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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 18, 2025.

I hereby appoint the Honorable CAROL D.
MILLER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

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

Lord our God, in this time of year
when many faith traditions celebrate
the gift of divine light in a world of
darkness, may we each come to ac-
knowledge that You alone are the
source of all light. At creation, when
the world was without form and empty
of life, when darkness had dominion
over the deep, Your spirit hovered over
the waters, and You allowed Your light
to break through the darkness and give
us life.

Try as we may to shed our own light
on the issues that trouble us or to dis-
pel the darkness of our disagreements,
it is only Your truth that can illu-
minate our lives and enlighten the way
ahead.

When we imagine it is our power that
shapes the future, or our knowledge
that grants us direction, remind us
that it is only by Your blessing that
anything we attempt will endure.
Enter our lives this day and bring the
light of Your salvation into our world
in this season.

Grant us renewed awareness that You
are the one true light who comes from

above and is above all. Humble us, that

You would increase and we would de-

crease, so that Your light would shine

unheeded, and we might receive Your

hope and guidance this day and always.
In Your eternal name, we pray.
Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

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

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

————

RECOGNIZING UNION COUNTY
WEST END FIRE COMPANY

(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.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize Union County West End Fire Com-
pany for 75 years of dedicated service
to the community.

Founded in 1950, the Union County
West End Fire Company has been an-

swering the call to serve the commu-
nity and protect their neighbors in
times of need. Our volunteer fire-
fighters provide fire, rescue, and EMS
services, often balancing it with day
jobs and family commitments.

These professionally trained volun-
teers are the backbone of fire protec-
tion and emergency response, espe-
cially in our rural communities. They
are there in emergency situations like
fires, car accidents, medical calls, and
disaster response. Their commitment
to service and teamwork is second to
none.

The Union County West End Fire
Company gives back throughout the
year, whether it is delivering turkeys
to families during the holidays, escort-
ing local sports teams to the final
round of playoff games, or celebrating
championship wins. They truly are the
heart of the community.

Madam Speaker, I congratulate the
Union County West End Fire Company
on 75 years of outstanding service.

———
HONORING CARL ROSEN

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

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor Carl
Rosen, one of the legendary architects
of working-class power in Chicago.

As president of the United Electrical
Workers, Carl has always understood
that power is never given. It is orga-
nized, disciplined, and won.

From the shop floor to the ballot
box, he has been instrumental in build-
ing real power for working-class com-
munities. A master tactician and nego-
tiator, he knows when to apply pres-
sure, when to build alliances, and when
to move decisively.

From the Republic Windows fight to
other moments that shaped Chicago’s
political order, Carl has been a steady
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presence, helping working people se-
cure monumental victories.

I am proud to call Carl a friend and
one of my closest and most trusted ad-
visers. To some, he is a strategist, and
to others, he is an organizer. I think he
is a faithful interpreter of working-
class power and a whisperer of the pro-
letariat. To Carl, here is to our legacy
years.

REMEMBERING SERGEANT WIL-
LIAM HOWARD AND SERGEANT
EDGAR TORRES-TOVAR

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

Mrs. HINSON. Madam Speaker, I rise
today with a profound sense of 1oss.

Sergeant William Nathaniel Howard
of Marshalltown and Sergeant Edgar
Brian Torres-Tovar of Des Moines were
killed in action by ISIS terrorists
while serving on a counterterrorism
mission in Syria.

Yesterday, I had the solemn honor of
attending the dignified transfer of
these fallen heroes. No words can fully
capture the weight of that moment or
the depth of gratitude that we owe
these heroes and their families.

Mothers and fathers should never
have to bury their children. Our hearts
are broken for these Gold Star fami-
lies.

My husband, Matt, and I are mourn-
ing alongside you, and we join Ameri-
cans across the country asking our
Lord to hold close the families of the
fallen. Watch over our troops, and bless
our military families.

Sergeant Howard and Sergeant
Torres-Tovar represent the very best of
Iowa, and they will forever be remem-
bered as heroes.

———

TRIBUTE TO JOHN “FOOTY”
KROSS

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

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.
Madam Speaker, it is with a heavy
heart that I rise to pay tribute to my
dear friend and south Florida icon, the
legendary John ‘“‘Footy’’ Kross, who we
lost on December 13, 2025.

Footy helped wake up south Florida
for more than 30 years on the Y100
Morning Show, and his commitment to
community was second to none.

Footy was a mainstay in the south
Florida community, a passionate anti-
drug crusader, and an incurable chick-
en wing junkie.

Originally, he created Footy’s Wing
Ding, a chicken wing eating competi-
tion, as a fundraiser to aid Here’s Help,
a not-for-profit organization that as-
sists adults and children with sub-
stance abuse addictions.

Although the event began mainly as
a competition to crown the maker of
south Florida’s best chicken wings, it

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

evolved over the years into a popular
spot for pop music’s hottest stars.

Each year, Footy’s Wing Ding
brought a host of celebrities to south
Florida to raise thousands of dollars
for charity, from Here’s Help to the
Sun Sentinel-WB Television Channel 39
Children’s Fund, and many others.

Madam Speaker, it is my privilege to
honor his life and service to our com-
munity. There was no one with better
humor or good nature than Footy. I
know I speak for countless south Flo-
ridians when I say I will miss his
friendship, voice, and advocacy. May
his memory be for a blessing.

———
0 0910

CONGRATULATING RAINES HIGH
SCHOOL VIKINGS

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

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, throughout history, Vikings were
known as fearless explorers and war-
riors who never backed down from a
challenge. That same spirit lives on in
Jacksonville, Florida, where Raines
High School Vikings have written their
own chapter of triumph by capturing
Florida’s Class 3A State football cham-
pionship in dramatic fashion.

In a thrilling 23-22 comeback victory
over Miami Northwestern, the Vikings
showed resilience, sealing the win—get
this, Madam Speaker—with a touch-
down pass with just 10 seconds to spare.

This remarkable finish marks the
fourth State title in the proud history
of the Raines football program. This
victory is a testament to the hard
work and fighting spirit of these stu-
dent athletes. Unlike the Vikings of
old, they emerged triumphant through
teamwork, preparation, and heart.

Madam Speaker, I congratulate
Raines High School. Jacksonville is
very proud.

KEEPING HEALTHCARE
AFFORDABLE

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

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to warn my colleagues of the
pending healthcare crisis that Congress
is allowing to happen. As Sergeant Fri-
day used to say: ‘‘Just the facts,
ma’am.”

I am speaking on behalf of the facts
that are impacting the people of the
San Joaquin Vallen in California, the
bread basket that puts food on Amer-
ica’s dinner table every night.

Yesterday, my colleagues on the
other side passed a partisan bill that
fails to renew the Affordable Care Act’s
enhanced premium tax credits that
help over 24 million American families
afford coverage.

In my district, over 65,000 families
risk losing Medicaid. Another 22,000
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families face higher premiums and out-
of-pocket costs. This also impacts the
hospitals and healthcare clinics which
provide that important care, especially
in rural areas. By the way, that is also
jobs.

Congress has a responsibility to pre-
vent families from being priced out of
the healthcare market. That is the bot-
tom line. There is a bipartisan solution
ready to go. Instead, we are going
home for the holidays. We are not ad-
dressing the issue.

Madam Speaker, I will not be leaving
town until we bring this measure to
the floor. Every American deserves re-
liable and afford healthcare.

———————

REMEMBERING WEST ORANGE-
STARK COACH DAN HOOKS

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

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, today we remember Coach Dan
Hooks, a legend in Texas high school
football and a man who just meant so
much more to his community than just
wins and trophies.

For nearly 30 years at West Orange-
Stark High School, Coach Hooks
showed up every single day for his
players. He pushed them. He believed
in them. He held them to a higher
standard.

Yes, there were championships and
unforgettable Friday night lights.
What really mattered happened beyond
the scoreboard: the lessons about team-
work, discipline, and doing things the
right way.

Coach Hooks wasn’t just preparing
young men for football games. He was
preparing them for life. Long after the
cheers faded and the stadium lights
went dark, those lessons stayed with
them and carried on for generations to
come.

Madam  Speaker, his influence
reached far beyond the field. It is why
this community will always carry his
name with pride. Coach Dan Hooks
built men, built a program, and built a
legacy that will live on in West Orange
for generations.

SPEEDING UP FLOW OF FEMA
DOLLARS

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

Ms. ROSS. Madam Speaker, this
week I introduced the FEMA Adminis-
trative Reform Act to accelerate the
delivery of Federal disaster recovery
aid to western North Carolina.

All year, President Trump and his
administration have continued to with-
hold aid and politicize disaster relief.
In June, DHS Secretary Kristi Noem
implemented a policy requiring her
personal approval of any contract
above $100,000, including FEMA dis-
aster aid reimbursements. This result
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has been delay after delay and local
communities waiting endlessly for the
aid they desperately need.

Madam Speaker, my bill would re-
verse this disastrous policy and speed
up the flow of Federal dollars to west-
ern North Carolina and communities
across the country. It is clear that
Congress needs to take action. Our peo-
ple need the relief that Congress ap-
proved over a year ago.

————
RECOGNIZING SHARON MURPHY

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

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Sharon
Murphy of Horseheads, New York, a
truly special public servant from New
York’s southern tier. For more than 15
years, Sharon served the people of New
York’s 23rd Congressional District with
professionalism, compassion, and a
genuine heart for service.

She was a steady presence in our
community, serving three consecutive
Members of Congress, and always put-
ting the people first. Known for her
kindness and reliability, Sharon often
worked behind the scenes to help fami-
lies through their most difficult mo-
ments. She took great pride in man-
aging our service academy nomina-
tions, helping young men and women
take their first steps toward a career
serving this Nation.

As Sharon Murphy enters her retire-
ment, I will miss having her on my
staff. I will miss her. My staff will miss
her. My community will miss her

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to join me in thanking Sharon Murphy
for her outstanding service and in
wishing her every happiness in this
next chapter of her life.

————

COUNTING BLESSINGS AND CELE-
BRATING LIGHT OVER DARK-
NESS

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

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I try to slow down at this
time of the year, a season of giving
thanks, coming together, and counting
blessings. It is a season, regardless of
one’s faith—maybe really because of
all of our faith traditions—to celebrate
light, light over darkness.

For 75 years, my community of Ab-
ington, Pennsylvania, has hosted an
interfaith Thanksgiving service. This
year, hundreds gathered at Temple-
Beth Am, warmly welcomed by Rabbi
Robert Leib.

Pastors and priests, rabbis and
imams, we were young and old, faith
leaders and civic leaders, and what was
clear from the readings and beautiful
song is our different faiths have so
much more in common. It is a common
call to lift one another, welcome the
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stranger, feed the hungry, mourn with
those who mourn, to love one another,
price peache over conflict, and recog-
nize our common humanity. It is
“Tikkun olam’’; ‘‘repair the world.”

This season, as we have come by a
way we did not know to the end of an-
other year, I am counting blessings and
focusing on the light.

0 0920
HONORING GLENN MILLER

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

Mrs. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a member of the Gri-
jalva team who has served this great
institution since 2003.

Glenn Miller was a trusted source of
wisdom, institutional knowledge, and a
sounding board to my father, Congress-
man Raul Grijalva.

Throughout his more than two dec-
ades of public service in Washington,
Glenn brought a mix that is hard to
find: brutal honesty and unrelenting
compassion.

His frank insight was instrumental
for the House Natural Resources Com-
mittee, including flagship efforts such
as the Donald McEachin Environ-
mental Justice for All Act and the Baaj
Nwaavjo I’tah Kukveni-Ancestral Foot-
prints of the Grand Canyon National
Monument.

During complex negotiations, Glenn
was the reason that every voice was
heard. His leadership produced endur-
ing reforms that will impact genera-
tions and continue to inspire Federal
policies that promise a cleaner, fairer
future where every community enjoys
clean air, clean water, open space, and
economic opportunity.

I thank Glenn for standing by my
dad’s side for 37 years and for all he has
done for me and my entire family. We
love Glenn.

STANDARDIZING PERMITTING AND
EXPEDITING ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WESTERMAN. 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 H.R. 4776.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WEBER of Texas). Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 951 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4776.

The Chair appoints the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. MILLER) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4776) to
amend the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 to clarify ambiguous
provisions and facilitate a more effi-
cient, effective, and timely environ-
mental review process, with Mrs. MIL-
LER of West Virginia in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Natural Resources
or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WESTERMAN) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUFFMAN) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Madam Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chair, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4776, the Standardizing Permit-
ting and Expediting Economic Develop-
ment Act.

The SPEED Act is a focused, bipar-
tisan effort to restore common sense
and accountability to Federal permit-
ting by reforming the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, or NEPA.

When Congress passed NEPA in 1969,
it did so with the best of intentions. It
directed Federal agencies to consider
the environmental impacts of major
Federal actions.

Unfortunately, what was meant to
facilitate responsible development has
been twisted into a bureaucratic bot-
tleneck that delays investments in the
infrastructure and technologies that
make our country run.

The first Trump administration
found that the average NEPA environ-
mental impact statement between 2013
and 2018 totaled 575 pages and took 4.7
years to complete. A quarter of them
took 6 years or more, a glacial pace
that costs the economy more than $100
billion a year.

Madam Chair, what reward do project
sponsors get for persevering through
this slog? Too often, a gauntlet of pre-
meditated, predatory lawsuits. Nation-
ally, NEPA is the most litigated envi-
ronmental statute. According to the
Breakthrough Institute, just 10 envi-
ronmental organizations are respon-
sible for 35 percent of all NEPA law-
suits. On average, it takes over 4 years
to resolve NEPA-related litigation on
environmental impact statements. I
doubt there is a single Member of the
House who has not heard of a NEPA
horror story from a family construc-
tion company or a local official back
home. Today, the word ‘“NEPA” is
more synonymous with red tape and
waste than genuine environmental pro-
tection. The SPEED Act would restore
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NEPA to its original aim of inten-
tional, sustainable economic develop-
ment.

The legislation fixes three major
problems that, over the decades, have
turned NEPA into a bureaucratic black
hole.

First, it restricts NEPA lawsuits to
parties who are actually impacted by a
project, aligning judicial remedies with
the procedural nature of NEPA, while
establishing reasonable filing deadlines
to prevent litigation from being used
as an indefinite delay tactic.

Second, it clarifies what projects
must go through NEPA, ensuring that
only projects with significant Federal
involvement trigger review.

Third, it codifies and strengthens key
aspects of the Supreme Court’s Seven
County Infrastructure Coalition v.
Eagle County decision from this past
May, clarifying the scope of environ-
mental review under NEPA.

The SPEED Act is project neutral.
Its reforms will ensure a fair, predict-
able process and a level playing field
for Federal projects across all agencies
and industries.

It is also timely. The United States’
energy demand is projected to rise by
35 to 50 percent by 2040. Data centers
alone could see their energy consump-
tion triple in the next 5 years. The
electricity that we will need to power
Al computing for civilian and military
use is a national imperative. Every
day, NEPA red tape is becoming more
and more of an obstacle to American
security and prosperity.

By restoring NEPA to its original in-
tent, the SPEED Act will expedite in-
frastructure projects, bring down
prices, and help Americans realize the
energy dominance and mineral abun-
dance that our natural resources prom-
ise.

That is why a coalition of more than
300 industry associations, businesses,
and trade groups from all 50 States and
Puerto Rico support this legislation.
They know the SPEED Act means jobs,
fairness, growth, and a safer, more af-
fordable future.

Madam Chair, I thank the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. GOLDEN) for his part-
nership in this effort. I also thank the
many Members from across the aisle
who have engaged in a productive man-
ner to develop and improve this legisla-
tion.

Madam Chair, the SPEED Act will
deliver the energy and infrastructure
that Americans need. I urge my col-
leagues to support the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

This is our last day in session before
Republicans close up shop and send ev-
eryone home for a couple of weeks.

The majority could be using this
time to do something, such as provide
actual solutions to the healthcare cliff
that the country is about to go off of,
address the affordable cost of all man-
ner of goods and utilities that have
been set in motion by their wrong-
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headed policies, but no. Instead of
doing anything to help Americans
make ends meet, we are here on the
floor giving more gifts to Big O0il,
multibillion-dollar foreign mining cor-
porations, and specialty interests like
the NRA.

I guess merry Christmas to all of
them and a big lump of coal for every-
one else.

To no one’s surprise, Republicans
have been working all year on hand-
outs to Big 0Oil that were written for
and by the oil and gas industry. The
first bill up on our Christmas list is for
polluters. It has been at the top of
their wish list for as long as I have
been in this Congress. It is the SPEED
Act, which is being sold to us as per-
mitting reform, and a spoiler alert: It
is not permitting reform.

The bill takes a sledgehammer to the
National Environmental Policy Act,
one of our foundational environmental
laws.

NEPA was enacted in 1970 on a bipar-
tisan basis to require Federal agencies
to do something that seems very basic:
to understand the consequences of
their actions and to listen to the af-
fected American communities before
approving major proposed projects. It
is often described as telling agencies
that they need to look before they
leap.

Madam Chair, I am not opposed to re-
forms to make NEPA and other laws
work better and to make it more effi-
cient, especially for the build-out of
the stuff we need: clean energy and es-
sential infrastructure. However, we can
do that while maintaining appropriate
environmental protections, respecting
Tribal consultation, and protecting
community input. The SPEED Act
does great damage to all of those
things.

Instead, it abandons transparency
and accountability, while ignoring the
single biggest permitting problem fac-
ing the energy sector right now: the
Trump administration’s all-out war
against wind and solar, which includes
a total refusal to permit these projects.

From the beginning, Democrats
across Capitol Hill have expressed a
willingness to negotiate on permitting
reform, including changes to NEPA,
but the first thing we needed to see was
an end to the crazy, arbitrary war on
clean energy that is needlessly driving
up energy costs for millions of Ameri-
cans.

I hope you will just take a look at
the spaghetti mess behind me because
this is what Republicans have done to
the permitting process for wind and
solar projects.

On July 15, Secretary of the Interior
Doug Burgum signed a memo listing 69
individual actions that require his per-
sonal sign-off. Of course, this require-
ment only applies to wind and solar
projects, not to fossil fuels.

However, I will name just a few of
the things that now require Secretary
Burgum to pause his global tour pro-
moting fossil fuels all over the world
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and give personal sign-off. If you need
a temporary use permit for anything, if
you need a national trail system im-
pact evaluation, or if you need visual
impact analysis, the Secretary of the
Interior himself has to take a look at
what you are proposing and sign off—69
times if you want to actually get a per-
mit for a wind and solar project.
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This is madness. Since the memo’s
enactment, there has been only one
single solar project all year long that
has been approved. It was just yester-
day, and it happened only after heavy
lobbying from the Republican Governor
of Nevada, who told the Department of
the Interior that it wasn’t just that
project, that there are actually 33
gigawatts of solar and storage projects
that are in limbo right now because of
this logjam that they have created, and
that they are going to be key to sup-
porting affordable, reliable energy to
meet increased load growth.

To be clear, this is just one project
that has made it through the gauntlet.
It was fully approved, by the way,
under the Biden administration, but
then the Trump folks came along and
put the brakes on that project.

That is where we are. That is the
context for this conversation, where
my friends across the aisle claim to
care so much about an efficient permit-
ting process.

I think most Republicans would
agree, at least privately I think they
would agree, that wind and solar are
essential parts of the energy mix, de-
spite the President’s war against them.

That is why, at markup, Chair
WESTERMAN did incorporate a few
Democratic ideas that at least at-
tempted to provide some permitting
certainty for projects of all kinds. Now,
those amendments didn’t come any-
where close to actually providing cer-
tainty for wind and solar projects in
the face of the administration’s crazy
war on clean energy. The amendment
would not get clean energy permits
moving again, and it did nothing to
help projects that the administration
had already pulled the plug on.

Even that largely cosmetic step was
too much for the Freedom Caucus, and
so they struck again. They demanded
that the Committee on Rules attach
language to further stall clean energy
permitting and to make it even easier
for the Trump administration to con-
tinue blocking wind and solar projects
in order to bring the SPEED Act to the
floor today. That was the condition for
our being here, debating this bill on
the floor right now.

A bad bill got worse, so bad that the
American Clean Power Association
pulled its support, joining the Solar
Energy Industries Association in op-
posing the bill. For months, we heard
from Chair WESTERMAN exhibit A for
why Democrats should feel comfortable
supporting this bill: The American
Clean Power Association supports it.
That support has now curdled into op-
position.
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Mr. Chair, do you know who still sup-
ports it? The American Petroleum In-
stitute and the Koch-backed Americans
for Prosperity, which put out a state-
ment immediately after the Freedom
Caucus made the bill worse to an-
nounce their great affection and sup-
port for this bill.

The bill has lost any claim for ad-
vancing tech-neutral energy policy, if
it ever had one. Trust me when I say
that even if the House passes this bill
today, it is going nowhere in the Sen-
ate. What a missed opportunity to
tackle a serious issue that Democrats
were very interested in working on in
good faith to find some solutions for.

Mr. Chair, I strongly oppose this bill,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I am
glad my colleague across the aisle is so
good at reading the mind of the Senate,
but I know this legislation has bipar-
tisan support in the House and the Sen-
ate. We have over 375 organizations
from all industries in all 50 States that
support this legislation.

Also, I think my friend made the case
for why we need the SPEED Act. If we
want to stop administrative ping-pong,
then Congress has to act. The SPEED
Act is the bill to give us permit cer-
tainty so that we can build all across
our country in all different segments.

One area of the country that has been
adversely affected by bad permitting is
in northern Minnesota, the home of my
friend, Mr. STAUBER, whose district has
a lot of mining resources that can’t be
tapped because of permitting restraints
and administrative ping-pong.

Mr. Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
STAUBER), who is the chair of the Sub-
committee on Energy and Minerals.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 4776, which I am
proud to cosponsor.

I want to begin by commending two
of my good friends, Republican Chair-
man BRUCE WESTERMAN of the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources and
Democratic Representative JARED
GOLDEN, for their work in developing a
sensible, bipartisan, and balanced per-
mitting reform package that will allow
us to build all kinds of important
projects around this great country.

Our permitting system is broken and
has been broken for a long while. It is
almost as if our current permitting
system is designed to block projects
rather than build them. This is some-
thing that all of us on both sides of the
aisle should be able to agree on.

The bill before us today is not de-
signed to cut corners or weaken our
permitting system. It doesn’t weaken
environmental standards like the Clean
Water Act, Clean Air Act, or Endan-
gered Species Act, which are the bases
of our environmental protection here
in the United States. This legislation is
simply meant to address NEPA, which
I would like to remind my colleagues is
a process statute.

NEPA has been weaponized for over
half a century, virtually from day one.
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In fact, the first lawsuit utilized to
block a project under NEPA was filed
mere weeks after the statute was
signed into law. Since then, NEPA has
created a cottage industry for attor-
neys who have made a living suing to
block good projects.

The bill before us today is meant to
streamline the NEPA process and close
the loopholes that are constantly used
to block good projects—projects that
we need to modernize our infrastruc-
ture, ensure we have clean water, gen-
erate the energy that drives our econ-
omy, access critical minerals we need
to compete on the world stage, and so
much more.

Thanks to NEPA and our broken per-
mitting system, it takes 29 years, on
average, to permit and build a new
mine in the United States. That is not
okay.

I don’t think a day goes by that I
don’t hear from a constituent about
their permitting woes, and I figure that
is probably the case for most of my col-
leagues in this Chamber on both sides
of the aisle.

In northern Minnesota, the issue of
permitting is particularly acute. Not
only is our broken permitting system
used to block important critical min-
ing projects like Twin Metals,
NewRange, and Talon, but it is also
used to block simple core infrastruc-
ture projects that we can all agree on,
like water infrastructure or roads and
bridges.

In northern Minnesota, our cold win-
ters lead us to having a short construc-
tion window, much shorter than the
rest of the country. When a water in-
frastructure project or a road or bridge
project gets delayed, and they miss
that construction window, it delays the
project months and adds hundreds of
thousands of dollars to the project.

Mr. Chair, do you know who pays
those costs? The local taxpayer, not
those who are weaponizing loopholes in
our permitting system to block nec-
essary projects.

Our constituents have had to deal
with the shortfalls of our broken per-
mitting system for far too long, and it
is about time we address it.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
address this bill.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I need
to provide some translation services
for those who may not be fluent in Or-
wellian distortion.

When my colleague says that this
legislation only deals with NEPA, that
it doesn’t touch the Clean Water Act,
Clean Air Act, or Endangered Species
Act, what that really means is that
within the four corners of this par-
ticular bill, they are not gutting those
other laws. Rest assured, they are
working separately to gut those other
laws.

In fact, just last week, Republicans
attacked longstanding Clean Water Act
protections, and just yesterday, the
Committee on Natural Resources had a
markup that advanced their legislation
to gut the Endangered Species Act.
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For those who want to see a complete
annihilation of environmental protec-
tions across the board, rest assured,
our Republican friends are doing that,
just not all of it within the four cor-
ners of this bill.

There is another translation that I
think is needed. We heard from my
friend from Arkansas that they want to
end the administrative ping-pong proc-
ess. What they really mean by that, if
we actually read this bill, is that they
want the 69 individual steps that Sec-
retary Burgum has imposed on all solar
and wind projects to remain in place. I
guess that is not administrative ping-
pong, but I think it is an important
part of the translation.

Then, finally, we heard that this leg-
islation is about restoring NEPA’s
original intent, to just be a procedure
bill. It is important to understand that
NEPA does require procedure, but it re-
quires meaningful procedure for a very
important purpose: making sure that
government actions consider the im-
pacts of what they are doing and, with
transparency and accountability, in-
clude communities so we can protect
the environment, human health, and
other values.
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When you strip all of that out and
leave NEPA as a box-checking exercise,
which is what this bill is, that is not
preserving the original intent of NEPA.

Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Washington (Ms.
RANDALL).

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Chair, because of
the Trump administration’s policies,
families in my district and districts
across the country are struggling to af-
ford their heating and electricity bills.
Yes, we need more transmission and
clean energy projects, and it is true
that the permitting process is making
that more difficult.

But how can anyone think that this
administration, the Trump administra-
tion, is a good-faith partner in permit-
ting reform? They have fired Federal
workers and illegally canceled funding
Congress already approved, including
over $1 billion for clean energy projects
in Washington State that had strong
community support: a long-anticipated
hydrogen hub in the south sound, solar
projects across the State and the coun-
try, and freight and drayage improve-
ments in the trucking industry that
would lower the cost of goods and de-
crease our environmental impact.

We could have been lowering costs,
and we could have done it in partner-
ship with environmental leaders, com-
munity leaders, and the leaders of
Tribal nations. Tribes deserve to be
meaningfully consulted on projects
that affect their lands, water, and re-
sources, no exceptions.

That is why I offered two amend-
ments: one, to give Tribes sufficient
time to engage in the permitting proc-
ess, and then another to ensure the off-
shore oil and gas drilling projects, rub-
ber-stamped by H.R. 1, July’s big, ugly
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law, still have to consider community
feedback.

Republicans blocked my amend-
ments, which is why I am voting ‘‘no”’
on the SPEED Act, a bill that doesn’t
address the challenges my neighbors
are experiencing.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BENTZ).

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Chair, the purpose of
process is to create a predictable se-
quence of steps to achieve an outcome
consistent with substantive law. When
process is allowed to intrude, the pur-
pose of the law itself is perverted.

As philosopher Franz Kafka described
it, the process becomes punishment.
You aren’t guilty or innocent yet. You
are simply processed until you run out
of money, time, or sanity.

Procedure exists to serve substantive
rights, not to supplant them. As the
Supreme Court stated in the Seven
County case: NEPA is a purely proce-
dural statute, not a mandate for a par-
ticular result.

This bill, H.R. 4776, is designed to
create sideboards on process so that
rote compliance is no longer the pur-
pose of what we are about but instead
we focus on progress for this Nation.

Mr. Chair, I urge support of this bill.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL).

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in opposition to H.R. 4776, the
SPEED Act.

For more than 50 years, the National
Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA,
as it is called, has been the bedrock of
conservation law and preserved the en-
vironment, human health, and the peo-
ple’s voice in policy decisions.

The SPEED Act would limit the pub-
lic review process and, quite frankly,
would undermine the original intent of
NEPA. I do understand the need to
complete permitting and the Federal
decisionmaking process more quickly
than is happening, but we cannot do so
at the cost of public input and trans-
parency.

I happen to know. I happen to have
lived with the original author of
NEPA. What he did when this was
passed—and this is called the Magna
Carta of environmental laws around
the world—is make sure that when
something is going into someone’s
community, the public has a right to
input.

Now, I said yesterday, I told my
chair: This isn’t the Ten Command-
ments. We should work together and
try to make it better, but not at the
expense of the public.

One of the most significant causes of
permitting delays is limited capacity
at the agencies that handle NEPA re-
views. The SPEED Act does nothing to
address recent cuts to staffing and
funding at these agencies, which is
going to further slow down project per-
mitting.

I remain open to working on a bipar-
tisan permitting reform, but it must be
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done to protect the original intent of
NEPA.

