SHREVE.

H. Res. 899: Ms. RANDALL, Mr. DESAULNIER,
Ms. ADAMS, and Mrs. FLETCHER.

H. Res. 906: Mr. COHEN.

H. Res. 909: Ms. TITUS.

H. Res. 912: Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. BACON, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. GOLDEN of
Maine, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. SELF, and Mr.
MOORE of Alabama.
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