I strongly urge my colleagues to vote
“no”” on H.R. 4776.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), the majority lead-
er.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong support of the SPEED Act and
the work that Chairman WESTERMAN
and a bipartisan coalition of Members
of Congress have done to bring a bill to
the floor that actually focuses on let-
ting us build things in America again,
and, by the way, to lower the cost of
those projects that we want to bring.

In the past, you would see years. Re-
cently, it takes 10 years or longer to
build things that used to take only 2
years. Why? Not because of trying to
push things to the side.

This bill still requires, Mr. Chair,
that we comply with all the State and
local laws that are in place. We still
would have to comply with Federal
laws that are in place. But what it does
is it finally brings common sense by
cutting red tape, Mr. Chair, red tape
that dramatically increases the costs
and, in some cases, just makes it eco-
nomically unfeasible to do projects, to
build roads, to build bridges, to build
pipelines to move energy, to lower
costs for families, to build housing.
This bill will allow us to bring more af-
fordable housing to the marketplace in
an environmentally protected way, by
the way. Those laws are still in place,
but they just can’t be abused as has
been the case over decades.

When the law was created in the
1960s, the intent was never that NEPA
would be used to stop projects. It would
be that you would review these
projects like you review any other
laws, like the Endangered Species Act,
which unfortunately has been heavily
abused, too—we are going to reform
that as well—and all of the other laws
that are so abused to stop projects
from being built in America.

Some people say why can some of
these other countries build a road or a
bridge in 16 months and it takes us 10
years to do it in America? It is because
we have allowed these laws like NEPA
to become so heavily abused, where
people who have no relation to the
project can file lawsuit after lawsuit
that have nothing to do with the
project. They just want to slow down
and stop the project. How about we
bring common sense back into permit-
ting. That is what the SPEED Act
does.

Again, do these people not trust the
States that still have to permit at the
local and State level, along with all of
the other Federal permits that need to
take place?

We used to build things in America
at rapid speed. We can do it again, and
we will do it again with the SPEED
Act. Let’s allow America to do all the
great innovative things it used to do.

Look at AI, what artificial intel-
ligence is allowing us to bring. But we
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need to upgrade our electricity system.
We need to build more power plants,
not just for families but for innovation.
It is almost impossible to do if we don’t
reform some of these outdated regula-
tions that have been abused. Every-
body knows they have been abused.
Until we update our laws, we are not
going to be able to build things again
in America in a timely way.

Let’s get things done in 2 years, not
10 years or never. Many of these
projects get shelved, just never get
built. Really, they do get built. They
get built in other countries because our
laws haven’t been updated the way
they need to be, to allow us to build
things again in an economical way.

Lower the cost of building houses in
America. Lower the cost of building
roads and bridges in America. Lower
the cost of building energy projects in
America while still respecting environ-
mental laws but just removing the red
tape that is killing our ability to inno-
vate.

This is a great bill that needs to hap-
pen. I am so glad Chairman
WESTERMAN did the work to build a bi-
partisan coalition to get things done in
America again. Let’s get the SPEED
Act passed, Mr. Chair.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PETERS).

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, for
nearly 20 years, electricity demand in
the U.S. has barely moved, but that era
is over.

Today, we are facing a potential for
electricity demand to grow up to five-
fold. Meeting this energy demand will
be a challenge. The environmental laws
of the 1970s were built for defense, but
the environmental imperative of today
is to build, and that is why we need
permitting reform.

O 0950

However, that doesn’t just mean
building pipelines and gas plants but
also wind, utility-scale solar, and
interregional high voltage electric
transmission, all of the above. Like
President Obama used to say, all of the
above and like my Republican col-
leagues used to openly say at least be-
fore November of last year.

I was glad to see Chair WESTERMAN
introduce and advance the SPEED Act.
Reforming NEPA, the most litigated
environmental law on the books, is
necessary if we are going to make
America competitive and if we are
going to protect our environment.

There are many important reforms in
this bill, and I want to note that. That
is why earlier this month I led a letter
with 30 of my Democratic colleagues,
outnumbering the members of the
Freedom Caucus we saw on the floor
this week, but explaining our support
for reform and exactly what we needed
to get more Democrats to ‘‘yes’” on
SPEED.

At the top of that list is permitting
certainty, which the ranking member
has already mentioned. Mr. Chair, if
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you apply for a permit for a project
that complies with the law, then you
should be able to get that permit, and
you should be able to rely on it.

Thoughtful permitting reforms,
many of which are in the SPEED Act,
are meaningless if the executive
branch is allowed to revoke issued per-
mits for no good reason, or if the per-
mitting process can be subjected to po-
litical gamesmanship.

The language added to the SPEED
Act at markup would have restricted
some of the political interference with
issued permits, and that was a great
start to solving the problem. It wasn’t
everything we needed, but it was a lot.
I was confident that a bipartisan bill
was well within reach.

I was really disappointed this week
that some of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, after seeing that
good bipartisan progress, decided to
force this bill in the other direction
this week to satisfy grievances and
score political points instead of doing
what is best for the country. An all-of-
the-above energy strategy is what we
were after. That took a big hit this
week.

Giving Donald Trump, or any Presi-
dent, the ability to decide what gets
permitting reform, which would be the
effect of the partisan amendment
added to the SPEED Act behind closed
doors, significantly reduces certainty
for investment in America.

That provision codifies a broken per-
mitting status quo, instead of setting a
level playing for everyone. Energy pro-
ducers, investors, and communities
want to know that investment in
America, regardless of the electrons
powering that investment, is safe from
the swing of the political pendulum,
and, unfortunately, that goal has not
yet been achieved.

We need to get permitting reform
done in this Congress. I look forward to
working with my colleagues across the
aisle in the Senate to craft a bipartisan
product that could become law. This is
not the final draft. I think there is
more we can do.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG), who is on the
Natural Resources Committee and is
also the chair of the Education and
Workforce Committee.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chair, I thank
the chairman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, as the Member who
represents one-half of NEPA’s original
author’s district, I rise in strong sup-
port of the SPEED Act. This bipar-
tisan, commonsense legislation will
streamline our permitting process,
making it faster, more predictable, and
more accountable.

Currently, our broken permitting
process delays critical energy, infra-
structure, and manufacturing projects
for years. This not only hurts workers
but raises costs for hardworking fami-
lies and makes us more dependent on
foreign countries, including our adver-
saries.
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In Michigan, we need access to reli-
able energy to meet our growing de-
mands, increase affordability, and help
us compete. However, these essential
projects can’t move forward if our per-
mitting process is holding us back.

The SPEED Act addresses these
issues by streamlining reviews, setting
clear timelines, and improving coordi-
nation across agencies.

Mr. Chair, this legislation helps us
build again in this country, from en-
ergy projects to manufacturing facili-
ties. America is entering a golden age
of energy dominance thanks to Presi-
dent Trump’s policies and the Working
Families Tax Cuts that Republicans
passed earlier this year.

The SPEED Act builds on this
progress by cutting bureaucratic red
tape, bringing back good-paying jobs
and revitalizing our infrastructure and
energy sectors.

We must restore common sense to
our permitting process so we can un-
leash American energy and lower costs
for hardworking Michiganders.

For all those reasons, Mr. Chairman,
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes.”
Michigan will thank you.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Ms. DEGETTE).

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Chairman, I am a
strong proponent of elimination of un-
necessary regulations and of permit-
ting reform, but this bill doesn’t
streamline permitting. It blindfolds
the agencies meant to protect us and
our natural resources.

Under this legislation, the agencies
could not consider new science, even
from the project applicant; conduct
new environmental reviews; or assess
indirect, let alone cumulative, im-
pacts.

This anti-fact, anti-science adminis-
tration would rather live in denial than
understand the full impact that these
projects could have on our health.

Earlier this year, the Supreme Court
ruled on a case in my home State of
Colorado. A 100-mile crude oil train
route along the Colorado River was ap-
proved despite local objections and
Federal estimates that spills would
occur once every 5 years. The court
said that agencies did not need to con-
sider these downstream impacts.

This ruling alone is alarming, but the
bill goes farther by outright preventing
agencies from considering those fac-
tors.

This law says that ignorance is bliss.
That is why I offered an amendment to
widen the scope of review to ensure
that agencies weigh all relevant facts
and subsequent consequences. If we
have information, then we should use
it. Republicans refused to accept that
amendment in the Rules Committee.

Rather than supporting agencies
with the funding and staffing they need
to process applications faster, Repub-
licans just want them to look the other
way.

Most Americans believe any job
worth doing is worth doing right, even
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if it takes a little more time. However,
cutting corners today means that we
are going to have to clean up disasters
tomorrow, and those costs won’t fall on
us, Mr. Chairman. They will fall on the
communities we are supposed to pro-
tect.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘no.”

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. STUTZMAN).
The Committee will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. BENTZ)
assumed the chair.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Ferrari, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has agreed to without
amendment a concurrent resolution of
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 66. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the Secretary of the Senate to make
a correction in the enrollment of the bill S.
1071.

The message also announced that the
Senate agreed to the amendment of the
House to the bill (S. 1071) ‘““An Act to
require the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to disinter the remains of Fer-
nando V. Cota from Fort Sam Houston
National Cemetery, Texas, and for
other purposes.”.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 2393. An act to authorize a major med-
ical facility project for the Department of
Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2026 in St.
Louis, Missouri, and for other purposes.

S. 2503. An act to require all aircraft to be
equipped with Automatic Dependent Surveil-
lance—Broadcast In, to improve aviation
safety, and for other purposes.

S. 3436. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require the provision of cer-
tain services to veterans in the Freely Asso-
ciated States, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 9355(a), as amend-
ed by Public Law 118-159, the Chair, on
behalf of the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, appoints the
following Senator to the Board of Visi-
tors of the U.S. Air Force Academy:

The Senator from North Carolina (Mr.
BUDD).

The message also announced that
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 9355(a), as amend-
ed by Public Law 118-159, the Chair, on
behalf of the Majority Leader, appoints
the following Senators to the Board of
Visitors of the U.S. Air Force Acad-
emy:

The Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. MULLIN)
(Appropriations).

The Senator from North Dakota (Mr.
CRAMER).

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

The

STANDARDIZING PERMITTING AND
EXPEDITING ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT ACT
The Committee resumed its sitting.
Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I

yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman

from Utah (Ms. MALOY).
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Ms. MALOY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 4776,
the Standardizing Permitting and Ex-
pediting Economic Development Act,
known as the SPEED Act, introduced
by my colleague from Arkansas, Chair-
man WESTERMAN.

Federal permitting under NEPA has
strangled economic development and
delayed critical projects. What should
take months takes years, and what
should be straightforward becomes bu-
reaucratic maze.

The core purpose of this bill is to re-
store NEPA to its original purpose as a
procedural statute intended to ensure
agencies look at alternatives and focus
on real proximate environmental ef-
fects rather than speculative, politi-
cally motivated hypotheticals.

The key reforms that will help bring
that about are that it prevents com-
pleted environmental reports from
being undone without a court order. It
creates litigation timelines and re-
quires substantive public comment in
order to establish standing for litiga-
tion.

The way NEPA is being implemented
now and has been implemented for the
last several years wastes taxpayer time
and money. What was intended to
make sure Federal agencies are being
thoughtful and looking at multiple al-
ternatives before they make important
decisions on behalf of the American
people has turned into a bureaucratic
boondoggle that isn’t serving the
American people.

These reforms are especially critical
for rural States with a large Federal
footprint like Utah. It rebalances the
scales in favor of local voices, working
families, and economic opportunities.

These changes help all Americans.
All Americans are going to be bene-
fited by upgraded infrastructure, in-
creased energy production, and less
wasted time and money.

This isn’t about lowering environ-
mental standards, but it is about elimi-
nating redundancy and bureaucratic
paralysis. It represents reforms Ameri-
cans have been demanding: practical
solutions that cut red tape while main-
taining environmental protections that
we all appreciate.

It is time for some predictability,
consistency, and efficiency in govern-
ment decisions. I thank Chairman
WESTERMAN for meeting the need of
our time which is a need for speed.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this important legislation. The
time for action is now, and we must
give the American people the effective
government that we all deserve.
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HURD).

Mr. HURD of Colorado. Mr. Chair-
man, I support the SPEED Act because
it fixes something that people back
home understand instinctively: It
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takes too long to build anything in this
country—water infrastructure, roads,
power lines, housing, or energy
projects. When it takes just a decade to
get a permit, families pay more, and
America falls behind.

NEPA was meant to ensure that
agencies look before they act, not to
function as a litigation strategy to
stop reasonable projects. Today, it too
often stalls projects and advantages
competitors like China.

The SPEED Act restores common
sense. It focuses on real impacts, ends
endless delays, and brings predict-
ability back to permitting. Just as im-
portant for me as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Indian and Insular Af-
fairs, it respects Tribal reviews and
was developed with Tribal consultation
to ensure that NEPA does not block
Tribal economic development.

This isn’t about weakening environ-
mental protections. It is about ending
unreasonable delays so America can
build again and so we can lower energy
costs, build reliable infrastructure, and
compete globally.

The SPEED Act is balanced reform,
and it is long overdue. I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, we have heard over
and over again in this debate that this
bill is not about lowering environ-
mental standards. This is another one
of those rather remarkable inversions,
when you actually look at what the
bill does.

Entire classes of projects are simply
eliminated from environmental review.
Entire classes of impacts no longer
count in an environmental review
under this proposed legislation. Certain
types of comments that allow people to
take part in the public review process
and potentially challenge a project are
no longer qualifying for them to be
part of the public review and legal
challenge process. If that is not low-
ering environmental standards, I don’t
know what is.

Another aspect of this bill should be
considered specifically: allowing broad
exemptions for grants, loans, and other
financial assistance, which this bill
does. It means that large, federally
backed projects could avoid triggering
a NEPA review, even when those im-
pacts could be very significant.

This includes projects like many
Federal highways, which were one of
the original reasons that NEPA was
passed, because they often ran right
through disadvantaged communities.
Those communities didn’t even know
about the proposed projects, let alone
have the ability to require consider-
ation of environmental impacts.

If you just take a look at this image
here, this is what happens to transpor-
tation projects without NEPA. When
we hear that this is not about lowering
environmental standards, I think it is
important to bring it back to the re-
ality of what this bill would do. This is
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what this bill would do: no environ-
mental review process at all for many
of these projects.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Ms. HAGEMAN).

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of modernizing
our permitting system through the
SPEED Act.

While other nations are rushing to
win the AI race, build out energy gen-
eration, and modernize infrastructure,
America is stuck in the 20th century.

Our Nation’s permitting process has
been corrupted, morphing from what
NEPA was crafted to do into a levia-
than designed to do what activists and
courts want it to do, transforming
from a procedural statute into a ham-
mer to block development and innova-
tion.

The resulting lawlessness in the per-
mitting system finally culminated in
the Seven County Supreme Court deci-
sion, which provided much-needed re-
lief. Simply stated, and as the Court
found, there is no reason a rail project
should fail because project opponents
don’t like the commodity that will be
shipped on that rail line.

An examination of other lawsuits
filed under NEPA confirms the frivo-
lous nature of many of them. In the
last decade, circuit courts witnessed a
56 percent increase in NEPA appeals.
NGOs instigated over 70 percent of
these challenges, with just 10 organiza-
tions filing many of those cases. In
these cases, agencies won roughly 80
percent of the challenges to both envi-
ronmental assessments and environ-
mental impact statements.

In other words, agencies are seldom
faulted for inadequate environmental
review, yet NGOs capitalize on the 6-
year statute of limitations to file a
lawsuit, slow projects down, increase
costs, and finance their organizations
through EAJA funds.

In recognition of this reality, and in
line with the Seven County decision,
this bill clarifies the role of the court
over this purely procedural statute,
and places shot clocks on when law-
suits must be filed and decided.

The SPEED Act is project agnostic,
which I believe is well reflected in its
bipartisan nature, and I am proud to be
one of its cosponsors.

Permitting impacts every aspect of
our economy. When the system is bro-
ken, it is broken for everyone. The
SPEED Act will provide the certainty
that the system currently lacks and
which American industries need.

Mr. Chair, I thank Chairman
WESTERMAN for his strong leadership
on this crucial piece of legislation. I
urge all of my colleagues to support it.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, we hear it over and
over again from the other side: NEPA
should just be a purely procedural law.
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Well, a lot of really important things
are procedural—MRIs, X-rays, any
number of things. Those are proce-
dures, but you don’t turn the power off
and reduce that very important proce-
dure to a meaningless exercise. That is
what this legislation would do.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms.
LEE).

Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Chair, in Ne-
vada, the Sun shines more than 300
days a year, and solar is among the
cheapest and most abundant sources of
energy, not only in my State but
across the country. That is why I am
leading 30 of my colleagues in cham-
pioning the most supported amend-
ment to the SPEED Act by far to save
solar and wind from this administra-
tion’s war on clean energy.

On July 15, President Trump’s Inte-
rior Department actively chose to wrap
the biggest piece of permitting red tape
around the neck of the renewable en-
ergy sector that we have ever seen, di-
recting the Interior Secretary to per-
sonally sign off on every permit to
solar and wind energy.

In just one example from my State,
what would have been the largest solar
facility in North America, the adminis-
tration is making that project jump
through 69 hoops seven times. That is
the opposite of efficient.

Even my State’s Republican Gov-
ernor has said that these actions have
“not only stopped solar development
on Federal lands in Nevada, but also on
private land where Federal approvals

. . are required.”

More broadly, this administration’s
attacks on America’s solar and storage
industry are threatening over 500
projects that could be powering 16 mil-
lion homes. Together, these projects
represent half of all new planned ca-
pacity in the United States.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to the committee.

If the House rules permitted, I would
have offered the motion with my im-
portant amendment to this bill.

Quite simply, my amendment to the
SPEED Act would put an end to this
nonsensical political tit for tat and en-
sure equal treatment for all energy
sources as part of the DOI permitting
process moving forward.

If we are going to bring down energy
bills for everyone, the path forward is
obvious. Solar and wind are the clear
cheapest choice.

Republicans in Congress are more in-
terested in getting retribution for their
corporate donors than bringing down
the costs for American families. Let’s
be clear: They know this isn’t right.
Even my colleagues who represent
States like Texas and Arizona, where
energy projects are being held up, are
refusing to speak up. They would rath-
er let this reckless administration put
its finger on the scale and jack up
prices for their constituents than stand
up to this President.

Already, families across the country
are seeing their electric bills increase
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by an average of 13 percent. In States
like Florida, that is an average annual
increase of about $400.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. STUTZMAN).
The time of the gentlewoman has ex-
pired.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Nevada.
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Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Chair, every
day, more Americans are concerned
about huge data centers causing their
electric prices to spiral even further
out of control. It doesn’t have to be
this way.

We need to provide real permitting
certainty and permitting fairness and
let investors, not Washington, pick
winners and losers. Under this ap-
proach, Americans paying their elec-
tric bills each month are the ones who
are really losing.

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD
the text of my amendment.

Ms. Lee of Nevada moves to recommit the
bill H.R. 4776 to the Committee on Natural
Resources with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment:

Add at the end the following:

SEC. 5. PARITY.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR PARITY.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall ensure that no
category or specific type of energy project on
Federal land or which requires Federal re-
view is subject to more arbitrarily restric-
tive or burdensome procedural requirements
than other types of energy projects regard-
ing the processing and denial of applications,
authorizations, or related approvals, includ-
ing—

(1) requirements for elevated or discre-
tionary review by the Secretary, Deputy
Secretary, other political appointees, or ca-
reer employees;

(2) additional documentation or review for
a category or specific type of energy project
not required for all other types of energy
projects;

(3) withholding, delaying, or reversing de-
cisions by local, State, or regional entities
for a category or specific type of energy
project for reasons not applied to all other
types of energy projects; and

(4) denial or delay of routine administra-
tive authorizations, such as testing permits,
cost recovery agreements, or notices to pro-
ceed once all criteria have been met for ap-
proval, based on underlying technology.

(b) PoLIicY REVIEW.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Secretary of the Interior shall—

(1) review all applicable regulations, guid-
ance documents, policy manuals, depart-
mental directives, Secretarial orders, and
other procedures regarding energy projects;
and

(2) identify any provision of such regula-
tions, documents, manuals, directives, or-
ders, and procedures not otherwise required
in statute that do not comply with the re-
quirements in subsection (a).

(c) RESCISSION.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
and without delay, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall rescind and amend as necessary
any provision identified under subsection
(0)(2).

Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Chair, I hope
my colleagues will join me in voting
for the motion to recommit.
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Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. CRANK).

Mr. CRANK. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong support of the SPEED Act.

America’s permitting system is bro-
ken. Today, an estimated $1.5 trillion
in economic value is tied up in projects
waiting for approval, costing our econ-
omy roughly $140 billion every year in
lost growth.

Instead of encouraging responsible
development, our system too often re-
wards bad actors driven by ideology
rather than legitimate concerns.

Endless litigation has become the
single biggest obstacle to building en-
ergy, infrastructure, and critical
projects in this country. At the same
time, energy demand is projected to
grow by 50 percent by 2050.

The question is simple: Will we rise
to meet that demand? We won’t, not
with our current permitting process.

The SPEED Act brings commonsense
reform. It limits judicial review under
NEPA to 150 days. It directs stake-
holders to engage during the public
comment process and tightens the
scope of review, so agencies take a hard
look at expected impacts.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Colorado.

Mr. CRANK. The bill allows America
to build again, produce energy again,
and stop being held hostage by liti-
gious groups content to see jobs and in-
vestment move overseas. Permitting
reform unleashes American energy and
the American economy.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support the SPEED Act.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I am glad to hear the gen-
tleman’s concern for projects that are
awaiting approval, but for the past
year, we have seen huge projects that
were already approved that were under
construction.

In one case, the Revolution Wind
project in Rhode Island was 80 percent
complete, with thousands of jobs and
some of the cheapest electricity that
New England would see to bring down
these soaring utility bills, and Presi-
dent Trump stepped in and stopped it.
They had to get a court to release the
hostage, to allow this already approved
project to simply move forward. I am
always grateful to hear concern for
projects awaiting approval.

What this bill does, though, unfortu-
nately, is nothing at all to end the
crazy war on clean energy that is kill-
ing off projects that have already been
approved. Our colleagues really should
care about that, too.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, if we
want to talk about projects that have
been Kkilled by an administration, let’s
go back to the Biden administration
and the Obama administration. Let’s
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look at projects like the Resolution
Copper mine in Superior, Arizona,
where they got a permit. They spent $2
billion, and they have yet to mine an
ounce of copper because of NEPA hold-
ups.

Let’s look at the Twin Metals project
in northern Minnesota, where we have
one of the largest deposits of copper,
nickel, cobalt, platinum, and palla-
dium, all things we need. That has been
going back and forth from one adminis-
tration to the next.

Let’s look at the Keystone XL pipe-
line that was stopped after billions of
dollars were spent, and not one drop of
oil went through it.

My colleagues are making the case
for permitting reform. It just happens
to be that we are in a Republican ad-
ministration now, when they turned a
blind eye to what was happening dur-
ing a Democratic administration.

This is why we need permitting re-
form.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of
H.R. 4776, the SPEED Act.

Mr. Chair, regardless of which sector
of our economy you are talking about,
whether it be healthcare, technology,
or energy, it is always the same when
groups come into my office: Permitting
and regulations are crushing us.

The SPEED Act is a critical step to-
ward unleashing American energy
dominance, bringing supply chains
home, and much more. The National
Environmental Policy Act is a well-in-
tentioned piece of legislation, but it
has created a costly, cumbersome proc-
ess that has crippled our permitting
system.

The SPEED Act will modernize
NEPA, and it will help permitting in
the U.S. return to what it was origi-
nally intended to be. The SPEED Act
will establish permitting timelines,
and it will cut down on frivolous litiga-
tion that is simply meant to delay
projects.

Under SPEED, American develop-
ment will no longer be held hostage by
activists and environmental groups
simply seeking to profit off of lawsuits.

America needs to update its infra-
structure, create new sources of en-
ergy, and deploy more broadband and
transmission lines. The SPEED Act
will help power a new generation of
growth in our Nation.

Mr. Chair, I urge the passage of this
legislation.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, we just
heard a list of projects that were alleg-
edly halted by frivolous litigation, a
case study for the SPEED Act.

In fact, many of these are really bad
projects, and the examples are often
examples of the environmental review
process working to protect the environ-
ment and protect people.

The Dakota Access Pipeline decision
was challenged by the Standing Rock
Sioux Tribe, which won in court be-
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cause the Army Corps of Engineers had
failed to consider the impact of cata-
strophic oil spills on the Tribe’s water
supply and culturally sacred sites.

The Resolution Copper mine was de-
layed because the proposed mine
would, in fact, destroy Oak Flat, the
most sacred site for the San Carlos
Apache Tribe.

Micron chose to build its semicon-
ductor manufacturing facility near fed-
erally regulated wetlands and endan-
gered habitat.

I think what we are hearing, unfortu-
nately, is that permitting reform to
my friends across the aisle means a
green light even for bad and destruc-
tive projects. That is not something
the American people want to see.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, how
about the last runway that was built at
the Atlanta airport? It only took 11
years to build it. Actually, it only took
18 months. It took 9.5 years to go
through the NEPA permitting process.

These are the kinds of projects we
are talking about all across the coun-
try that are being adversely affected by
a cumbersome permitting process. It is
not doing anything extra to help the
environment or protect our resources.
It is simply a way to stop progress and
stop projects from happening.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. EVANS).

Mr. EVANS of Colorado. Mr. Chair, I
am proud to support the bipartisan
SPEED Act today, of which I am a co-
sponsor, because, in part, my home
State of Colorado is the sixth most
heavily regulated State in the country.
From affordable housing to affordable
energy, it has become virtually impos-
sible to build anything.

The overburdensome Federal permit-
ting process, layered with State regula-
tions, passes on extraordinary costs to
Coloradans by adding years of unneces-
sary delays and millions of dollars to
new projects that communities need. In
fact, many of the projects require more
money to navigate the bureaucratic
permitting process than they do for ac-
tual construction.

Today, the House will change that
and take a significant step toward
comprehensive permitting reform by
passing this bill. Americans who are
worried about the high cost of living
should pay attention.

If my colleagues are serious about
lowering costs for their constituents,
they should support the SPEED Act.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, what
about the $12 billion we put in the rec-
onciliation bill to upgrade our air traf-
fic control system? We are not talking
about just permitting energy. We are
talking about permitting safety.

Look at how long it takes to build
interstate highways and bridges, and
the safety effects that happen because
those projects are dragged out for so
long. It costs so much more money,
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and it creates congestion. It creates all
kinds of problems.

If we could just move the permitting
process more quickly, we could benefit
not only from the cost of energy, the
cost of transmission, and the cost of
raw materials that we can be mining,
but we could also improve the safety of
our country.
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Mr. Chair, we allocated $12 billion to
upgrade the air traffic control system.
The Department of Transportation
tells me the problem is they can’t get
a NEPA permit to put fiber-optic ca-
bles in air traffic control towers. That
is insane when something like an out-
dated air traffic control system that
has funding can’t be implemented be-
cause we can’t get through the NEPA
process to run a fiber-optic cable.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California has 4 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Arkansas has
7 minutes remaining.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chair, a lot of numbers have been
thrown around on how NEPA takes so
very, very long.

Much of this is looking deep into the
past and extrapolating from that. I
want to correct the RECORD because, as
of January 2025, $1 billion in the Infla-
tion Reduction Act for permitting was
actually doing its job quite well. It had
helped reduce the median time it takes
to complete an Environmental Impact
Statement, the most complex environ-
mental review, by 28 percent. That is
compared to times under the first
Trump administration.

The time was down a little over 2
years in 2024 compared to over 3% in
2019. That is 1% years of improvement.
Unfortunately, these steps forward
have been taken away by our friends
across the aisle. We are going in the
wrong direction.

Mr. Chair, in closing, the majority
had a great opportunity here. Demo-
crats were ready to work with them on
meaningful and bipartisan permitting
reform. They chose to reject our efforts
to engage in good faith. Instead, what
we have here is another Christmas
giveaway to the wealthiest, most pow-
erful people and companies in the
country.

I guess this is the golden age. These
are wonderful times. A person can
throw Great Gatsby parties if they are
a billionaire, if they are one of these
very, very rich interest groups.

We should be thinking about every-
day Americans right now. Many over-
burdened communities are saddled with
significant pollution. We should think
about helping them instead of making
it harder for them to challenge projects
that threaten the health and environ-
mental damage visited upon their com-
munity.
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We should also think about rising
utility bills, something we hear more
and more about in this affordability
crisis driven by Republican policies.
Yet, our friends across the aisle look
the other way as President Trump’s
crazy war on clean energy drives util-
ity bills higher and higher.

We should work toward a level play-
ing field for clean energy instead of an-
other handout for Big Oil. The Amer-
ican Clean Power Association has
pulled its support for this legislation.
The bill is opposed by the Solar Energy
Industries Association and, of course,
countless environmental justice orga-
nizations who know this bill will take
a wrecking ball to government trans-
parency, to community engagement,
and to health and environmental pro-
tections.

It didn’t have to be this way. This
was a terrible missed opportunity, but
a bad bill has actually gotten worse
through the process and not better.

I strongly oppose the SPEED Act. I
urge all of my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle, regardless of whether they
may have supported this in the past—
the bill has gotten worse—to vote
£6n0.37

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chair, permitting reform in the
SPEED Act will help every American
by lowering costs and increasing af-
fordability. That is a word that is
talked about a lot today, but I think
we sometimes forget the question: Why
are things not affordable?

When we have to import all of our
products, when we can’t build new en-
ergy plants, and when we can’t build
public infrastructure projects on budg-
et and on time, things become
unaffordable. Now is the time for Con-
gress not just to talk about how we
need permitting reform but to actually
walk the walk when it comes to help-
ing the families in their districts keep
the lights on.

An analysis by Common Good shows
that a 6-year delay in construction on
public projects like building roads,
something I think we all can agree on,
costs the U.S. economy $3.7 trillion.

The SPEED Act is supported by over
375 industry leaders ranging from util-
ity companies and energy producers to
homebuilders and domestic manufac-
turers. These are the industries that
will lower everyday costs if we simply
allow them to build here in America
again. A vote for the SPEED Act is a
vote for affordability.

As I close, I want to return to the
core principle at the heart of this de-
bate and this legislation. The Federal
permitting process should serve our na-
tional interests and not obstruct them.
Let me say this again. Permitting
should serve our national interests and
not obstruct our national interests.

NEPA no longer passes the test. It is
currently a source of waste, abuse, and
predatory litigation. Its unpredict-
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ability is fundamentally unfair to the
local communities, to working fami-
lies, and to taxpayers who depend on
the infrastructure projects that NEPA
obstructs. This has never been more
true than today when demand for en-
ergy is dramatically spiking.

America is blessed with resources we
need for a future of energy dominance
and critical mineral abundance. God
has blessed America with minerals and
with energy, we are just refusing to use
them.

Mr. Chair, we are dependent on China
for 90 percent of our rare earth and
critical minerals. That is not just eco-
nomic insecurity. That is a national
defense issue. They mine 70 percent of
those around the world and process and
control 90 percent of them.

We have all of them here in America.
We refuse to do the permitting, not
just to build mines but to build refin-
eries that will create jobs for Ameri-
cans.

When we mine the materials out of
the ground and we process them and
put them into manufactured goods,
there is a multiplier effect by 28. That
is what the USGS and Department of
Commerce says. We multiply that
value by 28. Think of the good-paying
jobs Americans could have if we not
only mined here in America but if we
refined and manufactured products
from those things that we mined.

The SPEED Act is a targeted, bipar-
tisan solution that will restore balance
and accountability to the Federal per-
mitting process. It will streamline ad-
ministrative review and curtail open-
ended and dilatory litigation. These
are practical, commonsense reforms
that, again, I will say have garnered
the support of more than 375 business,
labor, and nonprofit groups from across
the country, from all 50 States and
Puerto Rico.

Mr. Chair, we are at a critical point
in our country. America has always
been a place where we have a can-do at-
titude. We have always been able to
succeed. I like to say we are ‘‘Ameri-
cans.” We are not ‘‘Ameri-can’ts.”

The current permitting laws are tell-
ing Americans they can’t. We can’t be
innovative. We can’t develop. We can’t
build here. We have to be dependent on
somebody else, somewhere else. We
can’t have the jobs to earn good wages.
We can’t grow our rural communities
because we can’t get through the bu-
reaucratic red tape and permitting.
The SPEED Act is the first step in
doing that.

Mr. Chair, we have to pass this bill.
We have to get it to the Senate. We
have to work with our Senate col-
leagues because this is an important
time in our country, and this is an im-
portant piece of legislation. It is an im-
portant issue that affects every Amer-
ican, and today is the day to pass the
SPEED Act. I urge my colleagues to
support the SPEED Act to get our-
selves building again.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

The amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and the
further amendment specified in section
5 of House Resolution 953, printed in
the bill, shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose
of further amendment and shall be con-
sidered as read.

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

H.R. 4776

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 ‘‘Standardizing
Permitting and Ezxpediting Economic Develop-
ment Act” or the “SPEED Act’’.

SEC. 2. NEPA REFORM.

(a) PURPOSE.—Section 2 of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321) is
amended—

(1) by striking “‘The purposes’ and inserting
“(a) The purposes’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(b) This Act is a purely procedural statute
intended to ensure Federal agencies consider the
environmental impacts of their actions during
the decisionmaking process. This Act does not
mandate particular results, and only prescribes
a process. Nothing in this Act shall be construed
to mandate any specific environmental outcome
or result, nor shall this Act be interpreted to
confer substantive rights or impose substantive
duties beyond procedural requirements.”’.

(b) PROCEDURE FOR DETERMINATION OF LEVEL
OF REVIEW.—Section 106 of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4336) is
amended—

(1) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘; SCOPE OF
REVIEW’ after ‘“LEVEL OF REVIEW’’;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘“‘or’’;

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘action.’’
and inserting ‘‘action;’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(5) the agency determines the proposed agen-
cy action is an action for which such agency’s
compliance with another statute’s requirements
serves the function of agency compliance with
this Act with respect to such action; or

‘““(6) the proposed agency action relates to a
project or action that has already been reviewed
pursuant to a State environmental review stat-
ute or a Tribal environmental review statute, or-
dinance, resolution, regulation, or formally
adopted policy and the lead agency determines
such review serves the function of agency com-
pliance with this Act.”’;

(3) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘does nmot”
and inserting ‘‘is not likely to’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by amending subpara-
graph (B) to read as follows:

““(B) is not required to—

“(i) undertake new scientific or technical re-
search unless the new scientific or technical re-
search is essential to a reasoned choice among
alternatives, and the overall costs and time
frame of obtaining it are not unreasonable; or

““(ii) undertake new scientific or technical re-
search after the receipt of an application, as ap-
plicable, with respect to a proposed agency ac-
tion.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

““(c) SCOPE OF REVIEW.—In preparing an envi-
ronmental document for a proposed agency ac-
tion, a Federal agency—
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‘(1) may consider only those effects that
share a reasonably close causal relationship to,
and are proximately caused by, the immediate
project or action under consideration; and

“(2) may not consider effects that are specula-
tive, attenuated from the project or action, sepa-
rate in time or place from the project or action,
or in relation to separate existing or potential
future projects or actions.

“(d) CERTAINTY.—

‘(1) ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS.—A Federal
agency may not rescind, withdraw, amend,
alter, or otherwise render ineffective any envi-
ronmental document completed under this Act
for a project or action where there is an appli-
cant unless the Federal agency has been so or-
dered by a court or the applicant has agreed in
writing to such rescission, withdrawal, amend-
ment, or alteration.

““(2) AUTHORIZATIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in this
subsection or erxisting law, a Federal agency
may not revoke, rescind, withdraw, terminate,
suspend, amend, alter, or take any other action
to interfere with an authorization unless—

‘““(i) the Federal agency is required to take
such action by order of a court of competent ju-
risdiction;

“‘(ii) the holder of the authorization has mate-
rially breached the terms of the authorization,
or otherwise violated applicable law;

‘‘(iii) the authorization was obtained through
fraud, intentional concealment, or material mis-
representation;

““(iv) such action is necessary to prevent spe-
cific, immediate, substantial, and proximate
harm or damage to life, property, national secu-
rity, or defense that was not considered in the
underlying environmental review process or
final agency action for the authorization; or

‘““(v) the Federal agency has received a request
from the holder of the authorization or project
sponsor to take such action.

““(B) REQUIREMENT.—The actions described in
subparagraph (A) shall be, as appropriate and
where feasible, supported by clear and con-
vincing evidence and reasonably limited in du-
ration and scope by the agency to address the
specific issue such action is intended to address.

‘“(C) NoTICE.—Before an agency takes an ac-
tion described in subparagraph (A), the agency
shall notify the holder of the authorization and
the project sponsor in writing of such action, in-
cluding by providing a detailed explanation of
the action, identifying the statutory authority
relied upon for the action, and providing the
evidence supporting the action.

‘(D) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An action described in sub-
paragraph (A) shall be subject to judicial review
under chapter 7 of title 5, United States Code.

‘“(ii) VENUE.—A person seeking judicial review
of an action described in subparagraph (4) may
only obtain review of such action in the United
States court of appeals for any circuit wherein
the project for which the authorization was
issued is located.

““(iti) PETITIONS BY FEDERAL AGENCIES.—No
Federal agency may petition a court for vacatur
or voluntary remand of an authorization unless
the holder of the authorization or the project
sponsor consents in writing to such a petition.

‘““(E) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in subpara-
graph (A) shall be construed to provide any
Federal agency new, enhanced, or expanded au-
thority, or to limit any existing authority, con-
cerning any authorization.

““(e) PRESUMPTION OF NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF
TAKING NO ACTION RELATING TO TRIBAL TRUST
RESOURCES.—For any proposed agency action
carried out on, or directly affecting, tribal trust
resources (including lands and minerals) that is
initiated by the federally recognized Indian
Tribe for which the United States holds the af-
fected resources in trust, and for which an envi-
ronmental document was prepared that included
consideration of a no action alternative, there
shall be a presumption that the effects of taking
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no action will be negative for the federally rec-
ognized Indian Tribe.

“(f) EFFECT OF THRESHOLD DETERMINATIONS
ON OTHER AGENCIES.—If a lead agency deter-
mines an environmental document is not re-
quired to be prepared with respect to a proposed
agency action under subsection (a), another
agency may not prepare an environmental docu-
ment with respect to such proposed agency ac-
tion.”’.

(c) TIMELY AND UNIFIED FEDERAL REVIEWS.—

(1) LEAD AGENCY.—Section 107(a) of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4336a(a)) is amended—

(4) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘at the
earliest practicable time’’ and inserting ‘‘in ac-
cordance with subsection (g)(2)’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘carry
out the proposed agency action’ and inserting
“‘carry out the proposed agency action in com-
pliance with the deadlines outlined in sub-
section (g9)”’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (E)—

(1) by striking “‘a review’’ and inserting ‘‘an
environmental review’’; and

(II) by striking ‘‘such review’ and inserting
“‘such environmental review’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including counties, bor-
oughs, parishes, and other political subdivisions
of a State)’’ after ‘“‘local agency’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end ‘‘Such comments
from Federal cooperating agencies shall be lim-
ited to matters relating to the proposed agency
action with respect to which such Federal co-
operating agency has jurisdiction by law.”’.

(2) ONE DOCUMENT.—Section 107(b) of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4336a(b)) is amended—

(4) by striking ‘““To the extent practicable,”
and inserting the following:

‘(1) DOCUMENT.—To the extent practicable,’’;
and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) CONSIDERATION TIMING.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—In preparing an environ-
mental document for a proposed agency action,
no Federal agency shall be required to consider
any scientific or technical research that becomes
publicly available after the earlier of, as appli-
cable—

‘(i) the date of receipt of an application with
respect to such proposed agency action; and

“‘(ii) the date of publication of a notice of in-
tent or decision to prepare such environmental
document for such proposed agency action.

““(B) APPLICABILITY TO OTHER LAW.—This
paragraph does not affect any review of infor-
mation required under subchapter II of chapter
5 of title 5, United States Code, with respect to
comments received during the public comment
period as applicable.

“(C) DELAY.—A Federal agency may not
delay the issuance of an environmental docu-
ment or a final agency action, including any de-
cision or determination, on the basis of awaiting
new scientific or technical research or informa-
tion that was not available as of the earlier of
the dates described in subparagraph (4).”.

(3) STATEMENT OF PURPOSE AND NEED.—Sec-
tion 107(d) of the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4336a(d)) is amended
by striking ‘‘action.” and inserting ‘‘action.
Where applicable, the statement of purpose and
need shall meet the goals of the applicant.’’.

(4) DEADLINES.—Section 107(g) of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4336a(g)) is amended—

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3) as paragraphs (3), (5), and (6), respectively;

(B) by inserting before paragraph (3) (as so re-
designated) the following:

““(1) APPLICATIONS FOR AUTHORIZATIONS.—

““(A) NOTIFICATION OF COMPLETE OR INCOM-
PLETE APPLICATION.—Unless a shorter deadline
is specified by law, in connection with a pro-
posed agency action for which an applicant
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submitted an application for an authorization to
an agency, not later than 60 days after the date
on which the applicant submits the application
to the agency, the agency shall document the
receipt of the application and—

“(i) notify the applicant that the application
is complete; or

““(ii) notify the applicant that the application
is incomplete and request in writing any addi-
tional information that the agency needs to de-
termine that the application is complete and
begin preparation of an environmental docu-
ment.

‘“(B) AGENCY DETERMINATION.—

““(i) COMPLETE DETERMINATION.—If an agency
determines an application is complete under
subparagraph (A)(i), the agency shall, not later
than 60 days after the date on which the agency
makes such determination—

“(I) notify the applicant that the agency has
determined that the proposed agency action is
excluded pursuant to one of the agency’s cat-
egorical exclusions, is not a major Federal ac-
tion, or that mo further agency action is re-
quired;

“(II) issue a motice of intent to prepare an en-
vironmental impact statement for such proposed
agency action; or

‘“(I1I) notify the applicant that the agency
has determined that preparation of an environ-
mental assessment is necessary.

““(ii)) INCOMPLETE DETERMINATION.—If the
agency requests additional information under
subparagraph (A)(ii), the deadline described in
clause (i) shall be based on the date on which
the agency receives the additional information
instead of the date on which the determination
is made.

““(2) COOPERATING AGENCIES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 21 days
after a lead agency issues a mnotice of intent
under paragraph (1)(B)(i)(1I1) or notifies an ap-
plicant under paragraph (1)(B)(i)(I1I) with re-
spect to a proposed agency action, the lead
agency shall—

‘(i) identify all agencies that are likely to
have environmental review, authorization, or
other responsibilities with respect to the pro-
posed agency action; and

““(ii) invite each such agency to become a co-
operating agency.

‘““(B) DEADLINE TO ACCEPT INVITATION.—Not
later than 21 days after an agency receives an
invitation to become a cooperating agency under
subparagraph (A4)(ii), such agency shall accept
or deny the invitation.

““(C) CONVENING OF COOPERATING AGENCIES.—
Not later than 7 days after the deadline de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) has passed for each
agency that received an invitation to become a
cooperating agency under subparagraph (A)(ii),
the lead agency that sent each such invitation
shall convene each agency that accepts such an
invitation to coordinate on developing the
schedule under subsection (a)(2)(D) for the ap-
plicable proposed agency action.

‘(D) UNIDENTIFIED AGENCIES.—In the event
that an agency that has jurisdiction by law or
special expertise with respect to any environ-
mental impact involved in a proposed agency
action is not identified under subparagraph
(A)(i), the lead agency with respect to the pro-
posed agency action shall—

““(i) invite such unidentified agency to become
a cooperating agency by not later than 7 days
after becoming aware that the agency has juris-
diction by law or special expertise; and

““(ii) if such agency accepts the invitation, in-
corporate such agency into the schedule devel-
oped under subsection (a)(2)(D) and update
such schedule accordingly by not later than 14
days after the date on which such agency ac-
cepts the invitation.”’;

(C) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘IN GENERAL’’ and inserting
“REVIEW TIMELINE’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘(2)”’ and inserting ““(5)”’;

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) (as so re-
designated) the following:
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‘““(4) DEADLINE FOR FINAL AGENCY ACTION.—
For any proposed agency action for which an
applicant submitted an application for an au-
thorization to an agency, not later than 30 days
after completing an environmental impact state-
ment or an environmental assessment for the
proposed agency action, the lead agency, and
any cooperating agency, shall issue a final
agency action. The agency issuing such final
agency action shall include in the final agency
action a performance schedule for the comple-
tion of any other outstanding authorications.”’;

(E) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated)—

(i) by striking ‘‘the deadline described in
paragraph (1) and inserting ‘“‘a deadline de-
scribed in this subsection’’; and

(ii) by striking *‘, in consultation with the ap-
plicant, to’’ and inserting ‘‘if the applicant ap-
proves such extension. If the applicant approves
such extension, the lead agency shall’’;

(F) in paragraph (6) (as so redesignated)—

(i) by striking ‘A project sponsor may’’ and
inserting ‘‘Except as provided in subparagraph
(C), a project sponsor may’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(C) EXCEPTION.—A project sponsor that ap-
proved an extension of a deadline under para-
graph (5) may not obtain judicial review of a
failure to act in accordance with such deadline
under subparagraph (A) unless the lead agency
fails to meet the new deadline or is delaying for
reasons other than those mecessary to complete
its review.”’; and

(G) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(7) CONCURRENT REVIEW.—In carrying out
an environmental review, the lead agency and
each cooperating agency shall carry out the ob-
ligations of that agency under other applicable
laws concurrently, and in conjunction, with
other required reviews for the proposed agency
action, pursuant to the requirements of applica-
ble law, including, if applicable, under this
Act.”.

(d) PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL DOCU-
MENTS.—Section 108 of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4336b) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘When an agency prepares’’
and inserting the following:

“(a) PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL DOCU-
MENTS.—When an agency prepares’’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking 5 and in-
serting “‘10°’;

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘5"’ and in-
serting ““10”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) RELIANCE ON PREVIOUSLY COMPLETED
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS.—

““(1) ACTIONS THAT ARE SUBSTANTIALLY THE
SAME.—A lead agency may satisfy the require-
ments of this Act with respect to a major Fed-
eral action by relying on an environmental as-
sessment, environmental impact statement, or a
categorical exclusion determination that the
lead agency, another Federal agency, or a
project sponsor under the supervision of a Fed-
eral agency completed for another major Federal
action if the lead agency determines that—

““(A) the new major Federal action is substan-
tially the same as the other major Federal ac-
tion or, if applicable, an alternative analyzed in
such environmental assessment or environ-
mental impact statement; and

‘““(B) if applicable, the effects of the new major
Federal action are substantially the same as the
effects analyzed in such environmental assess-
ment or environmental impact statement.

““(2) ACTIONS THAT ARE NOT SUBSTANTIALLY
THE SAME.—If a new major Federal action is not
substantially the same as another major Federal
action or an alternative analyzed in an environ-
mental assessment or environmental impact
statement completed by the lead agency, an-
other Federal agency, or a project Sponsor
under the supervision of a Federal agency, the
lead agency may modify or augment any such
previously completed environmental assessment
or environmental impact statement as necessary
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to satisfy the requirements of this Act with re-
spect to the new major Federal action. The lead
agency shall make such modified environmental
assessment or environmental impact statement
publicly available as a new environmental as-
sessment or environmental impact statement.’’.

(e) ADOPTION OF CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS.—
Section 109 of the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4336¢c) is amended in
the text preceding paragraph (1), by inserting *,
or that was legislatively enacted by Congress,”’
after “‘procedures’’.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—Section 111 of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4336e) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(13) as paragraphs (2) through (14), respectively;

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so re-
designated) the following:

‘(1) AUTHORIZATION.—The term ‘authoriza-
tion’ means any lease, right-of-way, easement,
license, permit, approval, finding, determina-
tion, or other administrative decision issued by
an agency or any interagency consultation that
is required or authorized under Federal law in
order to construct, modify, or operate a
project.”’;

(3) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by
inserting ‘‘, or Congress deems by statute,”” after
“Federal agency has determined’’;

(4) in paragraph (11) (as so redesignated)—

(A) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in clause (iii)—

(I) by inserting ‘‘grants (including capitaliza-

tion grants), cost share awards,” after ‘“‘loan
guarantees,’’;
(II) by striking ‘‘sufficient’> and inserting

“‘complete’’; and

(I11) by striking ‘‘subsequent use of such fi-
nancial assistance or the’’;

(ii) by redesignating clauses (iv) through (vii)
as clauses (vi) through (ix), respectively; and

(iii) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing:

“(iv) farm ownership loans and operating
loan guarantees by the Farm Service Agency
pursuant to sections 305 and 311 through 319 of
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development
Act;

“(v) the issuance of an authorization by an
agency where the effects of the action or project
being permitted or authorized were previously
evaluated by another agency in compliance with
this Act;”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

“(C) ADDITIONAL EXCLUSIONS.—AN agency ac-
tion may not be determined to be a major Fed-
eral action solely on the basis of the provision of
Federal funds, including a grant, loan, loan
guarantee, and funding assistance.’’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

““(15) REASONABLY FORESEEABLE.—The term
‘reasonably foreseeable’, with respect to envi-
ronmental effects of a proposed agency action—

“(A) means effects that share a reasonably
close causal relationship to, and are proximately
caused by, the immediate project or action under
consideration; and

“(B) does not include effects that are—

‘(i) speculative;

““(ii) attenuated from the proposed agency ac-
tion;

“‘(iii) separate in time or place from the pro-
posed agency action; or

“(iv) in relation to separate existing or poten-
tial future projects.”.

(g9) DUTIES.—Section 204 of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4344) is
amended in paragraph (4) by inserting ‘‘en-
ergy,”’ after ‘“‘health,’.

SEC. 3. JUDICIAL REVIEW.

Title I of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4331 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by redesignating section 112 as section
110A and moving such section so as to appear
after section 110; and

(2) by inserting before section 111 the fol-
lowing:
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“SEC. 110B. JUDICIAL REVIEW.

‘““(a) ROLE OF THE COURT.—In reviewing a
claim of whether a final agency action complies
with the requirements of this Act, a court—

‘(1) shall afford substantial deference to the
agency; and

“(2) may not substitute its judgment for that
of the agency regarding the environmental ef-
fects included in the final agency action or in-
cluded in the environmental document.

“(b) REMAND.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—If a court holds, under sec-
tion 706(2)(A) of title 5, United States Code, that
a final agency action does not comply with the
requirements of this Act, the only remedy the
court may order, notwithstanding chapter 7 of
title 5, United States Code, is to remand, with-
out vacatur or injunction, the final agency ac-
tion to the agency with—

““(A) specific instruction to correct the errors
or deficiencies found by the court; and

‘““(B) a reasonable schedule and deadline to
correct such errors or deficiencies, which such
deadline may not exceed—

‘(i) with regard to an order entered on or
after the date of enactment of this section, the
date that is 180 days after the date on which the
order was entered; and

““(ii) with regard to an order entered before
the date of enactment of this section, the date
that is 180 days after the date of enactment of
this section.

““(2) CONTINUED EFFECT OF FINAL AGENCY AC-
TION.—A final agency action remanded under
paragraph (1) shall remain in effect while the
Federal agency corrects any errors or defi-
ciencies found by the court.

““(c) LIMITATIONS ON CLAIMS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law (except as provided in subpara-
graph (A) with respect to a shorter deadline), a
claim described in subsection (a) shall be barred
unless—

“(A) such claim is filed not later than 150
days after the final agency action is made pub-
lic, unless a shorter deadline is specified under
law;

‘““(B) in the case of a final agency action for
which there was a public comment period on an
environmental document, such claim—

‘(i) is filed by a party that submitted a sub-
stantive and unique comment during such pub-
lic comment period by the mnoticed comment
deadline for the environmental document and
such comment was sufficiently detailed to put
the applicable Federal agency on notice of the
issue upon which the party seeks review; and

““(ii) concerns the same subject matter raised
in the comment submitted during the public
comment period;

“(C) such claim is filed by a party that has
suffered or imminently will suffer direct harm
from the final agency action; and

‘““(D) such claim does not challenge the estab-
lishment of a categorical exclusion.

“(2) SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCU-
MENTS.—If an agency issues a supplemental en-
vironmental document in response to a court
order remanding a final agency action, the
deadline described in paragraph (1)(A) shall be
the date on which the agency makes public the
agency action for which the supplemental envi-
ronmental document is prepared. A claim for re-
view of such final agency action shall be limited
to information contained in the final supple-
mental environmental document that was not
contained in a previous environmental docu-
ment for the final agency action.

‘““(3) ACTIONS FOR USE OF TRIBAL TRUST RE-
SOURCES.—For any final agency action that au-
thorizes or affects the use of lands, minerals, or
other resources already held in trust at the time
of the final agency action by the United States
for the benefit of a federally recognized Indian
Tribe—

““(A) except as provided in subparagraph (B),
there shall be no administrative or judicial re-
view of such final agency action based on a
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claim of failure to comply with the requirements
of this Act; and

‘“(B) subparagraph (A) shall not apply to ac-
tions for administrative or judicial review—

““(i) brought by the federally recognized In-
dian Tribe for which the United States holds the
lands, minerals, or other resources in trust; or

““(ii) that involve reasonably foreseeable ef-
fects of the final agency action that occur out-
side the lands, minerals, or other resources held
in trust by the United States for the benefit of
a federally recognized Indian Tribe.

‘“(d) DEADLINE FOR RESOLUTION.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—A court shall issue a final
judgment on a claim described in subsection
(a)—

““(A) as expeditiously as practicable; and

‘““(B) unless a shorter deadline is specified
under Federal law, not later than the date that
is 180 days after the date on which the agency
record for the review is filed with the reviewing
court, which shall not be more than 60 days
after the filing of the claim.

““(2) ACCELERATED DEADLINES.—Nothing in
this subsection may be construed to prevent a
court from further expediting review of a claim
described in subsection (a).

““(3) APPEALS.—

‘““(A) FILING.—A notice of appeal of a final
judgment described in this subsection shall be
filed mot later than 60 days after such final
judgment is issued. In the case of a final agency
action remanded under subsection (b), the agen-
cy and, if applicable, the applicant, shall have
the right to appeal during the pendency of the
remand.

‘““(B) DEADLINE FOR REVIEW.—A court shall
issue a final decision on an appeal filed under
subparagraph (A)—

‘(i) as expeditiously as practicable; and

““(ii) not later than the date that is 180 days
after the date on which the appeal is filed.

‘“(e) NO EFFECT ON REVIEW OF COMPLIANCE
WITH OTHER DEADLINES.—This section shall not
affect the right to obtain review under section
107(9)(3).”".

SEC. 4. PRESERVATION OF ONGOING ADMINIS-
TRATIVE CORRECTIONS.

This Act, and the amendments made by this
Act, shall not apply to any agency action with
respect to which a Federal agency has, during
the period beginning on January 20, 2025, and
ending on the date of enactment of this Act—

(1) filed a motion to voluntarily remand, or

(2) otherwise reopened, reconsidered, or initi-
ated corrective action under the statutory au-
thority of the Federal agency, regardless of
whether the Federal agency has completed such
corrective action as of the date of enactment of
this Act.”.

The Acting CHAIR. No further
amendment to the bill, as amended,
shall be in order except those printed
in House Report 119-410. Each such fur-
ther amendment may be offered only in
the order printed in the report, may be
offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 119-410.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 26, line 8, insert ‘‘, which shall not in-
clude aesthetic, recreational, or emotional
interests unaccompanied by material phys-
ical or property harm’ after ‘‘final agency
action”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 951, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of my
amendment to H.R. 4776, the SPEED
Act, which will improve the bill’s judi-
cial standing provision to limit frivo-
lous lawsuits and ensure that projects
are not delayed by radical activist
groups without actual material harm
to themselves.

This amendment makes a simple but
important clarification. It ensures that
only material physical or property
harm, not purely aesthetic, rec-
reational, or emotional interests,
qualifies someone to challenge a Fed-
eral agency action under NEPA.

As established by the bill we are con-
sidering today, NEPA is a procedural
statute. Its purpose is to require Fed-
eral agencies to disclose and consider
environmental effects before taking
major actions, not to confer sub-
stantive environmental rights, or to
serve as a tool for endless litigation.

The amendment aligns NEPA’s judi-
cial review provisions with that core
purpose by anchoring standing in con-
crete, legally cognizant harms, rather
than subjective or generalized inter-
ests.

By focusing standing on tangible
harms, this amendment helps prevent
NEPA from being used as a delay tactic
in every dispute over administrative
decisions, a tactic that too often slows
necessary infrastructure and energy
projects without materially improving
environmental protection.

It ensures that courts remain a venue
for adjudicating real disputes, where
plaintiffs have demonstrable stakes,
while preserving agency and judicial
resources for the most serious and le-
gally grounded claims.

At the same time, this amendment
does not eliminate judicial review or
impede legitimate challenges where
there are real impacts. Stakeholders
with substantive claims under existing
environmental and land management
statutes will continue to have full re-
course to the courts under those laws.

What this amendment does is rein-
force NEPA’s role as a procedural
check that it was intended to be.

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to support my amendment to
bring greater clarity and balance to
NEPA’s standing and to promote a
more efficient and predictable permit-
ting process, consistent with both envi-
ronmental disclosure and responsible
development.
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. EVANS of Col-
orado). The gentleman from California
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, this
is a perfect example of how, even when
team extreme puts together the most
dramatic rollback of America’s most
important bedrock environmental law,
it is not enough for some factions with-
in the Republican Conference.

Mr. Chair, I do oppose this amend-
ment because, at its core, it is built on
a tired trope—the trope that NEPA
litigation is some huge driver of frivo-
lous litigation and an argument that
we hear all too often to justify more
and more limits on judicial review to
make it harder and harder for the pub-
lic to participate in the review process
and to help oil and gas and other pol-
luting projects.

However, the facts do not back up
the story that we keep hearing. One re-
cent study from the University of Utah
found that only 1 out of every 450 ac-
tions subject to NEPA are ever even
litigated. That amounts to 0.23 percent.
According to a recent Congressional
Research Service report: ‘‘Historically,
fewer than 1 percent of Federal actions
subject to NEPA have been litigated.”
That is important context.

Mr. Chair, the idea behind this
amendment, that we need to Kkeep
layering on more and more restrictions
to shut out the public, to eliminate
legal challenges, and to stop frivolous
litigation is overblown, especially in
the context of an underlying bill which
already imposes dramatic new barriers
that make it almost impossible to
bring a case to court.

Among other hurdles, the underlying
bill says that you have to have com-
mented during a comment period, even
as the Trump administration is re-
stricting the opportunity to comment.

It also requires that your comment
has to be ‘“‘unique.” This is a new term
of art. It doesn’t exist in current law.
We don’t even know what it really
means, but, presumably, if anyone else
has submitted the same comment or
has flagged the same problem with a
Federal action, you are out because
your comment is no longer unique.

To add a cherry on top of all of that,
even if you get into court, the SPEED
Act would bind judges, forcing them to
allow even dangerous and illegal
projects to proceed, making the judi-
cial review process extremely hollow.

Mr. Chairman, judicial review is a
cornerstone of democracy. When the
government makes a bad decision or an
illegal decision, I would hope we could
all agree that there are times, since
the government doesn’t get everything
just right, that citizens need to be able
to challenge that action and hold the
government accountable to make sure
the law is followed.

Access to the courts is a backstop for
communities, who are left out of the
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NEPA process, to make their concerns
heard and to ensure that Federal Gov-
ernment actions properly consider en-
vironmental impacts.

Though we have heard a lot of fear-
mongering about frivolous lawsuits,
there are already effective safeguards
in place. All plaintiffs have to dem-
onstrate that they have actually been
harmed by a project to have standing,
and NEPA will be meaningless unless
there is a way to enforce it when the
government does something harmful or
illegal.

That is what this is all about.

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘‘no’ on this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chairman, any friv-
olous lawsuit is one frivolous lawsuit
too many. It is just not appropriate
when we have legitimate actions to im-
prove our economy and to make sure
that America moves forward.

Chairman WESTERMAN mentioned the
11 years that it took to build the At-
lanta airport in my home State. Real-
ly, it took 18 months to actually break
ground and build the airfield, but 9%
years for permitting. That is just not
acceptable.

The Pentagon was built in just a lit-
tle over a year. That could never hap-
pen today simply because of the per-
mitting process.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
think we have found some common
ground. I hear that any frivolous law-
suit is one too many, so I just want to
remind the gentleman that maybe one
of the most prolific frivolous litigators
in history is in the White House right
now.

I remind the gentleman about the
raft of frivolous lawsuits challenging
the 2020 election results, resulting, in
many cases, not just in losses in court
but in the disbarment of some of the
Republican luminary lawyers like
Rudy Giuliani.

If we pretend to care about frivolous
lawsuits, I know consistency is out of
fashion these days, but we should real-
ly mean it.

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

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chairman, I think
the Keystone XL Pipeline is another
example of frivolous lawsuits and the
years it took. Yet that pipeline still is
not functional in its entirety.

Mr. Chairman, I am prepared to
close, and I simply want to read what
my amendment says:

‘“‘Page 26, line 8, insert ¢, which shall
not include aesthetic, recreational, or
emotional interests unaccompanied by
material physical or property harm’
after ‘final agency action’.”

Mr. Chairman, that is concrete, and,
therefore, I encourage all of my col-
leagues to vote for my amendment, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, we
should be against all truly frivolous
things—not just frivolous lawsuits but
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frivolous legislation masquerading as
permitting reform, frivolous amend-
ments, frivolous distractions at the end
of probably the most unproductive
Congress in American history this year
at a time when the American people
are struggling. That is what is truly
frivolous.

Mr. Chairman, I oppose this amend-
ment. I urge a ‘‘no’” vote, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment Nos. 2, 3, and 4
printed in the House Report 119-410 will
not be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 119-410.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I rise as the des-
ignee of Mr. PERRY, and I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as
follows:

Page b, strike lines 15 through 18, and in-
sert the following:

‘(1) may consider only those effects over
which the lead agency or cooperating Fed-
eral agencies have jurisdiction by law and
share a reasonably close causal relationship
to, and are proximately caused by, the im-
mediate project or action under consider-
ation; and”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 951, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ROoY) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, this amendment
revises the scope of review clause with-
in the bill and strengthens the codifica-
tion of the Supreme Court’s Seven
County decision issued earlier this
year.

Now, my friend from Pennsylvania
(Mr. PERRY) is the author of this
amendment, and I am offering it for
him because he is in committee busi-
ness. He was offering this amendment
to further improve the bill and limit
agencies from taking into comnsider-
ation factors which are not within
their authority to regulate. This is the
core issue at the heart of what was
going on in the Seven County decision.

Congress should continue to build
upon that unanimous decision. Let me
be very clear that the Seven County
decision was unanimous and further
improved NEPA. This bill that the
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chairman has brought here to the floor
takes significant strides in improving
NEPA, and improves upon it by lim-
iting what agencies can regulate to
what they already can by law. By en-
suring that the scope of review is con-
ducted within the sole legal purview of
each Federal agency, we can dras-
tically improve the current landscape
of drawn-out, ineffective permitting.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, the
majority has suggested that the under-
lying bill’s changes to NEPA on the
scope of review simply codify the Su-
preme Court’s Seven County decision,
but the SPEED Act actually goes much
further than that Court decision. The
Court left broad discretion for agencies
to determine what impacts are rel-
evant and how far the environmental
analysis should go.

The Seven County decision allows
agencies to analyze environmental im-
pacts when those impacts are reason-
ably foreseeable, although the Court
did limit what agencies are required to
review. The underlying bill and this
amendment do something entirely dif-
ferent. They strip agencies of their dis-
cretion to consider a broad range of en-
vironmental impacts.

This could have far-reaching con-
sequences for communities, the envi-
ronment, and public health, even when
the science is clear and the con-
sequences are very real.

The bill would prevent agencies from
examining the harms that commu-
nities across the country are living
with right now. A perfect example is
Louisiana’s Cancer Alley, where pre-
dominantly Black neighborhoods face
some of the highest pollution-related
cancer risks in the Nation, and those
risks come from cumulative emissions
from many facilities that have been
built over decades and impacts that are
well documented and directly tied to
Federal permitting decisions.

Under this bill, agencies would large-
ly be prohibited from considering any
cumulative effects, anything that
worsens that preexisting problem. That
is not streamlining. That is telling
Federal agencies to look the other way
in the face of obvious, foreseeable
harm.

NEPA’s strength has always been its
requirement that agencies take a hard
look at the real-world consequences of
their actions. That is how agencies
avoid unintended harm. It is how the
public stays informed, and it is how
Federal decisions remain accountable
and transparent.

The language in this bill dismantles
that approach, and this amendment
takes it even further by continuing to
strip away what courts have left in
terms of discretion for agencies to con-
sider. This will result in more harm to
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many American communities, includ-
ing some of our most vulnerable com-
munities that are already overbur-
dened with pollution.

Mr. Chair, I oppose the amendment
and reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, this amendment
would insert that Federal agencies
“may consider only those effects over
which the lead agency or cooperating
Federal agencies have jurisdiction by
law and share a reasonably close causal
relationship to, and are proximately
caused by, the immediate project or ac-
tion under consideration.”

There shouldn’t be anything objec-
tionable in that commonsense applica-
tion, that commonsense phrasing. It is
a commonsense change that strength-
ens the bill by narrowing the scope of
NEPA to impacts that Federal agencies
have the legal authority to regulate.

It is pretty simple. It avoids time-
consuming reviews of impacts from pa-
leontology to traffic patterns that
agencies cannot even control.

By ensuring that the scope of review
is conducted within the sole legal pur-
view of each Federal agency, we can
drastically improve the current land-
scape of drawn-out and ineffective per-

mitting.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I

think common sense is that if an agen-
cy is proposing or is considering a
project that would be the tipping point
for a community that is already over-
burdened by pollution, and that would
dramatically increase a problem like
Cancer Alley in Louisiana, they ought
to be able to consider those cumulative

impacts. I would call that common
sense.

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

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, the goal of this
amendment is in Kkeeping with the
unanimous Supreme Court decision in
which the Court jumped in and re-
versed the D.C. Circuit. The D.C. Cir-
cuit had said, well, we are not going to
allow this to proceed, despite you hav-
ing this 3,600-page report, this environ-
mental impact statement, gone
through public comments, et cetera.

Everything had been approved, and
then the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals
invalidated that approval, finding that
the environmental review overlooked a
number of various impacts. The Su-
preme Court came in and said, No, let’s
reverse that. You have gone through
the process, and what we are trying to
do is codify that which would enable us
to avoid the kinds of delays that have
been hampering our ability to have en-
ergy projects.

There is a reason everybody’s utility
bills are up and energy costs are high.
It is because we have constrained the
ability of our States, communities, and
businesses to be able to create and pro-
vide the ability for us to have power
without getting hamstrung into dec-
ades-long disputes and fights going
through all the back channels of a
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maze of bureaucracy. This is a simple,
commonsense amendment to try to
streamline that.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, if this
amendment is simply about codifying
the Supreme Court’s decision, why
doesn’t it say what the Supreme Court
said?

The Supreme Court said that agen-
cies would be able to have discretion to
consider cumulative impacts, traffic
patterns, and other things in cir-
cumstances where those were very
compelling factors. This amendment
says, No, you can’t consider any of
that.

Let’s not kid ourselves. This is not
codifying the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion. This is taking it much, much fur-
ther.

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

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, of course, they
maintain discretion. Agencies will
have full discretion if we adopt this
language, the discretion to consider
the effects over which that agency or
the cooperating Federal agencies have
jurisdiction. That is it.

What we are saying is that we
shouldn’t have courts making stuff up,
and we shouldn’t have agencies making
stuff up. That is all we are trying to
say. Let’s get everybody in their lanes.
Let’s get the agencies in their lanes,
and then, let’s allow the American peo-
ple to do what they do best.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I urge adoption
of this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I urge op-
position to the amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ROY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned.
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AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
of House Report 119-410.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair,
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 23, after line 13, insert the following:

(h) DEFINITION OF SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS.—
Section 111 of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4336e), as amend-

I have an
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ed by this Act, is further amended by adding
at the end the following:

(16) SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE QUALITY
OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT.—The term ‘sig-
nificant effect on the quality of the human
environment’ means a proximate and con-
crete harm that is directly caused by the
proposed agency action and that materially
impairs human health or property.”.

(i) IMPLEMENTATION OF DEFINITION OF SIG-
NIFICANT EFFECTS.—Section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) is amended by striking
‘“‘significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment, a detailed statement”
and inserting ‘‘with at least one significant
effect on the quality of the human environ-
ment, an environmental impact statement’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 951, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RoY) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, my amendment
shores up and strengthens the defini-
tion of what triggers an environmental
impact statement.

I offer this amendment to further im-
prove the bill and prevent agencies
from Kkeeping projects in permitting
limbo.

Again, the driving force here is to try
to free up the American people and free
up free enterprise to be able to produce
adequate and abundant energy for the
American people, to be able to produce
and create and develop projects that
create and provide jobs and to be able
to make sure the American people can
prosper without being hamstrung by
the bureaucracy of a Federal Govern-
ment that has been limiting our ability
to keep up and produce.

While the base text of the bill makes
a great effort to reduce the length of
NEPA review by placing caps on all
parts of the process, further defining
what constitutes a significant effect
that triggers an environmental impact
statement will make the bill stronger.

Performing an environmental impact
statement is the lengthiest and most
expensive part of the permitting proc-
ess. The Government Accountability
Office estimates the lengthy EIS proc-
ess costs between $250,000 and $2 mil-
lion every time there is a project.

My amendment inserts commonsense
language that requires at least one sig-
nificant effect be triggered before an
agency subjects a project to the
lengthy EIS process.

Specifically, my amendment defines
a significant effect as: having a proxi-
mate and concrete harm that is di-
rectly caused by the proposed agency
action and that materially impairs
human health or property.

By adopting this amendment, House
Republicans can actually demonstrate
their promise to get Washington’s bu-
reaucracies out of the way of progress
and fulfill, I think, the great intent of
this legislation that the chairman has
put together and my colleagues on the
committee have brought to the floor.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I strongly
oppose this amendment. It is one more
attempt to restrict what the govern-
ment can consider in an environmental
review and turn NEPA into nothing
more than a box-checking exercise.
You get all of the bureaucracy but
none of the benefits under this ap-
proach.

The amendment would add a narrow
definition of significant effects on the
human environment in order to limit
which projects get a closer look under
NEPA.

It is important to recognize that we
already have a high standard for which
projects get that closer look. Only pro-
posed actions that are anticipated to
have a significant effect on the envi-
ronment undergo an environmental im-
pact statement, or EIS, which is the
most thorough form of NEPA review.

Agencies don’t do environmental im-
pact statements willy-nilly. Only about
1 percent of all projects go through this
process. These are the types of large-
scale, complex projects that can have
serious, long-lasting impacts on the en-
vironment, things like mines that re-
move entire mountaintops, things like
the construction of a new nuclear
power plant, exactly the types of
things that should get close scrutiny
and that the public deserves to have a
chance to weigh in on.

This amendment redefines signifi-
cant effect on the environment to
mean only concrete harms that are di-
rectly caused by the proposed agency
action and materially impair human
health or property. That is a drastic
narrowing of how we think about the
impacts of Federal actions.

To use a public lands example, I will
just quote from the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976. It
says: The policy of the United States is
to manage public lands in a manner
that will protect the quality of sci-
entific, scenic, historic, ecological, en-
vironmental, air and atmospheric,
water resource, and archaeological val-
ues.

Now the courts have backed up this
spectrum of values for decades. The Su-
preme Court has held that NEPA
should analyze a broad range of harms,
including recreational and esthetic en-
joyment of the environment.

Who here really thinks that there is
no significant effect on the environ-
ment of a proposed refinery that would
only light up a protected dark sky all
night, every night next to a neighbor-
hood? Or is there really no significant
effect on the environment if a pipeline
would disrupt big game migrations
that hunters depend on to feed their
families?

Of course, this definition means no
amount of climate-changing emissions
that could be considered to have had a
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significant effect on the environment
would ever be considered.

The American people deserve the full
picture of a proposed action and its sig-
nificant effects on the environment.
This amendment puts the blinders on
even more than the underlying bill,
which already goes too far in that di-
rection.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’” on the
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, the reason we
are here, the reason that we have this
legislation on the floor, is that NEPA
is egregiously broken. The SPEED Act,
which has been brought to the floor by
the chairman, places commonsense
caps on how long an EIS can take, and
this amendment goes further to re-
strict what triggers this lengthy, oner-
ous process.

Under the current runaway practice,
NEPA reviews delay reliable energy
projects by 3.9 years. Think about that.
Want to know why we have difficulty
getting affordable energy? All of these
reviews, all of this cumbersome proc-
ess, has delayed the ability for people
to come together and produce energy
for themselves, the energy that allows
us to be in a heated facility and lit and
living and having the benefits of mod-
ern life and having hospitals powered
and having cars that function and
homes that are heated and cooled.

You add this 4-year lengthy addition
with an EIS, environmental impact
statement, and you make it more dif-
ficult.

America must be able to get energy
projects up and running and on the grid
if we are going to compete on the glob-
al stage and continue to be able to live
the benefits of modern life. This
amendment addresses the most onerous
part of the currently bloated NEPA
process.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, we have a
major disagreement on what ‘‘common
sense’ means in this Congress.

To me, and I think really to most
Americans, it is just common sense
that if you have a project that would
destroy hunting access to some vital
part of our public lands that genera-
tions have depended on, if you have a
project that would cause a sacred Trib-
al site to no longer be enjoyed by folks
who have depended on it for millennia,
that that should undergo an environ-
mental review. That seems like com-
mon sense to most people. But in this
strange Congress, 1 guess common
sense just means just do those projects
anyway and don’t even consider alter-
natives and don’t even consider the im-
pacts. That is why I oppose this amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I will remind my
colleagues that what this amendment
does is defines a significant effect as
having ‘‘a proximate and concrete
harm that is directly caused by the
proposed agency action and that mate-
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rially impairs human health or prop-
erty,” fairly common sense.

Mr. Chair, in closing, I am going to
take 30 seconds, a point of personal
privilege here, to respond to something
that the gentleman alluded to earlier
in another exchange with another
Member talking about so-called frivo-
lous litigation by our current Presi-
dent.

I find it absolutely extraordinary
that in the same week that we found
out that the FBI literally told higher-
ups at the Department of Justice and
the White House that there was not
probable cause to engage in a raid at
Mar-a-Lago on the former President of
the United States, that we are some-
how going to enter that fray and not
acknowledge the extent to which the
abuse of power and the abuse of author-
ity by the Biden administration and by
his Department of Justice was extraor-
dinary, historic, corrupt, and worthy of
note.

O 1100

If my colleagues want to venture into
a debate about lawfare, then we will be
happy to talk about the Manhattan
DA. We will be able to talk about Fani
Willis. We will be happy to talk about
Jack Smith. We will be happy to talk
about Arctic Frost, not because we are
happy that they occurred, but because
the American people are offended
about the assault on President Trump,
on the Members of this body, and on
the people of the United States.

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption of my
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
thought we were debating a bill that
proposes a permitting reform. Of
course, we have lots of disagreements
about how it impacts our bedrock envi-
ronmental laws, but I guess we never
want to miss an opportunity to go into
the fever swamp of conspiracism that
is the Kash Patel F'BI these days.

I will bring it back to the subject at
hand.

This is a bad amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ROY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
STAUBER) having assumed the chair,
Mr. EVANS of Colorado, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
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the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 4776) to amend
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 to clarify ambiguous provisions
and facilitate a more efficient, effec-
tive, and timely environmental review

process, had come to no resolution
thereon.
——
MINING REGULATORY CLARITY
ACT

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 951, I call up
the bill (H.R. 1366) to provide for the lo-
cation of multiple hardrock mining
mill sites, to establish the Abandoned
Hardrock Mine Fund, and for other
purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 951, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, printed
in the bill, is adopted, and the bill, as
amended, is considered read.

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

H.R. 1366

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 ‘“Mining Regu-
latory Clarity Act”.

SEC. 2. HARDROCK MINING MILL SITES.

(a) MULTIPLE MILL SITES.—Section 2337 of the
Revised Statutes of the United States (30 U.S.C.
42) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

““(c) ADDITIONAL MILL SITES.—

““(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

‘“(A) MILL SITE.—The term ‘mill site’ means a
location of public land that is reasonably nec-
essary for waste rock or tailings disposal or
other operations reasonably incident to mineral
development on, or production from land in-
cluded in a plan of operations.

““(B) OPERATIONS; OPERATOR.—The terms ‘op-
erations’ and ‘operator’ have the meanings
given those terms in section 3809.5 of title 43,
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on the
date of enactment of this subsection).

‘““(C) PLAN OF OPERATIONS.—The term ‘plan of
operations’ means a plan of operations that an
operator must submit and the Secretary of the
Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture, as ap-
plicable, must approve before an operator may
begin operations, in accordance with, as appli-
cable—

““(i) subpart 3809 of title 43, Code of Federal
Regulations (or successor regulations estab-
lishing application and approval requirements);
and

““(ii) part 228 of title 36, Code of Federal Regu-
lations (or successor regulations establishing ap-
plication and approval requirements).

‘(D) PUBLIC LAND.—The term ‘public land’
means land owned by the United States that is
open to location under sections 2319 through
2344 of the Revised Statutes of the United States
(30 U.S.C. 22 et seq.), including—

“(i) land that is mineral-in-character (as de-
fined in section 3830.5 of title 43, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations (as in effect on the date of en-
actment of this subsection));

“(ii) monmineral land (as defined in section
3830.5 of title 43, Code of Federal Regulations
(as in effect on the date of enactment of this
subsection)); and
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“(iii) land where the mineral character has
not been determined.

““(2) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b), where public land is needed
by the proprietor of a lode or placer claim for
operations in connection with any lode or placer
claim within the proposed plan of operations,
the proprietor may—

““(A) locate and include within the plan of op-
erations as many mill site claims under this sub-
section as are reasonably necessary for its oper-
ations; and

“(B) use or occupy public land in accordance
with an approved plan of operations.

““(3) MILL SITES CONVEY NO MINERAL RIGHTS.—
A mill site under this subsection does not convey
mineral rights to the locator.

““(4) SIZE OF MILL SITES.—A location of a Sin-
gle mill site under this subsection shall not ex-
ceed 5 acres.

“(5) MILL SITE AND LODE OR PLACER CLAIMS
ON SAME TRACTS OF PUBLIC LAND.—A mill site
may be located under this subsection on a tract
of public land on which the claimant or oper-
ator maintains a previously located lode or plac-
er claim.

““(6) EFFECT ON MINING CLAIMS.—The location
of a mill site under this subsection shall not af-
fect the validity of any lode or placer claim, or
any rights associated with such a claim.

““(7) PATENTING.—A mill site under this sec-
tion shall not be eligible for patenting.

“(8) SAVINGS PROVISIONS.—Nothing
subsection—

“(A) diminishes any right (including a right
of entry, use, or occupancy) of a claimant;

““(B) creates or increases any right (including
a right of exploration, entry, use, or occupancy)
of a claimant on land that is not open to loca-
tion under the general mining laws;

“(C) modifies any provision of law or any
prior administrative action withdrawing land
from location or entry;

“(D) limits the right of the Federal Govern-
ment to regulate mining and mining-related ac-
tivities (including requiring claim validity ex-
aminations to establish the discovery of a valu-
able mineral deposit) in areas withdrawn from
mining, including under—

‘(i) the general mining laws;

“‘(ii) the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);

“(iii) the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et
seq.);

“(iv) sections 100731 through 100737 of title 54,
United States Code;

“(v) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.);

“(vi) division A of subtitle III of title 54,
United States Code (commonly referred to as the
‘National Historic Preservation Act’); or

“(vii) section 4 of the Act of July 23, 1955
(commonly known as the ‘Surface Resources Act
of 1955°) (69 Stat. 368, chapter 375; 30 U.S.C.
612);

“(E) restores any right (including a right of
entry, use, or occupancy, or right to conduct op-
erations) of a claimant that—

‘(i) existed prior to the date on which the
land was closed to, or withdrawn from, location
under the general mining laws; and

“(ii) that has been extinguished by such clo-
sure or withdrawal; or

“(F) modifies section 404 of division E of the
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2024 (Public
Law 118-42).”.

(b) ABANDONED HARDROCK MINE FUND.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established in
the Treasury of the United States a separate ac-
count, to be known as the ‘Abandoned
Hardrock Mine Fund’ (referred to in this sub-
section as the “Fund’’).

(2) SOURCE OF DEPOSITS.—Any amounts col-
lected by the Secretary of the Interior pursuant
to the claim maintenance fee under section
10101(a)(1) of the Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1993 (30 U.S.C. 28f(a)(1)) on mill
sites located under subsection (c) of section 2337
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of the Revised Statutes of the United States (30
U.S.C. 42) shall be deposited into the Fund.

(3) USE.—The Secretary of the Interior may
make expenditures from amounts available in
the Fund, without further appropriations, only
to carry out section 40704 of the Infrastructure
Investment and Jobs Act (30 U.S.C. 1245).

(4) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Amounts made
available under paragraph (3)—

(A) shall be allocated in accordance with sec-
tion 40704(e)(1) of the Infrastructure Investment
and Jobs Act (30 U.S.C. 1245(e)(1)); and

(B) may be transferred in accordance with
section 40704(e)(2) of that Act (30 U.S.C.
1245(e)(2)).

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 10101 of
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993
(30 U.S.C. 28f) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘the Mining Law of 1872 (30
U.S.C. 28-28e)”’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘sections 2319 through 2344 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States (30 U.S.C. 22
et seq.)”’;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘Such
claim maintenance fee’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘“(B) FEE.—The claim maintenance fee under
subparagraph (4)’; and

(ii) in the first sentence, by striking
holder of”’ and inserting the following:

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The holder of”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the second sentence, by striking ‘“‘Such
claim maintenance fee’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘““(B) FEE.—The claim maintenance fee under
subparagraph (A)’; and

(ii) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The
holder of’” and inserting the following:

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The holder of”’; and

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the second sentence, by striking ‘“‘The
location fee’’ and inserting the following:

‘“(2) FEE.—The location fee’’; and

(B) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The
claim main tenance fee’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The claim maintenance
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fee’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the Chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WESTERMAN), and the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUFFMAN) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
1366.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1366, to restore clarity and sta-
bility to mining operations and support
reclamation of abandoned hardrock
mine land.

First, I thank my colleague from Ne-
vada, Representative AMODEI, for his
work on this bipartisan legislation.

“The
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In 2022, the Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals revoked an approved mine plan
of operations for the Rosemont Copper
Mine in Arizona. The ruling, known as
the Rosemont decision, limited the
Forest Service’s ability to approve sup-
port activities necessary for con-
ducting mining operations on Federal
land. This decision upended over 40
years of regulatory and legal prece-
dent.

Before developing a mine on Federal
lands, an operator must obtain a mine
plan of operations from the Forest
Service or the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. This plan must detail the in-
tended uses of the surface of the min-
ing claim, including waste rock place-
ment, mills, offices, and roads.

Under the Rosemont decision, how-
ever, operators must prove the exist-
ence of a commercially developable de-
posit on a claim before a plan of oper-
ations can be approved. This obvious
problem is that the economic viability
of a site cannot be determined until
after the mine plan of operations is ap-
proved by the Federal Government.

The ramifications of the Ninth Cir-
cuit’s decision are substantial. Al-
though the Rosemont decision involved
Forest Service lands, it has prompted
multiple lawsuits targeting projects on
BLM lands based on similar regula-
tions.

If allowed to stand, the Rosemont de-
cision will thwart hardrock mining
projects across Federal lands, further
jeopardizing domestic mineral supply
chains, energy security, and national
security.

Mr. AMODEI's bill provides needed
regulatory clarity by creating a new
category of mill sites for activities an-
cillary to mining that operators can in-
clude within the boundaries of an ap-
proved plan of operations.

The legislation also creates an aban-
doned hardrock mine fund to support
the reclamation program by using
claim maintenance fees to inventory,
assess, and remediate abandoned
hardrock mines.

Simply put, our reliance on foreign
critical minerals is one of the greatest
strategic vulnerabilities facing our Na-
tion today. America has been truly
blessed with vast natural resources.
This bill would create the regulatory
clarity and stability that companies
need to attract investment and respon-
sibly develop these resources.

With mineral demand expected to
grow exponentially in the coming dec-
ades, Congress must safeguard and de-
fend the country’s ability to access its
own resources.

Again, I applaud my colleague Mr.
AMODEI for this commonsense but ur-
gently needed bill.

Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleagues to
join me in supporting this legislation,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I remind everyone that
we are at the end of this year. We are
running out of time to fix the
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healthcare crisis that Republicans have
created. Christmas break 1is right
around the corner, and hardworking
Americans are struggling. They are
being crushed under the weight of ris-
ing costs.

What do our Republican friends have
us voting on?

The next bill that we have up today,
H.R. 1366, the so-called Mining Regu-
latory Clarity Act, is just a gift for
folks who really ought to be on the
naughty list this time of year: foreign
mining companies.

I strongly oppose this bill.

According to its sponsors, it is a leg-
islative fix to the Rosemont court deci-
sion, a court case that determined that
a mining company was not allowed to
dump its toxic mine waste on public
lands based on an invalid mining
claim.

You see, Mr. Speaker, for years, min-
ing companies were allowed to dump
their waste wherever they wanted
without paying fair market value for
that land, without public land man-
agers having any real option to say no
regardless of which precious public
lands might be destroyed forever.

However, in the Rosemont decision,
the court held that under current law,
a mining claim is only valid when it
actually contains valuable minerals.
That makes sense. That is common
sense, if we want some common sense.

However, the mining industry didn’t
like that. They were not happy that
they could no longer dump their toxic
waste on phony, invalid claims any-
more.

So here we are today passing a so-
called fix for the industry.
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Now, let’s remember that enormous
benefit is stacked on another one: Min-
ing companies don’t pay back the
American people a cent in royalties for
the minerals that belong to the people
of the United States. The antiquated
Mining Act of 1872 essentially gives
away America’s valuable mineral re-
sources for free, often to foreign-owned
mining companies, even companies
controlled by our adversaries.

Even so, the industry calls the Rose-
mont decision an existential threat.
Give me a break.

You know what happened to the
Rosemont mine after that court deci-
sion came down? The next day, the
company paid for private lands for its
waste disposal. The mine wasn’t
stopped. It is just the industry would
prefer to use the public lands, your
lands, and to be able to dump for free.

Industry argues that this bill would
provide certainty and clarity for min-
ing and exploration. In practice, this
fix would just allow mining companies
to use a different type of claim called
a mill site for unlimited mine-waste
dumping. They could use it for pipe-
lines and processing whatever else they
would like, again at cut-rate prices.

For the record, I have found no evi-
dence that any mines are currently
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being held up because of the Rosemont
decision anywhere in America. This is
a solution in search of a problem.

Time and time again, Democrats
have raised legitimate concerns with
this legislation, and we have offered
good-faith amendments to address
those concerns.

I offered an amendment to strike the
broad definition of operations in the
bill, which effectively means that min-
ing operations don’t need a mining
claim at all.

Representative LEE from Nevada of-
fered an amendment to clarify that
mining companies should only use the
public lands that are actually nec-
essary for their operations, and to
make clear that nothing in the bill
limits the rights to regulate mining
and related activities on Federal lands.

Representative LEGER FERNANDEZ of-
fered an amendment to exempt compa-
nies that are owned and controlled by
our adversaries from these incredible
benefits under this bill.

All of these amendments were very
straightforward. None of the issues
raised should be a surprise to the ma-
jority. They have had time to work
with us, but they chose not to. They re-
jected all of these amendments. I guess
they would rather let foreign mining
companies controlled by our adver-
saries pillage our public lands for
cheap or even for free. Noted.

Again, I strongly oppose this legisla-
tion and reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) the sub-
committee chair on Energy and Min-
eral Resources of the Natural Re-
sources Committee.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 1366, the bipar-
tisan, bicameral Mining Regulatory
Clarity Act, offered by the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI), my good
friend.

The bill before us is simple. It re-
stores longstanding interpretation of
agency regulations governing hardrock
mining policy on Federal lands that
were upended by the courts in May of
2022 in what is known as the Rosemont
decision.

At the time, the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the Ninth Circuit issued a de-
cision that upended decades of settled
law when it affirmed a lower court de-
cision revoking an approved mine plan
for the Rosemont Copper mining
project. The decision limited the abil-
ity of the Forest Service to approve
necessary mining support facilities and
activity, known as ancillary uses,
which are necessary to conduct mining
operations. This decision from the
Ninth Circuit puts virtually every new
domestic mining project on Federal
lands in jeopardy.

This decision from the Ninth Circuit
puts us at odds with what we need to
succeed in a 21st century economy.
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Based on anticipated increases in de-
mand for metals and minerals for ev-
erything from energy and infrastruc-
ture to manufacturing and national se-
curity needs, we require new domestic
mining operations to provide essential
mineral supply chains.

During the previous administration,
the Department of the Interior issued
an opinion that provided a temporary
fix known as the Rosemont fix. This
provides a path forward for mining
projects, but it can be reversed with
the stroke of a pen.

Domestic mining projects are multi-
decade investments. Mining companies
that invest hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in a project require regulatory cer-
tainty and clarity.

Mr. Speaker, considering this, why
would a mining company invest here in
the United States without this cer-
tainty that they will actually be able
to develop a project? That is why the
bicameral, bipartisan Mining Regu-
latory Clarity Act is necessary. The
only way to fix the 2022 court decision
is to codify the fix in law.

This legislation, contrary to what
some of my colleagues will argue,
doesn’t create new domestic mining
policy. It simply builds regulatory cer-
tainty and reinstates the longstanding
interpretation of the mining law and
the agency regulations that were law
of the land before being misinterpreted
by the courts.

Mr. Speaker, if we can’t mine these
minerals domestically thanks in part
to the Rosemont decision blocking new
domestic mines, where do the oppo-
nents of this bipartisan bill expect
needed minerals to come from? The
only answer I can think of is from
China.

Continued lack of clarity resulting
from the court’s decision is not a ben-
efit to the American people, but a ben-
efit to the Chinese Communist Party.
The answer is clear: You can either
support domestic mining with the
strictest environmental and labor
standards here in the United States of
America or you can continue to export
your environmental guilt and support
importing minerals from countries
that have zero environmental stand-
ards and utilize child and forced slave
labor to mine these minerals.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill. When we talk about
domestic mining, we are richly blessed.
The good Lord has blessed this country
with the natural resources that we
need for our everyday lives. I want
American industry, American workers,
and American communities to be able
to mine these minerals that we are
richly blessed with.

I do not want another Biden adminis-
tration supporting memorandums of
understanding with Third World coun-
tries to get these minerals and then
import them to the United States so
we can put them in our technology, our
vehicles, our phones, our cell phones,
our computers, our medical instru-
ments that we manufacture.
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I would much rather mine these crit-
ical minerals here under our environ-
mental and our labor standards. We
can lead the world. By the way, Mr.
Speaker, we also need to process these
here in the United States. That is why
our permitting reform is so important.
This could be a win-win.

As long as we don’t mine here, as
long as we put up every single road-
block, my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle are happy. They will sit in
this House of Representatives and say,
“We support mining” so long as it
never happens, so long as the bureau-
cratic nightmare, the ‘‘blue tape’ con-
tinues where we can’t mine here.

Enough is enough. The American
people have seen enough, and we are
going to mine not only in Minnesota,
but we are going to mine in North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Montana, Wyo-
ming, Nevada, California, Arizona, and
Washington. We are going to mine in
Pennsylvania. We are going to mine in
Texas. We have to do it.

Mr. Speaker, I support this amend-
ment.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for speakers. I
am prepared to close and reserve the
balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from
Minnesota for listing all of those
States and places because it is impor-
tant for the American people to know
that if this becomes law, a free toxic
dump site on your public lands is on its
way in all of those places. That is what
this is about.

One of the cynical euphemisms we
keep hearing is ‘‘regulatory certainty,”
so let’s talk about what that really
means.

Mining permitting has continued
after the Rosemont decision. The Rose-
mont mine itself proceeded. It wasn’t
impacted. There is no legislative fix
needed to this fake problem. This bill
would codify only the most industry-
friendly interpretations of the mining
law and introduce additional uncer-
tainty around the government’s ability
to enact basic commonsense regula-
tions on mining on public lands.

To expand on that, the bill’s current
definition says that mining operations
include: ‘“All functions, work, facili-
ties, and activities in connection with
the prospecting, development, extrac-
tion, and processing of mineral depos-
its and all uses reasonably incident
thereto, including the construction and
maintenance of means of access,
whether the operations take place on
or off the claim.”

This is sweeping. Effectively, this
means that mining operations don’t
need a mining claim at all to conduct
operations on your public lands. While
this definition is currently in regula-
tion, the Interior Department, and the
leading public land law treatise have
found that offsite mining activities do
not currently get the same rights and
priority use as mining claims. That is
what is at stake in this legislation.
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Permanently codifying this into law
would further put mining over other
uses of our public lands, doing an end
run around the multiple-use balancing
requirements that are foundational to
public land management.

While our land managers have lim-
ited discretion right now to deny a
mine on public lands, they do at least
have some authority over their roads,
pipelines, and toxic waste dumping.
That would all be taken away by this
legislation.

This is not regulatory clarity. It is
regulatory charity to an industry that
has already gotten 150 years of give-
aways.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no,” and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I include
in the RECORD a letter of opposition
from 189 organizations, Tribes, compa-
nies, and local elected officials.

DECEMBER 17, 2025.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: THE 189 UN-
DERSIGNED ORGANIZATIONS, TRIBES, COMPA-
NIES AND ELECTED OFFICIALS ARE WRITING ON
BEHALF OF OUR MILLIONS OF MEMBERS AND
SUPPORTERS TO EXPRESS OUR STRONG OPPOSI-
TION TO H.R. 1366, THE MINING REGULATORY
CLARITY ACT (MRCA). THE LEGISLATION IN-
CLUDES SWEEPING PROVISIONS THAT WOULD
WEAKEN THE ALREADY OUTDATED 1872 MINING
LAW AND GIVE EVEN MORE CONTROL OVER OUR
PUBLIC LANDS TO THE MINING INDUSTRY. WE
ASK YOU TO OPPOSE THE MINING REGULATORY
CLARITY ACT.

Most mining in the United States is gov-
erned under a 150-year-old, extremely per-
missive law enacted when Ulysses S. Grant
was president. The law disempowers front-
line communities, has no environmental
guardrails, and doesn’t require mining com-
panies to pay a royalty on the billions of dol-
lars of publicly owned minerals they extract.
This law governs mining on public lands that
are currently being dismantled by the ad-
ministration and their Congressional allies
with active threats to sell off millions of
acres of our lands, roll back protections such
as National Monuments and mineral with-
drawals in secret, and firing thousands of
workers whose jobs are essential for the fu-
ture existence of our public lands. Addition-
ally, recent executive orders were signed in-
voking emergency powers to increase domes-
tic mining and processing of minerals, in-
cluding those by foreign owned mining com-
panies. They cover not just critical minerals,
but others like gold. The executive order ex-
plicitly calls for agencies to prioritize min-
ing above all other uses of public lands, and
aims to provide funding and loans for mining
projects, as well as accelerate permitting
processes under the guise of the Defense Pro-
duction Act. If you combine the antiquated
mining law, the recent EO’s, and the admin-
istration’s efforts to dismantle our public
lands, along with the now unpredictable
compliance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act (NEPA) (due to President
Trump’s executive actions) communities are
now more at risk from mining harms than
they were even 10 years ago.

History already paints a clear picture of
the risks posed by irresponsible, deregulated
mining for critical resources across the
country. The EPA estimates that 40% of
headwaters and 50% of lakes have been con-
taminated by hardrock mines, decimating
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watersheds and the communities that depend
on them for freshwater, including drinking
water. Recent research reveals that the vast
majority of critical mineral resources in the
United States are located within 35 miles of
Native American reservations. As demand
for hardrock minerals grows domestically
and globally, it is critical that we ensure
mining laws and standards protect commu-
nities and the environment while strength-
ening and securing our supply chains. Unfor-
tunately, the MRCA would take us back-
ward, not forward, and create more conflict
over mines, not less.

First, the MRCA would allow mining com-
panies to claim indefinite numbers of mill-
sites on public land, without meaningful lim-
itations, where multinational mining compa-
nies can permanently dump toxic waste and
construct infrastructure like pipelines and
roads. These millsites could block public
lands from being used for more suitable pur-
poses, such as renewable energy projects, wa-
tershed protection, cultural resource access,
and recreation. This provision would remove
any effective limits on millsites and elimi-
nate the requirement that such claims be lo-
cated only on non-mineral land, a key fea-
ture that prevents lands with valuable min-
erals from being buried under waste or made
inaccessible.

Second, several additional provisions con-
tained within MRCA would weaken, if not
negate, over a century of precedent that has
limited the amount of damage to public land
caused by our permissive mining law. Ac-
cording to current law, operators must first
prove that there are in fact valuable min-
erals on a mining claim before they gain the
right to conduct large-scale operations on
those claims. Additionally, operators cannot
conduct operations outside of their claims
without obtaining further permits. MRCA
could render these requirements meaningless
by codifying a regulation that defines all ac-
tivities related to mining under the term
‘“‘operations,” even if they are not directly
on a mining claim. This could allow mining
companies to build pipelines, roads, and
powerlines and conduct other activities
across public lands without ever having to
get a permit for them.

The MRCA does not contain any meaning-
ful limits to prevent abuses of the millsite
provision. It states that mining companies
may use public lands in accordance with an
approved plan of operations. But that is of
little assistance given the bill grants mining
companies an unlimited, statutory right to
use those lands—a right that cannot be de-
nied in a mining plan of operations. The of-
fered protections are thus no protections
against the giveaway of public lands.

Finally, MRCA includes a savings clause
that states mining companies still have to
prove that there are valuable mineral depos-
its on claims within lands that have been
withdrawn from mining. However, the exclu-
sion of similar language for claims on
unwithdrawn lands could be read by a court
to imply that Congress intended to eliminate
the requirement for such checks on
unwithdrawn lands, which make up the vast
majority of public lands. Altogether, these
sections essentially give mining companies a
nearly unlimited right to dump waste across
an indefinite number of acres of public lands
under the proposed millsites provision.

This bill’s provisions will have a dev-
astating impact on frontline communities,
cultural resources, and sensitive ecosystems.
Instead of passing this legislation, Congress
should enact true reforms to our mining laws
such as those identified by the 2023 Inter-
agency Working Group on Mining Laws, Reg-
ulations, and Permitting, especially those
that would close loopholes for foreign com-
panies, improve environmental standards,
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and create competitive leasing to balance
the nation’s clean energy mineral needs with
other public land uses. We urge you to op-
pose the passage of S. 544 & H.R. 1366, wheth-
er as a standalone bill or as a part of a larger
legislative package.

Sincerely,

1000 Grandmothers for Future Generations,

350 Bay Area Action, 350 Hawaii, A2
(Anthropocene Alliance), Access to Thrive,
Alaska Clean Water Advocacy, Alaska Com-
munity Action on Toxics, Alaska Longline
Fishermen’s Association, Alaska Wilderness
League, Alliance for the Wild Rockies, Ami-
gos Bravos New Mexico, Appalachian Citi-
zens’ Law Center, Arizona Faith Network,
Arizona Mining Reform Coalition, Arizona
Trail Association, Arizonans for Community
Choice, Basin and Range Watch, Becky
Daggett, Mayor of Flagstaff, AZ (as an indi-
vidual, Biofuelwatch, Bitterrooters for Plan-
ning.
Black Hills Clean Water Alliance, Black
Hills Preservation Project, Bold Visions Con-
servation, Borderlands Restoration Network,
Cabinet Resource Group, California Environ-
mental Voters, Californians for Western Wil-
derness, CalWild, Cascade Forest Conser-
vancy, Cascadia Wildlands, CDT Preserva-
tion Alliance, Center for Biological Diver-
sity, Chilkat Indian Village, Circle Z ranch,
Citizens for a Safe & Clean Lake Superior,
Citizens to Protect Smith Valley (NV), Cli-
mate and Community Institute, Climate Jus-
tice Alliance, Coalition for Sonoran Desert
Protection, Colorado Citizens Against
ToxicWaste Inc, Concerned Citizens Retired
Miners Coalition.

Conservation Northwest, Conservatives for
Responsible Stewardship, Continental Divide
Trail Coalition, Corona de Tucson Preserva-
tion Alliance, Day One, Deer Tail Scientific,
Defenders of Wildlife, Earthjustice Action,
Earthworks, EcoFlight, Emily Mine Infor-
mation Group, Environmental Protection In-
formation Center—EPIC, Esker Cycles,
Friends of Santa Cruz River, Friends of
Sonoita Creek, Friends of the Amargosa
Basin, Friends of the Bitterroot, Friends of
the Clearwater, Friends of the Inyo, Friends
of the Kalmiopsis.

Friends of Santa Cruz River, Friends of the
Sonoran Desert, Gallatin Wildlife Associa-
tion, Gila Resources Information Project,
Global Witness, Grand Canyon Trust, Grand
Staircase HEscalante Partners, Great Basin
Resource Watch, Great Basin Water Net-
work, Great Old Broads for Wilderness,
GreenLatinos, High Country Conservation
Advocates, Idaho Conservation League,
Idaho Rivers United, Imperial Valley Equity
and Justice, Inclusive Development Inter-
national, Indigenous Environmental Net-
work, Information Network for Responsible
Mining, Investor Advocates for Social Jus-
tice.

Izaak Walton League Rapid City SD Chap-
ter, Jeff and Karen Ives, Kalmiopsis Audubon
Society, Kalmiopsis Guides Association, Ket-
tle Range Conservation Group, Klamath For-
est Alliance, Klamath-Siskiyou Wildlands
Center, League of Conservation Voters, Liv-
ing Desert Alliance, Living Rivers & Colo-
rado Riverkeeper, LNE Engineering and Pol-
icy, Local Environmental Action Demanded
(LEAD) Agency, Inc., Los Padres
ForestWatch, Lower San Pedro Watershed
Alliance, Lynn Canal Conservation, Madrean
Archipelago Wildlife Center, Malach Con-
sulting, Maricopa Audubon Society, Men-
nonite Central Committee U.S., Mining Im-
pact Coalition of Wisconsin.

MiningWatch Canada, Montana Chapter
Sierra Club, Montana Environmental Infor-
mation Center, Mount Shasta Bioregional
Ecology Center, Multicultural Alliance for a
Safe Environment, Native American Land
Conservancy, Native Village of Fort Yukon,
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Natural Resources Defense Council, Nature
For All, NETWORK Lobby for Catholic So-
cial Justice, Nevada Conservation League,
New Mexico & El Paso Interfaith Power and
Light, New Mexico Environmental Law Cen-
ter, Next 100 Coalition, Nicole Palese PLLC,
Noowuh Knowledge Center, North Carolina
League of Conservation Voters, Northeastern
Minnesotans for Wilderness, Northern Alas-
ka Environmental Center, Norton Bay Wa-
tershed Council.

Oregon Natural Desert Association, Oregon
Wild, Our Roots Multi-Cultural Center, Part-
nership for Policy Integrity, Patagonia Area
Resource Alliance, Patagonia, Inc., Pipe
Line Awareness Network for the Northeast,
Prairie Hills Audubon Society (of Western
SD), Progressive Leadership Alliance of Ne-
vada, Protect Thacker Pass, Protect the
Kobuk, Public Citizen, Rachel Carson Coun-
cil, Responsible Jewelry Transformative,
River Alliance of Wisconsin, Rivers Without
Borders, Rock Creek Aliance, Rural Arizona
Engagement, San Juan Citizens Alliance,
San Luis Valley Ecosystem Council.

San Pedro 100, San Xavier District of the
Tohono O’odham Nation, Save Lake Superior
Association, Save Our Cabinets, Save Our
Sky Blue Waters, Save Our St. Vrain Valley,
Inc., Save the Scenic Santa Ritas, Save the
South Fork Salmon, Sheep Mountain Alli-
ance, Sierra Club, Sierra Protection Action
Network, Sisters of Mercy of the Americas
Justice Team, SKky Island Alliance, Smith
River Alliance, Soda Mountain Wilderness
Council, Southeast Alaska Conservation
Council, Southeast Alaska Indigenous Trans-
boundary Commission, Southern Utah Wil-
derness Alliance, Southwest Research and
Information Center (SRIC), SPAN.

Sustainable Ocean Alliance, Sustainable
Tucson, The Becoming Project INC, The
Calabasas Alliance, The Healthy Environ-
ment Alliance of Utah, The Native Village of
Dot Lake, The Ocean Project, The Wilder-
ness Society, Tri-Valley CAREs, Tucson Bird
Alliance (formerly Tucson Audubon), Turtle
Island Restoration Network, Universidad
Popular, Upper Peninsula Environmental Co-
alition, Uranium Watch, Washington Wild,
Water Legacy, Weber Sustainability Con-
sulting, West Berkeley Alliance for Clean
Air and Safe Jobs, Western Shoshone De-
fense Project, Western Shoshone Nation.

Western Watersheds Project, Wild Arizona,
Wild Connections, Wild Hope, Wild Horse
Education, WildEarth Guardians, Wildlands
Defense, Wildlife for All, Yellow Dog Water-
shed Preserve.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, the signers of this letter
express their strong opposition to this
bill. Specifically, they argue that it
would weaken the already outdated
1872 mining law and give the mining in-
dustry even more control over our pub-
lic lands.

They note that mining in the United
States is already governed under a law
that is 150 years old, enacted under
President Ulysses S. Grant.

These organizations, Tribes, and
leaders remind us that the 1872 law has
no environmental guardrails, that the
mining industry is already the only in-
dustry that doesn’t have to pay any
royalty when it extracts our minerals
on public lands, and that 40 percent of
headwaters and 50 percent of lakes
have been polluted by mining activity.

They also raise specific concerns
within the Mining Regulatory Clarity
Act.



H6048

First, the bill would allow multi-
national companies to claim an indefi-
nite number of mill sites to perma-
nently dump toxic waste on our public

lands for free.

Second, it could block renewable en-
ergy development, recreation, and
other uses of our public lands by allow-
ing mining companies to build roads,
pipelines, and other infrastructure by
right and without any permits, as long
as they are connected to a plan of oper-
ation.

Finally, the bill could be read to
eliminate the requirement that mining
companies prove that there are even
some valuable minerals to validate
their claims on the vast majority of
our public lands.

The letter urges us to enact real re-
forms to the 1872 mining law that
would improve environmental safe-
guards for communities and eco-
systems impacted by mining, give Fed-
eral land managers a say in deciding
where mining is and is not appropriate,
and close loopholes that allow foreign

companies to exploit our public lands.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the

gentlewoman from New Mexico (Ms.
LEGER FERNANDEZ), who has shown
great leadership on this seemingly
commonsense need to put some guard-
rails in place to make sure that for-
eign-owned mining companies, includ-
ing those owned and controlled by our
adversaries, don’t have the benefit of

all these lavish giveaways.
Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr.

Speaker, mining corporations, includ-
ing foreign-owned, pay nothing in roy-
alties when they take our publicly
owned minerals on our Federal lands.
The American people get nada, zero,
for our copper, gold, or critical min-

erals.

H.R. 1366, the Mining Regulatory
Clarity Act, is yet another giveaway to
big mining companies by making it
easier for them to dump their waste on
more of our public lands.

At the appropriate time, I will offer a
motion to recommit this bill back to
committee. If the House rules per-
mitted, I would have offered the mo-
tion with an amendment to prevent
mining projects from qualifying for the
expanded public lands access if the
project is owned or operated by a for-
eign entity of concern like China or
one of its subsidiaries.

Why should we let the Chinese Com-
munist Party take advantage of the
copper, gold, and critical minerals on
our Federal lands? Chairman
MOOLENAAR of the Select Committee
on the Strategic Competition Between
the United States and the Chinese
Communist Party offered a similar
amendment to the Rules Committee
last Congress on the same bill. Repub-
licans refused to make it in order.

don’t know why Republicans are
afraid to limit China’s access to Amer-
ica’s critical minerals.

f we are not going to make inter-
national mining companies pay for our
precious minerals that they take from
us, the least we could do is stop foreign
adversaries, like China, from dumping
mine waste on our public land. We
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should not treat our public land like a
big trash pile available to inter-
national mining corporations.

Republicans should focus on making
life more affordable for Americans, not
giving away more land, and not mak-
ing those big international companies
even richer. They should focus on
bringing down costs for Americans, not
giving a big giveaway to the big cor-
porations.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment into the RECORD immediately
prior to the vote on the motion to re-
commit.

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

There was no objection.
Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr.

Speaker, I hope my colleagues will join
me in voting for the motion to recom-
mit and stop letting China and its ad-
versaries use our public lands like their
big trash dump.

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

Mr. Speaker, this bill is another un-
necessary giveaway to the mining in-
dustry. It lets literally anyone, includ-
ing foreign mining companies con-
trolled by our adversaries, claim as
much of our Nation’s public land as
they want for next to nothing, extract
our publicly owned minerals without
paying a cent in royalties back to the
American people, and then perma-
nently bury our public lands in toxic
mining waste.

Our mining laws need reform. They
don’t need this.

With bipartisan interest in securing
our critical mineral supply chain, we
actually have an opportunity to create
modern mineral policies that would
empower American innovators to re-
cover the minerals we need while hon-
oring indigenous sovereignty, pro-
tecting the environment, and making
sure American workers and commu-
nities share in the benefits, as well as
the American taxpayers. Instead, the
majority is doubling down on the ex-
traction above all land grab from the
gold rush back when we codified this
1872 mining law.

They refuse to engage with Demo-
crats to include even commonsense
safeguards against letting foreign ad-
versaries take our public minerals for
free. They refuse to limit the indus-
try’s waste dump mill sites to only the
public lands necessary for their oper-
ations. Ominously, they refuse to clar-
ify that this bill does not affect the
Federal Government’s ability to regu-
late mining on public lands, which the
unnecessary Savings Clause in this bill
calls into question.

It bears repeating that the mining in-
dustry already has a sweetheart deal
on our public lands. We are the only in-
dustrialized Nation that lets anyone
claim whatever they want on public
lands and extract public minerals for
free.

This bill is no minor technical fix to
overturn a court decision. It is a mas-
sive giveaway of public lands to an in-
dustry afraid that one of those many
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giveaways that they have had for all of
this time was about to be challenged.

Mr. Speaker, I urge opposition to the
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, let’s talk about some of
the issues that were just brought up.

First, the foreign entity of concern
restrictions, I agree, and I think every-
body would agree, that we should scru-
tinize foreign direct investment to en-
sure that it does not pose a threat to
the United States.

We have programs to do that, pro-
grams that possibly should be
strengthened. However, imposing arbi-
trary standards could prevent publicly
traded, non-Chinese companies from
mining domestically. Doing what?
Forcing a continued reliance on China.

We all know that China is already
doing whatever it can to prevent us
from building out secure domestic sup-
plies of critical minerals. The CCP has
repeatedly used its dominant market
position to strategically flood markets
and make U.S. projects uneconomic.
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Mr. Speaker, when they see a project
announced in the United States, they
dump product on the global market,
lowering the prices and making our
mining operations uneconomical to in-
vestors.

If we create an arbitrary standard,
they will continue to play even more
dirty. The CCP will simply buy shares
of publicly traded companies to dis-
qualify the companies from mining on
Federal lands. We are being naive if we
think that China won’t use any tool
and loophole at their disposal to stop
mining in the U.S. In any event, this
bill is about regulatory certainty so
that we can start mining again in
America.

I have already mentioned this, but
we are blessed with resources here in
America. A lot of those resources are
on Federal lands. This issue has come
up about royalties. It continually
comes up. People say this bill would
allow mining companies to extract val-
uable public assets without paying any
royalties to Americans.

I want to remind everybody of some-
thing. U.S. mining companies already
pay between 40 and 50 percent of earn-
ings in Federal, State, and local taxes,
as well as other fees. These taxes are
vital to funding school systems, roads,
and other infrastructure projects, espe-
cially in rural communities.

Now, thanks to the Rosemont deci-
sion, on top of paying those taxes, com-
panies must pay millions more in liti-
gation. The developers would be re-
quired to pay fees for any mill sites es-
tablished under this bill. These fees
would go toward remediating aban-
doned hardrock mine lands, something
my Democrat colleagues have repeat-
edly pushed for.
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If we want to encourage investment
in safe, responsible, and cutting-edge
mining practices that provide billions
to the public’s coffers and essential
materials to the American people, we
need to support H.R. 1366.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to call at-
tention to a letter we received, signed
by 28 organizations from A to Z. It is
literally from A to Z. Starting with A,
the Alaska Miners Association, Amer-
ican Exploration and Mining Associa-
tion, Bipartisan Policy Center Action,
Battery Materials and Technology Coa-
lition, Colorado Mining Association,
National Mining Association, U.S.
Chamber of Commerce, Women’s Min-
ing Coalition, Wyoming Mining Asso-
ciation, and I will round it out with Z,
the Zero Emission Transportation As-
sociation.

These organizations stress the impor-
tance of Congress enacting this bipar-
tisan legislation. They stated: This leg-
islation will ensure the U.S. can utilize
its vast domestic resources to build es-
sential mineral supply chains. Your ef-
forts to enhance mineral supply chain
security, while upholding our leading
safety and environmental standards,
are crucial. The passage of H.R. 1366
will support the trajectory of innova-
tion in the U.S. and maintain the Na-
tion’s economic leadership.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is common
sense, supporting American industries
that are working to bolster our domes-
tic mineral supplies.

I also want to draw attention to a
letter we received from Nevada demo-
cratic Governor Joe Lombardo in sup-
port of the Mining Regulatory Clarity
Act. His letter states: Advancement of
this bipartisan, bicameral legislation is
indispensable to the long-term eco-
nomic resilience of our rural commu-
nities and Nevada’s ability to help
achieve domestic mineral security.

Again, this bill is common sense. It is
bipartisan, and it bicameral. It sup-
ports a key industry for States like Ne-
vada. It should be strongly bipartisan.

Mr. Speaker, when we look at the
abundant minerals that we are blessed
with across the United States, I think
of the claim that our colleague from
Alaska (Mr. BEGICH) also says. He
talked about the Ambler Road district.
Of 50 things listed on the U.S. List of
Critical Minerals, he says in the
Ambler Mining District, 49 of those
exist in abundant capacity to develop,
process, and mine. Yet, we are yet to
be able to get a road into this area to
process these materials.

When I look at my home State of Ar-
kansas, we have the largest deposit of
lithium possibly in the world. At least
15 percent of the world’s lithium is in
brine water on public land in the great
State of Arkansas.

We have all these minerals available
all across the country. According to
the 2026 Mineral Commodity Sum-
mary’”’ from the U.S. Geological Sur-
vey, the U.S. is 100 percent dependent
on imports for 14 critical minerals,
many from China and Russia.
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Mr. Speaker, I have met with the
Navaho Nation. They have abundant
deposits of uranium they could recover
from former mining operations. We are
so dependent on uranium imports. The
last number I saw, we produced only
one-half of 1 percent of the uranium we
use for fuel in U.S. reactors. Do my col-
leagues know where most of that
comes from? It comes from Russia and
Kazakhstan. These are the kinds of
minerals we are dependent on foreign
actors for.

If my colleagues support growing our
domestic supplies of critical minerals,
this bill provides the regulatory cer-
tainty necessary to strengthen domes-
tic mineral supply chains. If my col-
leagues support weakening China’s
global control over minerals, join us in
voting for the Mining Regulatory Clar-
ity Act.

Let’s talk a little bit more about
China. We need not only more mining
here in America, but we need to do
more processing and refining in the
U.S. to meet our energy infrastructure
and national security and defense
needs. The Mining Regulatory Clarity
Act will help strengthen domestic min-
eral supply chains.

I have a chart here that shows where
we are at with China on rare earth and
their monopoly. They control 70 per-
cent of the mining in the world. It is
not in China. It is all over the world.

My colleague mentioned child slave
labor being used to extract cobalt in
Africa. It is atrocious where they go
and mine these materials and the lack
of standards that they have. The envi-
ronmental, human health, human safe-
ty, and human rights that are violated
in the mining is also appalling.

They take that back to China, and
they process 90 percent of it in China.
This is all of the world’s critical min-
erals. Then they manufacture 93 per-
cent of the things that are manufac-
tured with critical minerals.

If my colleagues want to help China
maintain their stranglehold over our
critical mineral supply chains, we
should oppose this bill. Look no further
than the chart behind me. We will see
we can’t continue to allow China to
have the monopoly and the strangle-
hold on our economy and on our de-
fense that they currently have through
the critical mineral supply chain.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this bill. I appre-
ciate my colleague from Nevada (Mr.
AMODEI) for bringing it to the floor.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 951,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

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

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

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr.
Speaker, I have a motion to recommit
at the desk.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Leger Fernandez moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 1366 to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ is as follows:

Ms. Leger Fernandez moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 1366 to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith, with
the following amendment:

Add at the end the following:

SEC. 3. EXCEPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—This Act and the amend-
ments made by this Act do not apply with
respect to a project that is owned or oper-
ated by—

(1) a foreign entity of concern; or

(2) an entity that is a subsidiary of a for-
eign entity of concern.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COVERED NATION.—The term ‘‘covered
nation’” has the meaning given the term in
section 4872(f) of title 10, United States Code.

(2) FOREIGN ENTITY OF CONCERN.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘foreign entity
of concern’ has the meaning given the term
in section 40207(a)(5) of the Infrastructure In-
vestment and Jobs Act (42 U.S.C. 18741(a)(b)).

(B) CLARIFICATION.—For purposes of this
section, a foreign entity of concern is subject
to the jurisdiction or direction of a govern-
ment of a foreign country that is a covered
nation within the meaning of section
40207(a)(5)(C) of the Infrastructure Invest-
ment and Jobs Act (42 U.S.C. 18741(a)(5)(C)) if
the foreign entity of concern is more than 10
percent owned, directed, controlled, or fi-
nanced, directly or indirectly, individually
or in aggregate, by any individual that is the
citizen, national, or permanent resident, or
is an entity subject to the jurisdiction, of
the government of a covered nation.

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

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

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

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

———
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PET AND LIVESTOCK PROTECTION
ACT

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 951, I call up
the bill (H.R. 845) to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior to reissue regula-
tions removing the gray wolf from the
list of endangered and threatened wild-
life under the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 951, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, printed
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in the bill, is adopted and the bill, as
amended, is considered read.

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

H.R. 845

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 ‘‘Pet and Live-
stock Protection Act’.

SEC. 2. REMOVING THE GRAY WOLF FROM THE
LIST OF ENDANGERED AND THREAT-
ENED WILDLIFE.

Not later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this section, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall reissue the final rule entitled ‘‘Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Re-
moving the Gray Wolf (Canis lupus) From the
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife’’
and published on November 3, 2020 (85 Fed. Reg.
69778).

SEC. 3. NO JUDICIAL REVIEW.

Reissuance of the final rule under section 2
shall not be subject to judicial review.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WESTERMAN) and the gentlewoman
from Oregon (Ms. HOYLE) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WESTERMAN. 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 H.R. 845.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, as we are getting close
to breaking for the Christmas holiday,
I am glad that this last bill that the
Natural Resources Committee will
offer is one that we will have a debate
on that will resolve an issue that has
united the Bush, Obama, Biden, and
Trump administrations alike.

I am not sure there is another issue
like that out there, but this is one of
them because each of those administra-
tions has agreed that the gray wolf is a
recovered species and should be re-
moved from the Endangered Species
Act, or ESA, protection.

H.R. 845, the Pet and Livestock Pro-
tection Act, sponsored by Representa-
tives BOEBERT and TIFFANY, instructs
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to
re-issue its 2020 final rule that delisted
the gray wolf from the list of threat-
ened and endangered species in the en-
tire lower 48 States.

Recovery of the gray wolf is a true
ESA success story, and there aren’t a
lot of them. In the 1970s, the species
was at risk in the lower 48 States.
Today, the gray wolf numbers in the
thousands across the Great Lakes and
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Rocky Mountains, with each of these
populations being connected to tens of
thousands of wolves in Canada.

The first Trump administration rec-
ognized this successful recovery and
issued a delisting rule for gray wolves
in the lower 48 States. Unfortunately,
this rule was vacated by a Federal
judge in California in a blatant in-
stance of judicial activism.

Mr. Speaker, don’t just take my word
for it. The Biden administration ap-
pealed the California judge’s vacatur of
the 2020 Trump rule, arguing: ‘“The dis-
trict court misunderstood the ESA’s
clear mandate and compounded that
error by imposing its own review of the
science.”

By every sensible definition, the gray
wolf is a recovered species, and that re-
covery should be celebrated as a suc-
cess of the ESA. Gray wolf populations
are healthy and thriving in every re-
gion in which they are found.

The Great Lakes region has the larg-
est concentration of gray wolves in the
lower 48 States, with approximately
4,200 wolves inhabiting Michigan, Min-
nesota, and Wisconsin. Moreover, this
population is connected to at least
12,000 to 14,000 wolves in central Can-
ada. The Western United States is also
home to roughly 2,500 wolves, including
already delisted populations in Mon-
tana, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and
Wyoming. This population is connected
to over 15,000 wolves in western Can-
ada.

The Biden administration’s own
science determined that wolves in the
Western United States had a healthy
abundance, retained genetic diversity,
could respond to high-mortality
events, and maintained adaptive capac-
ity. Most of these wolves reside in
States where they have already been
delisted.

The science is clear. Gray wolves
have recovered in the lower 48 States,
and it is time to return their manage-
ment to the States, which have man-
aged and will continue to manage wolf
populations responsibly.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, we are here in D.C. dur-
ing the final week before the holidays.
Families back home are struggling
with the increasing costs of groceries,
housing affordability, natural disaster
recovery, and healthcare. That is what
we should be working on.

Instead, what has Republican leader-
ship scheduled this week: a bill that is
routinely used in Congress to kill time
on the floor and that will go nowhere
in the Senate.

H.R. 845, the Pet and Livestock Pro-
tection Act, would strip Federal En-
dangered Species Act protection from
gray wolves and block courts from re-
viewing that decision. This bill would
force the Department of the Interior to
re-issue a 2020 Trump rule to delist the
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gray wolves that was struck down by a
Federal court in 2022.

Why was it struck down? A Repub-
lican-appointed judge found that it
failed to use the best available science,
didn’t consider threats to wolves out-
side core populations, and ignored the
needs across their entire range—find-
ings all in violation of the Endangered
Species Act.

Instead of accepting that decision,
this bill doubles down on bad science
and even prevents courts from weigh-
ing in.

If you are sure wolves have recov-
ered, then there is no need to block ju-
dicial review. However, that is not the
case here. Instead, my colleagues want
to remove Endangered Species Act pro-
tections because of politics instead of
science. That is not how the Endan-
gered Species Act works.

Wolves are an Endangered Species
Act success story. Their population has
increased from fewer than 1,000 animals
to over 6,000 today, but recovery re-
mains fragile and incomplete. Wildlife
management should be based on
science and collaboration. Our natural
heritage and the health of our eco-
systems are worth protecting for fu-
ture generations.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill, and I am look-
ing forward to hearing further discus-
sions from my colleagues.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Ms. BOEBERT), the lead
sponsor of this legislation.

Ms. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for helping to lead on
this issue. I thank my colleague, Rep-
resentative ToM TIFFANY, who has also
been instrumental in this piece of leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, Colorado is at the cen-
ter of our Nation for wolf battles. That
is why Congressman ToM TIFFANY and
I introduced H.R. 845, the Pet and Live-
stock Protection Act.

My bill delists the gray wolf from the
Federal Endangered Species List and
returns the issue of wolf management
to the States and Tribal wildlife agen-
cies.

This doesn’t mean that wolves will
not be managed. It just means that the
Federal Government will step aside,
and we will have proper State manage-
ment. I think we believe in federalism
here and the Tenth Amendment and
trust our States to do the right thing.

Leftists want to eliminate hunting,
lock up our lands, further restrict gun
rights, and pander to the interests of
extreme environmentalists who don’t
understand our rural way of life.

In 2020, in Colorado, Denver and
Boulder voted to reintroduce gray
wolves west of the Continental Divide.
This ballot-box biology has led Colo-
rado to rush through the importation
of Canadian gray wolves and has set
them loose in our State, despite nu-
merous protests and questions about
the legality of this dysfunctional and



December 18, 2025

chaotic approach, putting predators
over people.

These predators do not obey arbi-
trary boundaries. Sure, Colorado may
say that they will be introduced west
of the Continental Divide, but that
doesn’t keep them west, and that
doesn’t necessarily keep them in Colo-
rado, either, as we have seen.

Importing foreign predators into our
State has received pushback from our
Tribes, energy operators, and our farm-
ers and ranchers. ESA restrictions pro-
hibit ranchers and pet owners from
protecting their livestock and pets, as
ranchers who shoot at, injure, or kill
protected wolves that are stalking
sheep or cattle face potential prosecu-
tion.

Unfortunately, wolves, again, don’t
see State lines. They don’t know the
difference between State, Federal,
Tribal, or private land. It is in their
nature to travel great distances in pur-
suit of prey, whether that is deer, elk,
sheep, cattle, or even our pets. It has
been well documented that wolves
don’t only hunt to satisfy their hunger.
They also hunt for sport.

In March of this year, one of the Ca-
nadian wolves attacked and Kkilled a
working cattle dog in Jackson County,
Colorado, neighboring one of the coun-
ties I represent in my district. Last
year, a gray wolf from the Great Lakes
region was found over 1,000 miles away
in Elbert County, east of the Conti-
nental Divide, in Colorado’s Fourth
District, which I represent.

Colorado’s agricultural producers
have lost $580,000 in just one year from
wolves already introduced. We should
listen to our farmers and ranchers and
finally delist the gray wolf.
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Gray wolves were first listed under
the ESA in 1967. That was 58 years ago.
Since then, delisting the gray wolves
has been supported by the Obama,
Trump, and even Biden administra-
tions.

In November 2020, scientists and non-
partisan career employees at the De-
partment of the Interior once again
found gray wolves were fully recovered
and once again issued a rule that re-
turned management of the gray wolf
populations to State and Tribal wild-
life agencies, as it should be.

Unfortunately, frivolous litigation
was filed by environmental extremists,
and an activist California judge pan-
dered to them by vacating the 2020 rule
and unilaterally relisting the gray wolf
by judicial fiat.

Mr. Speaker, the science is crystal
clear on this issue: Gray wolves should
no longer be on the Endangered Species
List. We can no longer put farmers,
ranchers, and even our pets in harm’s
way by using taxpayer dollars to pro-
tect a species that has been fully recov-
ered. It is time for the Federal Govern-
ment to get out of the way and allow
the State and Tribal wildlife agencies
to manage this species.

Again, just as my colleague on the
other side of the aisle agrees, this is an
Endangered Species Act success story.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge support of my
bill.

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

Mr. Speaker, when my colleagues say
an activist judge overturned this, it
was a Republican-appointed judge who
found, again, that it failed to use the
best available science.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
just canceled the first-ever nationwide
gray wolf recovery plan, which was due
this month. This comprehensive,
science-based plan would have finally
provided a holistic approach to wolf re-
covery with all stakeholders at the
table. This is the type of solution that
the courts have been seeking after in-
validating five of the six previous at-
tempts to delist wolves.

Unfortunately, H.R. 845 is part of a
pattern. Instead of investing time and
money into supporting proven paths of
success, we are voting on far-reaching
and unscientific proposals that don’t
actually solve the problem and won’t
make it into law. H.R. 845 would also
fragment and make wolf management
harder.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. DIN-
GELL).

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, today,
we are witnessing an unprecedented ex-
tinction crisis with 1 million species at
risk of disappearing forever in coming
decades.

As the co-chair of the Endangered
Species Act Caucus, protecting our Na-
tion’s wildlife is one of my top prior-
ities. I am deeply concerned that the
provisions included in this bill will
cause our country to backtrack on the
progress we have made. That is why I
have to be opposed today to the bill on
the floor, the so-called Pet and Live-
stock Protection Act.

There has been a lot of discussion
about the gray wolf. Let’s talk about
the listing of the gray wolf under the
Endangered Species Act. While
progress has been made in certain re-
gions, the reality is clear: Gray wolves
have not yet achieved full recovery,
and removing Federal protections
would be premature and dangerous.

Today, wolves occupy only a fraction
of their historic range. Large areas of
suitable habitat remain unoccupied,
and many existing populations are
small, isolated, and genetically vulner-
able.

True recovery under the Endangered
Species Act requires not just survival
in a few regions, but long-term secu-
rity across a significant portion of the
species’ range.

We also know from experience what
happens when protections are lifted too
soon. After previous delisting efforts,
several States moved quickly to au-
thorize aggressive hunting and trap-
ping seasons. In some cases, wolf popu-
lations declined sharply within 1 single
year. These setbacks erase decades of
conservation progress and create insta-
bility, rather than sound wildlife man-
agement.
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Gray wolves play a vital role in
maintaining healthy ecosystems. As
apex predators, they help regulate prey
populations, reduce overgrazing, and
promote the recovery of forests and
watersheds. These ecological benefits
support biodiversity and contribute to
healthier landscapes that benefit hunt-
ers, farmers, outdoor recreation, and
rural communities alike.

Some argue that delisting is nec-
essary to address conflicts with live-
stock in 1local communities, but
science tells a different story. Broad le-
thal control does not reliably reduce
livestock losses and can actually in-
crease conflicts by disrupting pack
structure. Nonlethal tools, such as
range riders, fladry, improved hus-
bandry practices, and fair compensa-
tion programs have proven to be far
more effective and deserve continued
investment.

The Endangered Species Act is one of
the most successful conservation laws
in our Nation’s history. It sets clear
science-based standards for recovery
and requires that threats be adequately
addressed before protections are re-
moved.

Delisting gray wolves without en-
forceable, science-based State manage-
ment plans undermines both the intent
of the law and public trust.

This decision is about more than one
species. It is about whether we let poli-
tics override science or whether we up-
hold our responsibility to protect wild-
life for future generations.

Until gray wolves are truly recov-
ered, connected across the range, and
protected by durable management
plans, Federal protections must remain
in place. That is why attempts to delist
the gray wolves through congressional
action are opposed by scientists, con-
servation groups, and the majority of
Americans across the political spec-
trum.

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose delisting and to
stand with science, conservation, and
the rule of law.

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to state again:
The gray wolf is an ESA recovery suc-
cess story. We should be celebrating
this.

While gray wolves might not cur-
rently occupy all of their historic
range, they do not meet the criteria for
listing under the ESA. This was con-
firmed by the Biden administration, as
with previous administrations before.

Most species are not found through-
out their historic range. Elk and black
bears, for example, are still absent
from much of their historic range, but
they are not listed under the ESA.

According to my colleague’s argu-
ment, the wolf can’t be totally recov-
ered until it is back in its entire his-
toric range. Mr. Speaker, the North-
east United States is part of the his-
toric range of the gray wolf. If what I
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am hearing is correct, are we Dpro-
moting restoring the wolf to the North-
eastern United States, within metro-
politan and suburban areas, where
packs of wolves can range 100 miles a
day? Is that what we want to make the
criteria before we say gray wolves are
recovered?

The scientists at the Fish and Wild-
life Service in the Biden administra-
tion, along with those in the Trump ad-
ministration, the Obama administra-
tion, and the Bush administration,
have said that the gray wolf is recov-
ered.

This is just another push to continue
a top-down Federal approach to wild-
life management that does little to ac-
tually help wildlife.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. TIF-
FANY).

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Speaker, I sug-
gest to the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan, if she wants to do a ride-along
with me and deliver wolves to Madison,
Wisconsin, part of their previous range,
I would be happy to do that if she
would join in that process.
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I just want to address one thing in re-
gards to the gentlewoman from Oregon.
We have got really good news, what she
talked about in regards to inflation. I
urge her to watch CNN this morning
with the inflation numbers that have
come out that are the lowest since 2021.
That is good news, as we end 2025, and
it is really good news as we go into 2026
that the Pet and Livestock Protection
Act is going to pass out of the House of
Representatives today.

Federal protections were established
a couple decades ago, and there are
hundreds of wolves in Wisconsin, Min-
nesota, and Michigan. Now, there are
over 4,000 wolves. Talk about inflation.
It has hit the wolf population. Also, if
you go back to 2015, 26 of the most emi-
nent wildlife biologists in the upper
Midwest urged these judges to delist
the wolf, take them off the Endangered
Species Act, because the wolf is recov-
ered as the data has shown.

Populations have been bouncing back
and forth between being listed and
delisted, and this bill provides a perma-
nent solution, returning the population
management back to the States.

As everyone in Wisconsin knows, this
is something we have seen far too
often, most recently when the judge in
Oakland, California, vacated the 2020
delisting rule and unilaterally put it
back on the ESA list by judicial fiat.

Wisconsinites know best when it
comes to managing Wisconsin’s wolf
population, and it is long past time
that we empowered Wisconsinites to be
able to manage the gray wolf popu-
lation once again.

The chairman handled it in a very
positive manner. This is a recovery
success under the Endangered Species
Act.

This is the graphic representation of
what is happening, the carnage that is
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happening across our States, in rural
areas, where pets and livestock are
being slaughtered because the wolf is
not being managed.

If you talk to any sportsman, they
will tell you the wolf belongs on the
landscape, but when you do not man-
age a wildlife population, this is what
happens, the slaughter continues of
people’s pets and livestock.

Gray wolf delisting has been sup-
ported by four Presidents. Even the
Biden administration’s Fish and Wild-
life Service asked the Federal appeals
court last fall to reinstate the rule.

The gray wolf has been the latest re-
covery success, with significant popu-
lations in the Rocky Mountains and
western Great Lakes.

There is something else we should all
remember. When a species is removed
from the ESA list, it is something we
should celebrate.

From farmers to pet owners to
sportsmen and -women, delisting the
gray wolf is of paramount importance
to rural America.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield an additional 30 seconds to the
gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Speaker, in order
to maintain our rural way of life, the
wolf needs to be delisted. It is past
time to return management to the
States. This is a legislative fix we can
do.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes.” I urge the United States
Senate to pass this bill when it comes
over to them.

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

I appreciate the words of my good
friend from Wisconsin. I invite him to
come to my district where the manu-
facturers in my district are paying
more for goods that they have to im-
port to build things in the U.S. and my
farmers and wine producers and export-
ers are losing their markets and have
less money to pay for things where the
prices have risen for their Thanks-
giving, Christmas dinner, and presents.
But you are welcome to come.

Also, the issue with H.R. 845, after
the 2020 delisting, in Wisconsin 30 per-
cent of its wolf population was killed
in just 4 days. Idaho passed a law al-
lowing the Kkilling of up to 90 percent of
wolves, including the pups. Montana
removed wolf protections around Yel-
lowstone raising bag limits and ex-
panded trapping, killing many of the
beloved wolves that tourists travel
from around the world to see.

The ecological consequences matter.
Wolves are a keystone species critical
to healthy ecosystems. When reintro-
duced to Yellowstone in 1995, they pro-
vided benefits throughout the entire
ecosystem.

Wolves changed elk behavior, allow-
ing willows and aspens to recover.
They brought back beaver, whose dams
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create habitats for fish, amphibians,
and birds. One study found a 1,500 per-
cent increase in the willow growth,
surpassing 82 percent of trophic cas-
cades in global analysis. Recently, we
have seen evidence that wolves are
helping to protect deer and elk popu-
lations from the spread of chronic
wasting disease, a horrifying neuro-
logical disease rampaging through the
States and causing real problems for
hunters.

The State of Oregon has worked to
lead the way in wolf recovery, but
there is only so much we can do if
neighboring wolf populations are wiped
out.

We want to see recovery, get the en-
vironmental benefits, and also make
sure that our ranchers are com-
pensated for any losses that occur.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. BEYER),
my good friend.

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, as co-chair
of the House Endangered Species Cau-
cus, I rise today in strong opposition to
H.R. 845.

This bill, formerly called the Trust in
Science Act, has gone under a rebrand
since the best available science con-
tradicts this politically motivated bill.

I am here to remind the American
people of some Kkey facts underlying
this bill. First, a small reminder, peo-
ple are predators, too. In fact, we are
the most successful apex predator of all
time.

This bill has the deeply unpopular
Project 2025’s name all over this. Look
at page 534, part 3, section 16, where
delisting the gray wolf is listed as the
second highest priority for the Depart-
ment of the Interior, just behind
delisting the grizzly bear.

Despite the Trump administration’s
incompetence and chaos, we have not
forgotten about the direction coming
from Project 2025 and the damage al-
ready done to our country.

Second, this bill fails to recognize
the status of gray wolves today, taking
us back to an outdated rulemaking
that didn’t hold up in court.

It is important to recognize State-by-
State differences in wolf recovery but
also in State-sanctioned predation.
What does the best available recovery
science say today? That is what we
should be supporting.

Gray wolf recovery goals are out-
dated, and they need to be updated.
That is what we should be working on
instead of this extinction effort. That
is what this is: permission to once
again reduce the wolf population in the
lower 48 to zero.

We know that premature delisting
hinders the ability of gray wolves to be
delisted legitimately.

Today, wolves continue to face ongo-
ing serious threats to their survival,
including poaching, habitat loss, and
the patchwork of inconsistent State
mismanagement.

The protections of the ESA have al-
lowed gray wolf populations across the
country to stabilize and regain
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strength. If delisted nationally, gray
wolves will once again be hunted and
trapped to the point of extinction.

If we actually wanted to trust the
science, we see that the gray wolf has
made progress in their recovery but
also that wolves in the Northern Rocky
Mountains are being Kkilled in dramatic
numbers, even the celebrated Yellow-
stone National Park’s gray wolves.

The Biden administration recognized
this and put forth a National Wolf Re-
covery Plan that was supposed to be re-
leased last week on December 12. This
highly anticipated plan would have de-
veloped a comprehensive nationwide
recovery plan that would have engaged
the public to help develop a unified re-
covery approach based on scientific
evidence. Unfortunately, the Trump
administration hastily announced its
cancellation last November.

By the way, the only reason Cana-
dian wolves were necessary is because
we had killed every last lower 48 wolf.

Finally, I have to address the spu-
rious argument that protecting pets
and livestock somehow is ample jus-
tification for delisting the wolves.

In Montana, Mr. Speaker, fewer than
60 livestock out of almost 3 million are
killed every year by wolves. That is
one loss for every 50,000 cows or sheep.
That is a very tiny loss ratio compared
to deaths by accident, lightning, freez-
ing temperatures, and all of the other
natural hazards that come from living
outside 365 days a year, not to mention
that most of these animals are being
raised to be slaughtered. The numbers
don’t look much different in Wyoming
or Idaho. Ranchers are compensated
very generously for losses related to
wolves, always more than market
value, sometimes three times the value
of the animal lost.

Mr. Speaker, State Farm reported
that 93,000 dogs—not 5 or 10—93,000
were hit by cars in 2022, yet no one has
suggested banishing automobiles.

I love dogs. Most of us do. We know
how smart and complicated and fero-
ciously loyal they are. They are just
wolves we have tamed. There is abun-
dant evidence that wolf families are
more like human families than any
other species. Wolves and men have
evolved together over the millennia,
one reason wolves show up in all our
most important stories, poems, and
songs.

When we kill all the wolves, we Kkill
something in our own humanity. We
deny our connection to nature and
what is beautiful and glorious.

How can we proclaim the wonder of
existence, the generosity of a loving
God, and then hate the charismatic
creatures he has also given to this
world.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
kill this bill.

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

The whole State of Virginia was at
one time gray wolf habitat. Wash-
ington, D.C. had gray wolves. When are
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we going to turn them loose here on
the Mall or Old Town or whatever part
of Virginia?
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This is a problem that seems to get
exported to rural areas, and people
turn a blind eye to what happens in the
rural areas.

Also, there is a difference between
desiring fewer wolves and desiring no
wolves. States where wolves have al-
ready been delisted have a proven
track record of success which has been
confirmed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. This bill does not prohibit the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service from
listing the wolf in the future if it deter-
mines a listing is warranted.

However, as the service has con-
firmed multiple times, the gray wolf
currently does not meet that criteria.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the

gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
STAUBER).
Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, as a

member of the newly formed follow the
science caucus, I rise today in strong
support of a bill I am proud to cospon-
sor, H.R. 845, the Pets and Livestock
Protection Act.

It has been proven time and time
again that the gray wolf is not endan-
gered and, in fact, has fully recovered.

When the gray wolf was listed as
threatened in Minnesota under the En-
dangered Species Act in 1978, a recov-
ery goal of 1,250 to 1,400 wolves was set.

Today, according to data from the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the
Minnesota Department of Natural Re-
sources, we have over 2,700 wolves in
Minnesota. However, as my constitu-
ents will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that is
a severe undercount. It is more like
5,000 to 7,000 in Minnesota.

Over one-half of the gray wolves
across the lower 48 are in Minnesota,
and most of them can be found in my
district.

The gray wolf might be one of the
greatest success stories of the HESA,
and it is one that should be celebrated.
Now that the species has recovered, it
is time to delist. That is not just my
opinion. It is a bipartisan view that has
been held by several Presidential ad-
ministrations on both sides of the
aisle.

In 2009,
delisted the gray wolves.
groups sued to relist.

In 2013, the Obama administration
delisted the gray wolves. Activist
groups sued to delist.

In 2020, the Trump administration
delisted gray wolves. Activist groups
sued to relist.

Just last year, the Biden administra-
tion even agreed, when they chose to
defend the Trump administration’s 2020
delisting rule.

Presidents Bush, Obama, Trump, and
even Biden, trusted the science and
sought to do the right thing. It is ac-
tivist groups, with the help of activist
judges, who continue to choose to dis-
regard the science and fight to keep
these unnecessary protections in place.

the Bush administration
Activist
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As a result, my constituents have to
face growing wolf populations in their
backyards each and every day.

Mr. Speaker, look at this photo right
here to my right. Just last month in
Ely, Minnesota, a wolf was seen in the
school parking lot in the middle of the
day. It was just feet from the school-
house door. Mr. Speaker, because of the
gray wolf’s listing status, nothing
could be done to protect the lives of
the students there. The broken ESA is
putting my constituents’ lives at risk.

Simply said, it is beyond time that
the gray wolf is delisted under the
ESA. Unfortunately, as long as activ-
ists are willing to abuse our Federal
Court system to weaponize the ESA, I
am afraid an administrative delisting
will never be possible. There is only
one alternative, Mr. Speaker. Congress
needs to act and finally vote in legisla-
tion to delist the gray wolves.

As a hunter in northern Minnesota,
last year I held several townhalls on
the gray wolf and the concerns of the
delisting. Hunters for Hunters, Hunter
Nation, and other pro-hunting groups
supported this endeavor.

Mr. Speaker, if you look at trail
cams, for example, you will see a nice,
beautiful, in this case, 8-point buck.
Ten minutes later, on the same trail,
same trail cam, comes the wolf.

Who knows what happened to that
big, beautiful buck.

The fact of the matter is that we
should celebrate the ESA’s accomplish-
ment. The gray wolf has recovered. Let
the States manage it. They can be
more nimble than the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in support of this important
piece of legislation.

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I
acknowledge that wolf-livestock con-
flicts do happen and that ranchers de-
serve support when there is a wolf
problem. We already have tools that
work to address these conflicts, but
this bill does nothing to improve them
or to help our ranchers.

H.R. 845 has no funding for conflict
mitigation, no support for nonlethal
deterrents, and no additional com-
pensation for losses. If we want to
delist wolves responsibly, then we need
to give Fish and Wildlife Service the
resources and direction it needs to
work collaboratively, respond to
science, and invest in conflict preven-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUFFMAN), who is the
ranking member.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Oregon for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman is
right. If we want to talk about the oc-
casional conflicts that exist between
livestock and pets and any predators,
that is a legitimate conversation. How-
ever, what we are hearing from across
the aisle is really jumping the shark, if
you will forgive another predator met-
aphor, Mr. Speaker.
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We are being led to believe that
packs of wolves are about to descend
on urban areas in New England and
Madison, Wisconsin, and that they are
looming outside of schools.

I think my colleagues across the
aisle need to understand: The Amer-
ican people are a little smarter than
that. They are kind of going to see
through this Little Red Riding Hood
meets chupacabra narrative the gen-
tleman was trying to spin to scare peo-
ple about wolves.

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you the way
it actually works. The Endangered Spe-
cies Act does not prevent wildlife man-
agers from intervening any time a wolf
or any other predator threatens prop-
erty or human beings. In fact, just a
few weeks ago in Northern California, I
believe it was the Sierra Valley, a pack
of wolves from one of our packs there
had begun preying on cattle in an area
where they are concentrated because of
the way they move through the State,
and the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife came in and took some. I
think they took five or six of them,
killed them. There was no ESA law-
suit, and there was no violation of the
law.

A little reality check on what we just
heard from my colleague from Min-
nesota, that there was nothing anyone
could do about this scary chupacabra
wolf in the school parking lot. That is
nonsense. That is not the way the ESA
works.

Now, let’s be clear. This bill is not
about protecting pets or livestock. It is
about politics overriding science, and
the consequences of doing that are dis-
astrous. The precedent set by this bill
would be very troubling. It would tell
wildlife scientists that their expertise
doesn’t matter. It tells Tribal nations
that their voices can be ignored, and it
tells the American people they no
longer have the right to challenge un-
lawful government actions.

The ESA is simple and effective. It
ensures decisions are grounded in
science. That is the heart of it, and
this bill throws that principle out the
window. It mandates a nationwide
delisting of gray wolves, and it explic-
itly blocks judicial review. It would
prevent courts from doing their job to
determine whether a government ac-
tion even complies with the law.

Now, we don’t have to speculate
about what happens when protections
for gray wolves are lifted because we
have seen it play out.

In the State of Wisconsin where
hunters like the group, Hunter Nation,
which is led by Ted Nugent and Don Jr.
on the board, swept in as soon as the
wolf hunting season was open. Quickly
they did that, despite objections from
Tribes in the region. The result was
devastating. Mr. Speaker, 218 wolves,
about 20 percent of the State’s popu-
lation, were wiped out. By the end of
the season, 30 percent were Kkilled—
nearly twice as many wolves as the
State had authorized.

Over the course of about 60 hours,
thousands of hunters, including some
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unlicensed hunters, participated in co-
ordinating hunting groups, engaged in
a dangerous terrorizing campaign
against the wolves using bait and wolf
calls. They hunted at night. They used
dogs. Mr. Speaker, 188 wolves were
taken by dogs. They killed 130 wolf
pups that were less than 2 years old.
This is not thoughtful, science-based
management of the State’s wolf popu-
lation. This is not celebrating the re-
covery of the wolf as we keep hearing
in this debate.

This week we received a letter from
the Wisconsin Tribes who had sued to
try to stop that hunt. In the letter,
they object to this bill today. They
point out the inadequacy of existing
State-level regulatory mechanisms
that led to that disaster in Wisconsin.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from six Wisconsin Tribes.

DECEMBER 17, 2025.

DEAR CONGRESSPERSON: We, the federally
recognized bands of Ojibwe in Wisconsin, op-
pose the legislation proposed by Rep. Lauren
Boebert (R-CO) to delist gray wolves and be-
lieve that the gray wolf should remain pro-
tected under the Endangered Species Act
(“ESA”). We write to inform you of our con-
tinued opposition to proposed legislation
that would direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to reissue final rules relating to
delisting the gray wolf under the ESA, par-
ticularly where judicial review of the rule
would be barred.

The Pet and Livestock Protection Act,
H.R. 845, would impact our rights and treaty-
protected resources. The treaty-protected re-
sources of the Ojibwe bands include gray
wolves in the territory ceded to the United
States under the Treaties of 1837 and 1842
(‘‘ceded territory’’), which has become the
northern third of the State of Wisconsin. We
previously expressed this opposition to law-
makers, including Sen. Baldwin and Sen.
Johnson when they proposed legislation to
delist the gray wolf in 2022.

One of the requirements for a finding of re-
covery and delisting under the ESA is a de-
termination that the species in question is
no longer imperiled by ‘‘the inadequacy of
existing regulatory mechanisms.” 16 U.S.C.
§1533(a)(1)(D). However, Wisconsin’s Feb-
ruary 2021 wolf hunt resulted in the deaths of
almost twice the number of wolves allowed
to be killed by the state. This debacle clear-
ly demonstrated that Wisconsin’s existing
regulatory mechanisms are not up to the
task of enabling effective management of the
state’s wolf population. If the gray wolf is
delisted, and the Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources (“WDNFR’) implements
another hunt as required under Wisconsin
law, Wisconsin’s problematic legal frame-
work for regulation and oversight of state-li-
censed wolf hunters and trappers will again
threaten the wolves and Ojibwe treaty
rights.

This misguided legislation continues a
long history of disproportionately targeting
the gray wolf—the first endangered species
ever to be legislatively delisted by Congress.
This proposed legislation also disregards the
fact that many Americans nationwide be-
lieve that wolves should remain protected. In
2013 for example, approximately one million
Americans voiced opposition to the proposal
to strip endangered species protections from
gray wolves. In addition, widespread public
opposition to the wolf hunt has been rou-
tinely disregarded by the WDNR Board, mak-
ing federal protections even more important.

Our position still stands that legislation to
delist the gray wolf is misguided and con-
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tinues to disregard strong tribal opposition
to delisting, as well as widespread opposition
from the general public.

Bad River Band of Lake Superior Chip-
pewa, Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Lake Su-
perior Chippewa Indians, Lac du Flambeau
Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians,
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa
Indians, Sokaogon Chippewa Community, St.
Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin.
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, Tribes
support continued protection for

wolves. Seventy-eight percent of Amer-
icans support continued protection for
wolves. They want to see living wolf
pups in Yellowstone, not news stories
about tortured wolves in bars or wolf
hunts with dogs. I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this bill.

I would also like to just move to
some additional remarks that are part
of our motion to recommit.

The entire debate so far has shown
why Members of Congress have no busi-
ness in listing and delisting decisions.
We are not scientific experts. We are
not objective scientists tasked with as-
sessing population numbers, recovery
goals, and continued threats to the spe-
cies.

That is why the ESA properly leaves
those questions to actual experts, not
politicians. For that reason, we
shouldn’t be passing this bill at all, but
if Republicans are going to go down
this road, then there should at least be
some guardrails in place that are based
on actual science.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to committee.

If the House rules permitted, I would
have offered this motion with an im-
portant amendment to this bill. We
were not allowed to do that.

My amendment is straightforward.
The NRA gets to have this bill and its
little hunting spree, but if Ted Nugent
and Don Jr. and all the other folks who
need to do this to prove their manhood
actually go where scientists have
warned us about and take the wolf pop-
ulation down below science-based re-
covery standards, then the Secretary of
the Interior would have to issue an
emergency regulation temporarily re-
storing Federal protection in that in-
stance.

This would provide a necessary back-
stop if Congress legislatively delists
the gray wolf and it careens right back
toward extinction again, which we
know it would.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment into the RECORD immediately
prior to the vote on the motion to re-
commit. I hope my colleagues will join
me in voting for the motion to recom-
mit in a few moments and Kkeeping
amodicum of actual science in the En-
dangered Species Act.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, I have a question:
Which will it be? What is the good
science?

As I have mentioned before, the
Obama administration, the Bush ad-
ministration, the first Trump adminis-
tration, the Biden administration all
said the wolf has been recovered. The
experts, the scientists at U.S. Fish and
Wildlife have said it has been recov-
ered.

Yet my friends argue it has not been
recovered because there are some
places where its native range is that
the wolf is not there. I remind every-
one, we are in gray wolf territory, his-
torical gray wolf territory.

Mr. Speaker, like many, like you
probably and myself, I have walked
around D.C. at night, and this is a rat-
infested city. I think there would be at
least a little bit of food for the wolves
if we were to turn a pack loose on The
Mall. However, what happens when
they eat all the rats? What do they go
after next?

Now, this is a preposterous situation
because I don’t think anybody really
wants a pack of wolves on The Mall.
However, if you go down the logic trail
that my colleagues are making, the
wolf is not recovered until it is back in
its historic range.

Why do we want to sit in a big city
where wolves once were and say: We
want wolves, just not in our backyard.
We want them out in the Midwest or
West where it is somebody else’s prob-
lem, but we don’t want those problems
here because it makes no sense to put
wolves back here in the big cities and
across the Northeast.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LAMALFA), where they have a lot of
wolves.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Arkansas for yield-
ing.

It is amazing here. I represent the
northeast corner of California where
the wolves are being inflicted upon the
people and the wildlife of that area.
The stuff I hear coming from the other
side of the aisle about recovering the
wolves and even the mocking, yes, it is
real.

There are wolves that are encroach-
ing on elementary schools in Siskiyou
County, the Little Shasta Elementary
School. This isn’t some ‘‘Little Red
Riding Hood” story. This isn’t some
made-up deal. It is very real, and they
are coming closer and closer to town
all over the northeast part of Cali-
fornia.

My colleague from the north coast,
when he mocks us like that, I am won-
dering if this Proposition 50 in Cali-
fornia kicks in, and he ends up rep-
resenting my constituents up there
that are fighting against this, and I am
their only voice in the echo chamber of
California against this: Are you going
to have townhalls up there? Are you
going to go into Modoc County,
Siskiyou County, Sierra Valley, and
tell them this is a ‘“Red Riding Hood”’
story about the wolves devouring their
livestock, eating up all their wildlife?
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The mocking. Why is it they can’t
stand the people that produce the food,
the lumber that comes from my part of
the State, from the West, from the
rural parts of America? Is it they want
all of their beef—I guess if they don’t
eat beef, they might be able to have
this conversation—if they want their
beef to be imported from somewhere
else, if they don’t want it produced
here, under our standards, why is it
they hate my constituents who are just
trying to provide the urban people with
what they need?

We don’t need a hell of a lot, just
coming from the urban area, I tell you
what. If the gentleman wants to cater
only to Marin County and have this
population continue to devastate our
people up there and rein in just a little
bit the misinterpretation of the Endan-
gered Species Act over the 50 years—
yeah, it was well-intentioned when it
came out. It was a temporary tool. It
never was meant to be a life sentence
or even a death sentence for livestock
and for people’s livelihoods up here in
this area here or all over the West.
This is a clear example of how the ESA
has drifted a long ways from that end.

It is high time that people have
tools, especially my home State of
California, where they have no tools
until the fish and game finally decides
to come in.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BENTZ).

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of H.R. 845. The bill
would address at least some of the in-
jury and injustice being inflicted on
my State and my constituents by the
inappropriate and unfair enforcement
of the Endangered Species Act as it has
been applied in the reintroduction of
the gray wolf.

This injustice is apparent in the Fed-
eral Government’s inability to manage
and control the killing, the maiming,
and the terrorizing of thousands of
head of livestock across my district
and the rest of the United States and
in the failure of the government to
properly pay for the cost of its decision
to reintroduce the wolf.

I will address the lack of manage-
ment first.

Let me begin my discussion of failed
management by showing several pic-
tures which are graphic illustrations of
the lurking reality that many of my
ranching families must deal with every
single day.

As you can see, there is nothing re-
fined about how a wolf goes about feed-
ing itself. You can only imagine the
feelings of the rancher when he or she
finds their livestock torn apart or
dying. You can try to imagine the
anger they feel, knowing that they are
legally prevented from stopping that
wolf before it causes this pain and hor-
ror for their cattle and calves and stop-
ping these wolves from doing this over
and over again and again.

I have held meeting after meeting
across my district listening over and
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over to stories about wolves attacking
herds, scattering to the four winds ter-
rified cattle and calves, and ignoring
the sad hazing efforts that we heard
about earlier from across the aisle that
livestock owners are reduced to using
under the law to try to protect their
livelihoods.

The fury, the anger, the frustration,
the fear that a wolf may at some point
attack a child, which it came close to
doing earlier last year while children
in my district were waiting for a
schoolbus, is totally understandable
and why we are on this floor sharing
the reality of the wolf in America
today.

If we are to protect those who are
trying their best to feed this country,
to make a living, to keep their commu-
nities viable and safe, to put out range
fires, to pay their taxes, and continue
to be productive parts of this Nation,
we must manage the wolf. This means
we must delist the wolf and move man-
agement of these creatures back to the
States. Remember, this is exactly what
the Democratic Obama and Biden ad-
ministrations and Republican Bush and
Trump administrations have agreed
needed to be done literally years ago.
The wolf listed status continues only
because of judicial fiat.

Let me turn to the actual cost of re-
introduction of the wolf and the need
for those who have created this cost to
be responsible for paying for it.

University studies show that the an-
nual cost of the wolf to the cattle busi-
ness as of a few years ago was esti-
mated to be $128 million. That is each
year. This number is far higher now
that cattle prices are higher.

Many think the only cost of the wolf
is the killing of the livestock, but the
impact of the primal fear and terror
cattle understandably feel when a wolf
is near has dramatic and serious im-
pacts on weight gain and on pregnancy
rates. These losses in production are
real, and they are serious. In a time
when even the President is concerned
about beef prices, these losses affect
everyone by causing a reduction in the
size of America’s cattle herd and, of
course, their productivity.
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In recognition of this damage caused
by the wolf, laws have been enacted,
some in the big, beautiful bill and some
at the State level, to try to bring at
least some ESA reimbursement equity
into play by providing some payment
to the owners for the death of cattle
caused by wolves, but these programs
come nowhere close to offsetting the
very real loss.

Mr. Speaker, I can assure you that
the rancher would be absolutely
happier if he or she could completely
avoid these losses that lead to asking
for justice under these programs.

If we are to properly, fairly, and logi-
cally manage the wolf, we must pass
Congresswoman BOEBERT and Congress-
man TIFFANY’s bill, H.R. 845, the Pet
and Livestock Protection Act.
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This bill would federally delist the
wolf and allow States to actually man-
age wolf populations—not exterminate,
manage. If we are to properly allocate
responsibility for the monetary cost of
the wolf—that is, the cost of the En-
dangered Species Act—America itself
must pay for the consequences of this
law. That means Congress must man-
age the problem and appropriate dol-
lars to pay for it.

Mr. Speaker, let’s begin by passing
this bill.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. CRANK).

Mr. CRANK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the Pet and Livestock Pro-
tection Act, which I am a cosponsor of,
led by my friends, Representative
BOEBERT and Representative TIFFANY.

The truth is, Congress should not
have to step in to delist the gray wolf,
but here we are. That is because the
Endangered Species Act listing process
no longer works as it was intended to
do.

The gray wolf has exceeded recovery
goals. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, under both Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations, has repeatedly
concluded that the species should be
delisted. Yet, every time, radical, liti-
gious groups step in to block that deci-
sion.

They ignore science. They ignore
facts. They ignore the law. They don’t
want recovery. They want permanent
Federal control.

Meanwhile, wolves are wreaking un-
checked havoc on ranchers, farmers,
wildlife, and rural communities, which
are paying the price.

In the State of Wyoming, since they
reintroduced the wolf, their moose pop-
ulation has decreased by 80 percent.
Why are we choosing wolves over
moose in the State of Wyoming?

I spend more time in wolf country
than probably many of the Members on
this House floor. The elk populations
are being decimated. They are starved.
I hear my colleagues on the other side
talking about how in 4 days, they
killed 30 wolves. Do you know what?
That is called wildlife management.
You can do that.

When you have a hunting season for
deer and set a goal to kill 200 deer,
there are 200 deer killed in a week. It is
wildlife management. That is what we
do. That is what the professionals do
and do exceedingly well.

I find it interesting that it is the peo-
ple in this Chamber who don’t have
wolves in their district who want
wolves in other people’s districts.

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I
will just clarify. I said that in 4 days,
30 percent of the wolf population was
killed, 30 percent, not 30 wolves.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arkansas has 3 minutes
remaining.
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Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HURD).

Mr. HURD of Colorado. Mr. Speaker,
I am an original cosponsor of the Pet
and Livestock Protection Act because
it delists the gray wolf under the En-
dangered Species Act. This gives wild-
life managers more control in States
while protecting domestic animals
from wolf attacks.

For years, Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations alike under
Presidents Bush, Obama, Trump, and
Biden have all reached the same con-
clusion: The gray wolf population is
healthy, has exceeded all recovery
goals, can sustain life from a variety of
threats, and should be delisted.

The Endangered Species Act was
never meant to be a permanent listing
statute. It was designed to recover spe-
cies, and once recovery is achieved, to
step back. That is not what is hap-
pening.

Environmental groups have repeat-
edly run to courts to block delisting,
ignoring the science and overriding bi-
partisan agency findings. The cost is
regulatory whiplash, uncertainty, and
paralysis while ranchers, landowners,
and rural communities pay the price.

Mr. Speaker, I will respond to some-
thing that was said at the beginning of
this debate. One of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle criticized
this Congress for discussing wolves and
said we should be focused on afford-
ability.

First of all, we have been and are
voting on bills that improve life and
make it more affordable for every
American, but here is the thing: For
the ranchers, outfitters, and rural
Coloradans I represent, this is afford-
ability. This is their livelihood. This is
how food gets to tables across America,
whether you live in a small town or in
the largest city. This is a way of life
that America depends on, and it de-
serves respect, not dismissal.

H.R. 845 is supported by science. It
respects each State’s circumstances. It
delivers protection for rural America.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this
bill.

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 845 delists the gray
wolf across the United States and
blocks judicial review of the delisting.
This is an antiscience bill that
prioritizes politics ahead of species
conservation.

This bill will result in hundreds of
unnecessary and indiscriminate wolf
kills while doing very little to address
the legitimate conflicts between some
wolves and livestock. I will work with
anyone on addressing those legitimate
conflicts.

We have tools and funding available
to address those concerns—not enough,
but we have those—without under-
mining the progress we have made to
recover this iconic species.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘““no”” on H.R. 845, and I yield back
the balance of my time.
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Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, the facts and the
science are clear. The gray wolf is a re-
covered species. It is time for America
to celebrate that, and Congress needs
to act to make that happen.

By passing this bill, Congress would
be celebrating an ESA success story
and endorsing the bipartisan policy of
four successive Presidential adminis-
trations—namely, to trust the science
and delist the gray wolf.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congresswoman
BOEBERT and Congressman TIFFANY for
their strong leadership on this impor-
tant legislation.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 951,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

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

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

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
a motion to recommit at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Huffman of California moves to recom-
mit the bill H.R. 845 to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HUFFMAN is as follows:

Mr. Huffman moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 845 to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith, with the fol-
lowing amendment:

Add at the end the following:

SEC. 4. EXCESSIVE WOLF LOSSES.

If, at any time, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior finds the unsustainable harvest of gray
wolves or another factor has reduced the
gray wolf population below recovery thresh-
olds, the Secretary shall, not later than 7
days after the date on which the Secretary
makes such finding, with respect to the gray
wolf—

(1) issue an emergency regulation under
section 4(b)(7) of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(7)) to temporarily
restore Federal protections; and

(2) initiate a species status review.

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

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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DO NO HARM IN MEDICAID ACT

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 953, I call up
the bill (H.R. 498) to amend title XIX of
the Social Security Act to prohibit
Federal Medicaid funding for gender
transition procedures for minors, and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 953, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 498

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 ‘Do No Harm
in Medicaid Act’.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITING FEDERAL MEDICAID FUND-
ING FOR GENDER TRANSITION FOR
MINORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1903(i) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396b()) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (26), by striking ¢‘; or’’ and
inserting a semicolon;

(2) in paragraph (27), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (27) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: ‘“(28) with respect to
any amount expended for specified gender
procedures under section 1905(kk) to an indi-
vidual under 18 years of age enrolled in a
State plan (or waiver of such plan), including
any amounts expended for the administra-
tion of a State program that furnishes speci-
fied procedures and drugs to individuals
under 18 years of age.”.

(4) in the flush left matter at the end, by
striking ‘‘and (18),” and inserting ‘‘(18), and
(28)”.

(b) PROHIBITING FEDERAL MEDICAID FUND-
ING FOR GENDER TRANSITIONS FOR MINORS.—
Section 1905 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396d) is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘“(KK) PROHIBITING FEDERAL MEDICAID
FUNDING FOR GENDER TRANSITIONS FOR MI-
NORS.—

““(A) For purposes of section 1903(i)(28), ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), the
term ‘specified gender transition procedures’
means, with respect to an individual, any of
the following when performed for the pur-
pose of intentionally changing the body of
such individual (including by disrupting the
body’s development, inhibiting its natural
functions, or modifying its appearance) to no
longer correspond to the individual’s sex:

‘(1) Performing any surgery, including—

‘(1) castration;

““(I1) sterilization;

“‘(IIT) orchiectomy;

“(IV) scrotoplasty;

‘4(V) vasectomy;

“(VI) tubal ligation;

‘(VII) hysterectomy;

“(VIII) oophorectomy;

“(IX) ovariectomy;

“(X) metoidioplasty;

“(XI) clitoroplasty;

“(XII) reconstruction of the fixed part of
the urethra with or without a
metoidioplasty or a phalloplasty;

‘Y(XIII) penectomy;

‘“(X1IV) phalloplasty;

“(XV) vaginoplasty;

‘4(XVI) vaginectomy;

‘Y(XVII) vulvoplasty;

“(XVIII) reduction thyrochondroplasty;

‘Y(XIX) chondrolaryngoplasty;
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‘(XX) mastectomy; and

“(XXI) any plastic, cosmetic, or aesthetic
surgery that feminizes or masculinizes the
facial or other physiological features of an
individual.

‘(i1) Any placement of chest implants to
create feminine breasts or any placement of
erection or testicular prosetheses.

‘(iii) Any placement of fat or artificial im-
plants in the gluteal region.

“iv) Administering, supplying, pre-
scribing, dispensing, distributing, or other-
wise conveying to an individual medications,
including—

“M gonadotropin-releasing hormone
(GnRH) analogues or other puberty-blocking
drugs to stop or delay normal puberty; and

““(II) testosterone, estrogen, progesterone
or other androgens to an individual at doses
that are supraphysiologic, greater or more
potent than would normally be produced
endogenously in a healthy individual of the
same age and sex.

‘“(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall
not apply to the following when furnished to
an individual by a health care provider with
the consent of such individual’s parent or
legal guardian:

‘(i) Puberty suppression or blocking pre-
scription drugs for the purpose of normal-
izing puberty for an individual experiencing
precocious puberty.

‘“(ii) Appropriate and medically necessary
procedures or treatments to correct for—

‘“(I) a medically verifiable genetic disorder
of sex development, including—

‘‘(aa) 46,XX chromosomes with virilization;

“(bb) 46,XY chromosome with
undervirilization; and

‘‘(cc) both ovarian and testicular tissue;

‘“(IT) sex chromosome structure, sexsteroid
hormone production, or sex hormone action,
if determined to be abnormal for a healthy
individual of the same sex and age by a phy-
sician through genetic or biochemical test-
ing;

‘(I1IT1) infection, disease, injury, or disorder
caused or exacerbated by a previous proce-
dure described in subparagraph (A), or a
physical disorder, physical injury, or phys-
ical illness that would, as certified by a phy-
sician, place the individual in imminent dan-
ger of death or impairment of a major bodily
function unless the procedure is performed,
not including procedures performed for the
alleviation of mental distress; or

‘“(IV) procedures to restore or reconstruct
the body of the individual in order to cor-
respond to the individual’s sex after one or
more previous procedures described in sub-
paragraph (A), which may include the re-
moval of a pseudo phallus or breast aug-
mentation.

‘(C) SEX.—For purposes of subpara-
graph(A), the term ‘sex’ means either male
or female, as biologically determined and de-
fined by clause (i) and clause (ii).

‘(i) FEMALE.—The term ‘female’ means an
individual who naturally has, had, will have,
or would have, but for a developmental or ge-
netic anomaly or historical accident, the re-
productive system that at some point pro-
duces, transports, and utilizes eggs for fer-
tilization.

‘“(ii) MALE.—The term ‘male’ means an in-
dividual who naturally has, had, will have,
or would have, but for a developmental or ge-
netic anomaly or historical accident, the re-
productive system that at some point pro-
duces, transports, and utilizes sperm for fer-
tilization.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour, equally
divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce or
their respective designees.
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The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. 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 H.R. 498.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 498, the Do No Harm in Med-
icaid Act. This bill helps support our
fellow hardworking Americans whose
valuable and finite tax dollars should
not continue to fund medically unnec-
essary care under the Medicaid pro-
gram.

It is our duty as Members of Congress
to focus hard-earned taxpayer dollars
on care that is medically necessary to
improve the health of Americans. H.R.
498, Do No Harm in Medicaid Act, does
just that. It prohibits Federal dollars
from going toward specified gender
transition procedures for individuals
under 18.

My fellow House Republicans, par-
ticularly my colleagues on the Energy
and Commerce Committee, have
worked diligently this Congress to
eliminate waste, fraud, and abuse in
the Medicaid program and the Working
Families Tax Cut Act.

Our goal is to eliminate unnecessary
and improper procedures and strength-
en Medicaid for expectant mothers and
children, low-income seniors, and indi-
viduals with disabilities.

The CBO estimates this bill would
save taxpayers $445 million over a dec-
ade. I want to make it abundantly
clear that it in no way prevents minors
from accessing medical care that they
truly need. It just simply prohibits the
use of Medicaid funding on specified
procedures that are medically unneces-
sary.

This critical legislation builds upon
our work in the Working Families Tax
Cut Act to create a more sustainable
Medicaid program. I ask my colleagues
to support the bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, it is shamelessly bold
for Republicans to bring a bill to the
floor called the Do No Harm in Med-
icaid Act. That is today’s Republican
Party. They simply lack any shame.

They say that they are doing no
harm to Medicaid when their big, ugly
bill earlier this year cut nearly $1 tril-
lion from the Medicaid program. That
is a huge cut that will leave millions of
low-income families without any
health coverage at all.

We already see the devastating ef-
fects of their big, ugly bill. States,
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which are already facing budget short-
falls, stare down a reduction of as
much as 20 percent of their Federal
Medicaid funding. They are being left
with an impossible challenge.

We are seeing across-the-board cuts
that are crippling hospitals, maternity
units, home care providers, and clinics.
We are seeing healthcare providers
close their doors and cut their services.
We are seeing States scale back bene-
fits, leaving those who are able to keep
their Medicaid coverage with less of
the healthcare that they need.

Now, even with all of that, Repub-
licans have the audacity to bring a bill
to the floor that they claim is about
doing no harm in Medicaid. That is not
what this is about.

H.R. 498 is an extreme attack on
medically necessary healthcare for
children. The bill bans Medicaid fund-
ing for gender-affirming care for mi-
nors and strips States of even more
Medicaid funding if they choose to
cover this medically necessary care
with their own State dollars.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are once
again reaching into the doctor’s office
and taking deeply personal and private
medical questions out of the hands of
doctors, parents, and patients. They
are putting it into their own hands, as
if anyone wants politicians making
medical decisions for them and their
children.

As Members of Congress, we ought to
be focused on bringing down healthcare
costs and ensuring people have access
to the healthcare they need, not get-
ting in the way of doctors and parents
who know what is best for their pa-
tients and their children.

The reality is this floor debate is
nothing more than political theater,
aimed at distracting from the dev-
astating healthcare crisis Republicans
created and are making worse every
day.

They are trying to distract from the
fact that their healthcare cuts are
going to strip healthcare away from 15
million Americans and close hospitals
all across the Nation. They are trying
to distract from the fact that they are
letting the Affordable Care Act’s en-
hanced premium tax credits expire on
January 1.

Republican inaction is driving up
healthcare costs for more than 20 mil-
lion Americans who are facing double,
triple, or even quadruple premium in-
creases.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans can’t dis-
tract from this cruelty. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill.

I also call on Speaker JOHNSON to im-
mediately bring up the Jeffries dis-
charge petition that now has the sup-
port of a majority of House Members
and that would extend the ACA pre-
mium tax credits for 3 years.

A majority of this House—Democrat
and Republican—wants to act to ex-
tend these tax credits. It is time for
Speaker JOHNSON to bring that bill to
the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of
H.R. 498, the Do No Harm in Medicaid
Act.

Medicaid was designed as a safety net
to be used only by U.S. citizens when
they fall onto hard times and need
medical support. It was never intended
to bankroll irreversible, gender-muti-
lating surgeries on vulnerable children.
Yet, today, this program is being ex-
ploited by the far left, preying on
young children to advance their radical
trans agenda.

Adolescence is a vulnerable time for
boys and girls. They are growing into
the young men and women that God in-
tended them to be. What these children
really need is love and wise counsel,
not taxpayer-funded permanent chem-
ical sterilization, mutilating surgeries,
or activists profiting from their confu-
sion.

The most egregious actor is nomne
other than Planned Parenthood, the
leading abortion provider in the Nation
and now the leading provider of these
dangerous procedures. The Do No Harm
in Medicaid Act shields innocent chil-
dren from predatory companies and
stops Medicaid from being weaponized
against our next generation.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment has no business paying for the de-
struction of children’s bodies, and the
American people should never be
complicit in it. I thank my colleagues
for leading this bill, and I urge all to
vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. TAKANO), the chair of the
Congressional Equality Caucus.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this hateful legislation.
The so-called Do No Harm in Medicaid
Act prohibits Medicaid from spending
funds on medically necessary care like
puberty blockers and gender-affirming
hormone treatment for transgender in-
dividuals under 18.

This is Congress seeking to ban
healthcare for the most vulnerable
among us. Republicans are working to
ban parents from providing their trans
children on Medicaid with necessary
healthcare. These types of decisions
should be made between families and
their physicians. Yet, here we are, let-
ting politicians in Washington, D.C.,
tell parents across America that they
know how to raise their trans youth.

Transgender people need consistent
access to essential and medically nec-
essary care like everyone else. This
care makes it possible for transgender
people to live safely and authentically
as themselves.

I have spoken with countless families
about the impact of this lifesaving care
and what it has done for their children.
I have also spoken with doctors that
have provided this safe and effective
care. The healthcare that trans youth
receive is a decision that they should
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be able to make in consultation with
their parents, therapists, and doctors,
not by politicians.
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Medical care for transgender youth is
safe and effective and is supported by
every major medical association, rep-
resenting more than 1.3 million U.S.
doctors.

The hypocrisy of this legislation is
staggering. The bill bans Medicaid
from covering medical care for
transgender youth but allows for the
same exact care for nontransgender
youth. The proof is here in black and
white. Republicans are seeking specifi-
cally to target transgender youth, and
trans people are less than 1 percent of
the population.

Republicans are targeting the wrong
1 percent. This is not the 1 percent that
is trying to take away the healthcare
of all Americans. I call on the Speaker
to bring the Affordable Care Act tax
credits to the floor now, today, and
save healthcare for 22 million Ameri-
cans.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. KENNEDY).

Mr. KENNEDY of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of the Do No
Harm in Medicaid Act, which will en-
sure that taxpayer dollars are not
funding the evil practice of
transgender child mutilation. I thank
my colleagues from Texas and from
Kentucky for sponsoring this impor-
tant bill.

As a father of eight myself, I know
that we all want our children to grow
up healthy, supported, and empowered.
Children should not be subjected to a
medical system that pushes life-alter-
ing medical procedures and hormone
treatments that are incredibly harm-
ful.

As a family doctor for over 25 years,
I took an oath to do no harm and pro-
vide my patients of all ages evidence-
supported treatment plans. That is
why, as a Utah State senator, I led the
way in 2023 by passing Utah’s landmark
legislation that banned transgender
treatments and procedures for minors.

As a result, I faced death threats, and
my house was vandalized by woke ac-
tivists, as demonstrated to my left. I
am not deterred. That is why I am
staunchly committed to getting this
right and finding Federal solutions, as
I did in Utah, that will protect Amer-
ica’s children.

At the core of the practice of medi-
cine is that we do not subject the pa-
tient to unnecessary and dangerous
medical treatments. When it comes to
gender-transition interventions, pu-
berty blockers, hormones like testos-
terone and estrogen, and surgical pro-
cedures, the evidence shows that this is
the wrong approach to getting these
kids the help that they need.

The most comprehensive and author-
itative review of these practices was
conducted in the United Kingdom by
Dr. Hilary Cass. Her 2024 ‘‘Cass Re-
view’ concluded that the scientific evi-
dence supporting such interventions is
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remarkably weak. There is no strong,
long-term evidence showing that pu-
berty blockers and transgender sur-
geries improve long-term mental or
physical health outcomes for minors,
nor is there robust data on their safety
or impact on development.

In the United States, the Department
of Health and Human Services released
a peer-reviewed report last month ti-
tled: ‘“Treatment for Pediatric Gender
Dysphoria: Review of Evidence and
Best Practices.” This study concluded
that harms from treatments, including
these puberty blockers, cross-sex hor-
mones, and surgeries are significant,
long-term, and frequently underrecog-
nized in clinical research. The evidence
for these interventions in minors is
weak and insufficiently checked, par-
ticularly for outcomes like fertility,
psychological well-being, and quality
of life.

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

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

Mr. KENNEDY of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
I am proud to protect the children of
Utah and commend the 25 other States
that have stood up for their kids, as
well. I urge all of my colleagues to fol-
low the scientific evidence and stop
funding these horrific procedures on
kids.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. TONKO), who is the ranking
member of our Environment Sub-
committee.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is the latest in
a long line of cruel and calculated Re-
publican actions to erase and endanger
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LGBTQ+ people, especially trans
youth, by using fear as a political
weapon.

Let’s be clear. Kids trying to live au-
thentically are not a threat. Families
seeking care are not political pawns,
and the providers committed to their
oath to do no harm are no extremists.

Every major U.S. medical group
agrees that healthcare for trans youth
is safe, effective, and necessary.

This care can reduce anxiety, reduce
depression and suicide risk, and help
young people thrive. If any other treat-
ment lowered suicidal ideation at the
same rate, we would call it a miracle.
The ability is that we have an oppor-
tunity here to help our kids live as
their true and healthy selves, and that
is a miracle.

Yet instead of us celebrating or ex-
panding access to lifesaving care, we
are debating the bill that would pre-
vent families from getting their chil-
dren the care that they need. It is,
frankly, embarrassing. Politicians
should not be telling parents how to
raise their own children.

Mr. Speaker, I will fight bills like
this with everything I have because
equality and dignity and justice are
not up for debate.
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I stand with the trans community in
New York-20 and beyond, and I urge
my colleagues to reject this bill.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CRENSHAW), the sponsor of the leg-
islation and member of the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I am
very proud to have sponsored this leg-
islation and have fought this battle for
many years.

I think we could actually get it done
this time. I am not sure that my col-
leagues even believe what they are say-
ing. I think they know that their con-
stituents don’t believe it.

Let’s not forget that, in the 1930s, the
medical community believed that
lobotomies could cure psychosis. They
also believed that electroshock therapy
could do the same. They even gave the
lobotomy inventor a Nobel Prize in
1949. Then the science caught up with
the ideology, and medicine was
changed for the better.

Today’s great sin in medicine is per-
haps one of the worst that we have seen
in human history. It is a sick and
twisted ideology paired with a social
media-fueled social contagion that has
actually normalized the ultimate lie,
which is that biological gender does
not matter and can even be changed.
Here is the greatest sin: that this lie
also applies to children.

There are some very simple, funda-
mental truths in life: Men are men,
women are women, and children are in-
nocent. They can’t be told that they
are in the wrong body.

Mutilating children is wrong. Irre-
versible treatments on children who
need therapy is wrong. These truths
are very obvious to the vast majority
of Americans, and it takes an incred-
ible amount of propaganda and institu-
tional coercion to get an entire society
to even question these truths. Yet that
is exactly what has happened.

Mr. Speaker, polls indicate that more
than 70 percent of Americans support a
full ban on puberty blockers for mi-
nors. That is from places like The
Washington Post.

Imagine if the question had been
asked differently. That is just about
puberty blockers. What if they had
been asked about double mastectomies
on 12-year-old girls. I think the number
would be probably approximately 90
percent, maybe higher.

Mr. Speaker, I am not arguing with
my colleagues. I am pleading with
Members to understand this. Their con-
stituents don’t want children to under-
go gender transformations. They don’t.

Their constituents know that Kkids
are too young to understand the con-
sequences of permanent physiological
changes. I think my colleagues know
it, too.

Even if my colleagues are uncertain
about that, I think they can be rest as-
sured that they definitely don’t want
their tax dollars to pay for it, which is
all this bill does.

This debate is so often buried under
euphemisms. There is gender-affirming

H6059

care. There is a medical consensus.
There is a standard of care.

Strip away the language. Here is the
reality: Healthy children are being
placed on drugs that halt normal devel-
opment, sterilize them, permanently
alter their bodies before they are even
old enough to vote or drink or get a
tattoo.

These are kids suffering from teenage
angst, and I don’t deny the existence of
gender dysphoria. However, psycho-
therapy is the answer to that, not per-
manent hormonal changes or surgical
mutilations. That is not compassion.
That is not medicine. That is an
abomination.

We are told that questioning this
practice puts children at risk and that
if we don’t medicalize a child’s distress,
they will take their own life. That
claim has been debunked. It is not sup-
ported by science. Studies from all
over the world have proven it false, and
those who continue to promulgate it
should be ashamed.

The highest quality medical reviews
have consistently found no clear evi-
dence that puberty blockers, cross-sex
hormones, or surgeries reduce suicide
risk in minors—none. Yet we are told
to suspend our moral judgment, sus-
pend scientific skepticism, and accept
irreversible harm as the default re-
sponse to childhood stress. That is not
how responsible medicine works.

Puberty blockers are not approved by
the FDA for treating gender dysphoria.
They were never designed to interrupt
normal puberty in otherwise healthy
children. Cross-sex hormones can per-
manently compromise fertility. Sur-
geries irreversibly alter healthy or-
gans. These are not neutral acts.
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These are life-altering decisions im-
posed on minors whose brains, identi-
ties, and bodies are still developing.

We are told that treatments are re-
versible. That claim is very false.
International health authorities have
concluded that suppressing puberty
often locks children into a pathway to-
ward permanent medical transition.
Nearly every child placed on puberty
blockers proceeds with the cross-sex
hormones. The so-called pause button
that almost always leads to irrevers-
ible outcomes is not a pause. It is a
trap.

While activists insist this is settled
science, the rest of the world is pulling
the emergency brake. The United King-
dom now limits puberty blockers. Swe-
den and Finland have sharply re-
stricted their use. France’s medical au-
thorities warn of serious risks to bone
development and fertility. Those lying,
depraved activists reviewed the same
evidence and said, No, we are good with
it.

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Children suffering
from gender dysphoria deserve care,

The
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dignity, and clinical compassion, but
that compassion does not mean push-
ing them on a medical pathway that
leads to irreversible physical harm.

The answer is in evidence-based psy-
chotherapy care, therapy, family sup-
port, and clinical monitoring over
time.

What does this bill even do? The Do
No Harm in Medicaid Act draws a very
clear moral line that the government
will not participate in, endorse, or nor-
malize irreversible gender surgeries
and chemical interventions on minors.

It is codifying President Trump’s
agenda to protect our children and
keep them healthy. It says he won’t be
complicit.

Medicaid won’t fund this abomina-
tion, but contrary to what many of the
claims are, it preserves narrow excep-
tions for genuine medical conditions,
like early onset puberty, disorders of
sex development, and treatment of
complications.

This was a very carefully crafted bill
that addresses all the concerns that
have been raised. It is not about hate.
It is not about politics. It is about pro-
tecting kids when adults fail them. It
is an easy vote.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the Do No Harm in Medicaid
Act, please.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. BONAMICI).

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member PALLONE for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the de-
ceptively titled Do No Harm in Med-
icaid Act.

Healthcare costs are about to sky-
rocket for millions of Americans across
the country, but instead of solving that
crisis, we are here with a bill that has
politicians interfering with personal
healthcare decisions and outrageously
putting into law provisions that will
essentially ban the type of healthcare
that Republicans have decided they
don’t like. Personal healthcare deci-
sions should be made by patients and
providers, not by politicians.

This bill attacks the rights of States
by banning Medicaid from covering any
medical care for transgender youth,
and it would put discrimination into
law because it would allow the same
exact care for cisgender youth.

The history of gender diverse people
goes back to ancient cultures, and why
this House majority is so obsessed with
a very small group of vulnerable people
baffles me. Transgender people deserve
the same protections as everyone else,
including the ability to access medi-
cally necessary care. They certainly
don’t deserve this bill.

Research shows that health insur-
ance coverage for transgender people is
affordable and cost-effective.

This legislation is about discrimina-
tion, and we have seen this playbook
time and time again. Republicans are
fear-mongering about the trans com-
munity to divert attention from the
fact that they have no real solutions to
make healthcare more affordable.
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Congress should be focused on fixing
the expiring ACA subsidies, addressing
the rising costs of healthcare, and ad-
dressing affordability issues, which is
what I am hearing about at home. We
should not be working on this bill that
would interfere in personal healthcare
decisions that are between patients and
their own healthcare providers.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will cause, not
prevent, harm, and I urge my col-
leagues to reject it.

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Washington State (Ms. RANDALL).

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I have
been sitting here listening to the re-
marks on the floor, and I have to admit
that I find myself torn between heart-
broken tears and the urge to throw
something, which I will not do because
I am a professional human being.

I have to wonder how many actual
trans people and families of trans kids
anyone on the other side of the aisles
knows, how many conversations any-
one has had with parents who are stay-
ing up late worried about whether that
night is the night that their child is
going to take their life because they
feel so unsupported and so unloved and
are taking in the hatred from the floor
of the House of Representatives.

The kids and parents in my commu-
nity live their lives in terror, and they
have it the best, because Washington
State is a place where we have fought
to protect healthcare access for
LGBTQ kids and trans Kkids. We have
fought to ensure that every young per-
son has the ability to make healthcare
decisions that are right for them, in
consultation with their parents and
their doctors. It is true medically di-
rected care in consultation with a doc-
tor.

The American people have told us
over and over that they don’t want
politicians in the doctor’s office. They
don’t want politicians making deci-
sions about what kind of medical care
they can access, but that is what is
happening right now.

They are trying to strip away life-
saving care from children who are mov-
ing to my State at higher and higher
rates. Almost every week, I hear of a
family who has moved from Texas,
Idaho, or Florida because the parents
want their children to survive.

This effort not only to cut Medicaid
coverage but to try to ban access for
children—

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

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

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this be-
havior is appalling. It is dangerous. It
is evil. It is evil to seek to deny life-
saving care for children who are more
at risk than any others.

I spend a lot of time in LGBTQ clubs
in high schools, talking to young peo-
ple who are shocked when I come in
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and tell them that, as a queer woman,
I am a Member of Congress. They say:
Do you know any trans people your
age? They don’t believe that they will
make it to 40. They don’t believe that
they will make it to 50 or 60. They
don’t believe that they have a future
because they are watching the floor
and listening to the words that come
out of our mouths, and they know that
half of the people in this Chamber do
not care if they survive.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is very clear
that I am not going to vote for this
bill, and I urge all of my colleagues to
join me.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr.
don’t need much time.

The question was asked if we had
ever bothered speaking to trans Kkids.
The answer is absolutely yes. Maybe
that is why I am so passionate about
this. It turns out there are hundreds
and hundreds, thousands perhaps, of
trans kids who were coerced by
radicalized doctors. Their parents were
lied to.

Their parents were given studies that
said there is a 1 percent remorse rate.
These studies are based on nonsense.
They are not even based on a pool of
participants that are minors. They
were told that these things are just a
pause button, that it is reversible, that
this is just a standard of care. Stand-
ard of care based on what? Based on
junk science. We cannot base standards
of care on junk science.

Now, the science has caught up: the
Cass Review study, the systematic re-
view, which is the gold standard of any
kind of study because it looks at all
the different studies methodically, and
then the 300-page review that HHS just
did.

I have had them on my podcast twice
to talk about their experiences. Chloe
Cole spoke at the Department of
Health and Human Services just now,
about an hour ago. Chloe Cole, at 12
years old, was going through what a lot
of 12-year-olds are going through. She
is a tomboy. She has older brothers.
She likes sports. She is confused. Doc-
tors tell her that she is a boy. They
convinced her parents of the same. She
is put on puberty blockers and soon on
high levels of testosterone. By age 15,
she has a double mastectomy. She is
not sure if she can ever have KkKids, and
she definitely can’t feed her children
normally.

Yes, we have talked to them. Maybe
my colleagues on the other side should,
too.

Speaker, 1
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. CHU).

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to H.R. 498, the so-called Do No
Harm in Medicaid Act.

Yesterday, four Republicans stood
with Democrats and signed a discharge
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petition to force a vote on a clean ex-
tension of ACA premium tax credits,
but Republican leadership is refusing
to immediately bring that bill to the
floor.

Now, 22 million Americans will see
their premiums skyrocket, and our
constituents will be forced to decide
between healthcare and paying rent or
affording groceries.

Instead of allowing a bipartisan vote
to lower healthcare costs, Republicans
have chosen to bring forward H.R. 498,
which completely ignores the afford-
ability crisis and needlessly targets
transgender children.

That includes my nephew, Lee, who
is currently transitioning. He is a
child. He is loved, and like every other
child in this country, the healthcare
decisions should be made by his family
and his doctors, not by politicians.

H.R. 498 would strip Medicaid cov-
erage for gender-affirming care for
trans youth, care that is medically
necessary, evidence-based, and sup-
ported by every major medical associa-
tion in this country.

This bill will endanger lives, and it
will do nothing to bring down sky-
rocketing healthcare costs or address
any real issues facing working Ameri-
cans. Instead, it denies medically nec-
essary care simply because that care
goes to a trans child.

As vice chair of the Equality Caucus,
I will always fight to protect the dig-
nity, safety, and humanity of the trans
community.

Lee deserves better. Our children de-
serve better, and the entire trans com-
munity deserves better.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, before 1
yield to my friend, I have asked, since
we have been meeting this year, about
the extension of the tax credits they
keep bringing up. Remember, they are
talking about the extension of the tax
credits that they set to expire.

So the question I have asked, and no-
body has been able to answer, Mr.
Speaker, is: Why did you set them to
expire? Remember, they were set to ex-
pire in the Inflation Reduction Act, or
the Green New Deal.

Within the Inflation Reduction Act,
tax cuts were made so-called perma-
nent, although they were replaced in
another bill, but they set these to ex-
pire. Nobody has ever explained to me
why the Democrats made the decision
to end the enhanced subsidies that
they are talking about and shutting
the government down for 43 days, when
they chose to end them, and then com-
ing in here today talking about we
need to have a vote on it, when they
chose to end them. They never ex-
plained why they chose to end them.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I will
not be long. I will just ask a simple
question, because the statement was
made that all the science suggests that
these procedures are medically nec-
essary.

Can they cite their sources? Show me
the studies. I cited mine. Cite their
sources.
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY).

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to this legislation.
Every parent wants to keep their child
safe, wants their child to grow without
pain, to sleep through the night with-
out fear or suffering. But when our
children are growing up, it is inevitable
that they will need medical care, from
a fall from a bike or a fall on the play-
ground.

Parents rush to the doctor’s office.
They bandage scraped knees. They hold
their child’s hand and wipe away tears
while their pediatrician lays out a
plan. In these moments, that urgent
question on that parent’s mind is:
What does my child need to be okay?

A broken bone, asthma, gender dys-
phoria, diabetes, whatever the pre-
senting issue is, a treatment plan takes
shape.

For some families, what their chil-
dren need to be okay is access to gen-
der-affirming care. They need care that
is safe, evidence-based, and recognized
as essential by every major medical as-
sociation; care, that for some children,
is the difference between despair and
hope, between isolation and commu-
nity, between surviving and thriving.

Yet today, we are debating a bill that
would tell parents on Medicaid that
their child’s pain is unworthy of care,
that their doctor’s judgment does not
matter, and that politicians know bet-
ter than parents sitting in exam rooms.

Cole, a young person from Massachu-
setts, wrote to me and said:
Transgender people deserve the same
chance to thrive and live fulfilling
lives as everyone else. Having the free-
dom to control our bodies and seek the
healthcare we need, including gender-
affirming care, is an essential right for
all people.

I agree.

To Cole and every person who is
trans or nonbinary, let me speak plain-
ly: You belong. You are enough, and
you deserve to show up in this world as
your full, authentic self. You deserve
to grow up. You deserve to grow old.

Healthcare is a human right, and par-
ents doing everything they can to
make sure their child is okay deserve
support, not interference, and certainly
not cruelty.

I don’t know what God y’all pray to,
but the one that I know is a loving
God, and He does not discriminate. His
love does not discriminate. He loves all
the children, including the trans chil-
dren.

Healthcare is a human right, and par-
ents doing everything they can to
make sure their child is okay deserve
support.

Shame on this bill. Shame on an
agenda that strips healthcare away
from vulnerable children, and shame on
anyone who votes to deny care to fami-
lies trying to do right by their kids.

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL).
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Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to this incredibly
cruel bill.

As prices skyrocket, as Republicans
strip away healthcare from Americans
across this country, strip away basic
support for American families, what
are we using floor time for today? A
cruel attack against trans children
that does nothing to lower anyone’s
costs and does everything to put a tar-
get on the backs of our vulnerable kids
and families.

I understand that there is fear that
has been promoted by the majority
around trans kids and what happens
and what this process is. I understand
that we have to explain this to people.

But let me be very clear about some-
thing. The medical science is clear.
The decisions that have been made by
trans kids and their families are deci-
sions that have taken months, years
sometimes, to go through, consultation
with parents, with medical providers,
with therapists, before ever providing
the medical care.

The most common form of gender-af-
firming care for young people is medi-
cations that simply pause puberty and
have been used safely for decades.

Why do my colleagues across the
aisle, so-called Ilimited-government
people, suddenly want government to
get in the way of the decisions that
parents and their kids make together?
Why do they want to stop children
from getting medical care that has
been proven to be safe and effective
and helps them to live happily, helps
them to live, just live?

Why is the majority attacking wvul-
nerable trans kids and raising the level
of fear and hatred toward them?

We should be protecting every fam-
ily’s right to make the decisions that
they need to make for their child’s
well-being.

Let me tell you something. What is
happening on this floor and in this
Congress around this issue is so incred-
ibly dangerous. Trans Kkids are walking
around with mace in their pockets be-
cause they are being attacked by peo-
ple because the majority is insisting
there is something to fear from them.

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

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

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I will
not stand for these kinds of attacks.
The condescension that is coming from
the other side—have you talked to

your constituents? Do you really
know? You don’t really know what you
are doing.

Excuse me. We are here to represent
our districts, and I still believe I am
the Member that gets the most votes of
any Member of Congress anywhere in
the country. Don’t tell me I don’t know
how to represent my district.

What you are doing today, what this
majority is doing today, is making life
dangerous for kids. What the majority
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is doing today is getting in the way of
families and parents and kids making
the decisions that they need to make
so that they can live, so that they
don’t commit suicide.

What parent in this body or any-
where in this country wouldn’t do any-
thing for their children? What parent
doesn’t want their kids to live?

This is dangerous. You are putting
our kids at risk, and I will not stand
for it. The American people won’t
stand for it. Vote ‘‘no’ on this horrific
and cruel bill.
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Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman the Texas
(Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, again,
it has been stated that these so-called
treatments are safe and effective and
save lives. I ask the gentlewoman
again: Cite your sources. Cite your
sources.

You won’t. That is because you know
that I know all of the sources that you
are going to cite. You know what I am
going to say about them: about the
problems with their methodology;
about the pool of participants they use;
about how short those studies were;
and about how most of them didn’t
even apply to minors.

You know what I am going to say,
and so you won’t cite your sources.

Mr. Speaker, I will cite mine. We
have systematic reviews that have
been published and accepted through-
out the scientific community. That is
why the rest of the Western world is re-
versing their stance on this, and the
United States needs to also.

That is because I couldn’t tell if that
speech about harming kids was about
our bill or about the act of conducting
irreversible physiological changes on
children who are going through gender
dysphoria.

Yes, we are trying to protect kids.
We are trying to love our kids.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may I
ask how much time remains on our
side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 11 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SCHNEIDER).

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I
hadn’t originally planned to talk about
this, but today, December 18, is the an-
niversary of my grandfather’s passing
51 years ago.

My grandfather Emil and his wife,
Molly, had 18 grandchildren. What
made them extraordinary is that they
saw the grace of every one of their
grandchildren and wanted each and
every one of their grandchildren to
reach their full potential. What made
them truly special is that that love ex-
tended to everyone in our community
and across the globe.

As a father of two, I want nothing
more for my kids than for them to be
happy and to reach their potential.
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As a Representative in this body in
the House of Representatives, we all
should want nothing more for our kids
than for every kid in America to reach
their full potential and be comfortable
in their personal identity.

That is why I rise so strongly in op-
position to H.R. 498.

I ask my colleagues on the other
side: What are you afraid of?

This harmful bill would prohibit
State Medicaid programs from pro-
viding lifesaving gender-affirming care
to individuals under the age of 18. It
not only bars the use of Federal funds
to States for this care but prohibits
States from using their own money to
provide it.

My Republican colleagues want to in-
sert themselves into the practice of
medicine and make a family’s medical
decision from the Halls of this Cham-
ber. Shame on them.

My Republican colleagues want a
veto in what health services are avail-
able to children and their families.

Mr. Speaker, even if you live in my
State of Illinois where the State legis-
lature signed into law protections for
gender-affirming care, this body would
still prevent that access.

This bill purposely targets kids, chil-
dren, and only kids. These are deci-
sions that should be made by the pa-
tient, their parents and guardians, and
the medical providers providing the
care to give these kids the chance to
reach their potential and to be com-
fortable in who they are as Americans.

Without access to these services, my
Republican colleagues are putting chil-
dren’s lives at risk, and it is despicable.

I oppose this bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this bill. I urge my
colleagues, as I have done, to talk to
people and to talk to families to hear
the stories of how this care has saved
lives and to get their noses out of the
business of individuals, their families,
and their medical providers.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I am
glad my friend from Illinois pointed
out this only affects children because
adults can make their decisions. We
don’t take any decisions away from
adults. This affects children.

It is very specific. I think my friend
from Texas is going to talk about it. I
would like for my friend from Illinois,
or anybody, to read through what is
specifically identified as prohibited in
this bill and say which of those saves
someone’s life. It is permanent surgery
to change someone. It is very limited
what is in this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, this
claim is made over and over, that al-
lowing gender-affirming care, as they
call it, is saving lives. The problem
with that claim is that there is no evi-
dence to suggest that.

All of the reviews, all of the studies,
all of the systematic reviews—a sys-
tematic review means a systematic re-
view of all of the studies—show that
there can be no clear line drawn be-
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tween suicide rates and doing this kind
of care.

A paper published in the British Med-
ical Journal examined the landscape.
Mr. Speaker, 61 systematic studies con-
cluded there is great uncertainty about
the effects of puberty blockers, cross-
sex hormones, and surgeries in young
people.

On suicide risk, there is no clear evi-
dence that these medical interventions
prevent suicide. A 2020 study analyzing
trans-identifying patients of all ages
over 40-plus years found that suicides
occur at every stage of medical transi-
tion.

A 2021 systematic review concluded
that based on available data, no con-
clusions can be drawn about whether
hormones, puberty blockers, or sur-
geries reduced suicide risk.

Again, in 2024, another independent
review found that Britain’s post-2020
restriction of puberty blockers did not
cause a rise in suicides despite many of
the lies told on social media by activ-
ists.

They keep saying that every medical
society supports this—and, so, okay,
then, we have to listen to them. Well,
that is true. It is because of ideological
pressure rather than scientific evi-
dence. We know that these studies that
they are citing are based on low-qual-
ity evidence, small sample sizes, and
very high risk of bias.

A Johns HopKkins systematic review
found that the evidence supporting
claims that hormonal treatments may
improve quality of life, depression, and
anxiety among transgender patients
was ‘‘low.” The study called for more
research, particularly on adolescents.

The same review concluded that it
was about impossible—this is Johns
Hopkins—it was about impossible to
draw conclusions about the effects of
hormone therapy on suicide risk.

Even a review published by the
American Academy of Pediatrics,
which institutionally has supported
gender transition, admits that ‘‘evi-
dence regarding the psychosocial and
cognitive impact of hormonal treat-
ments for transgender adolescents is
generally lacking.”

I could keep going. The point here,
Mr. Speaker, is you have got a prob-
lem, and it is a gender dysphoric prob-
lem. We know that a Kkid is going
through something hard. And you want
to take the most extreme possible med-
ical intervention to deal with that
while the science says we have no idea
whether that is a good idea or not.

That is what the actual scientific
consensus says.

Now, if the argument was: Hey, give
them more fruit or something, then
that is not really harmful. That would
be fine. We wouldn’t be arguing about
it, but the minority is talking about
double mastectomies. They are talking
about puberty blockers and hormonal
therapies that permanently change the
physiology of a young person before
they are old enough to even understand
what they might want in 20 years.
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That is the most irresponsible type of
policymaking one can imagine. It is
the most irresponsible type of medicine
that one can imagine.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. SoT0), who is a member of our
committee.

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position today to H.R. 498, the so-called
Do No Harm in Medicaid Act, and I
urge my colleagues to support my mo-
tion to recommit.

H.R. 498 is an unnecessary ban on
Medicaid funding. Instead, we see what
Republicans are doing: a $1-trillion cut
to Medicaid in the big, ugly law that is
going to mean a 15 percent cut next
year in Florida that they are going to
have to work on and trying to insert
themselves into deeply personal med-
ical decisions.

Mr. Speaker, there was a Christmas
miracle this week. We saw four Repub-
licans join us in a discharge petition to
get at what the American people really
want to vote on. They want us to vote
on extending the enhanced premium
tax credits for the ACA to stop a huge
healthcare hike for 20 million Ameri-
cans. That is what people want us to be
talking about here today, before their
premiums double, triple, and even
quadruple.

They don’t want us to be delving into
these culture war issues when we have
real work to do to fund Medicaid and to
extend the ACA tax credits.
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Affordability is the biggest thing in
the Nation right now. My district has
the second most ObamaCare of any dis-
trict. In my district, 275,000 people will
see their healthcare double or triple, so
this should be the priority right now.

Mr. Speaker, all America wants for
Christmas is a 3-year ACA tax credit
extension, and I am hoping we can get
it together. I have given us an oppor-
tunity.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to committee. If the
rules permitted, I would have offered
the motion with an important amend-
ment to this bill.

My amendment would include a clean
3-year extension of the enhanced pre-
mium tax credits, just in time for
Christmas.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
amendment in the RECORD imme-
diately prior to the vote on the motion
to recommit.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SOTO. I hope my colleagues will
join me in voting for the motion to re-
commit.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute.

Since that is the motion to recom-
mit, maybe it would be a good oppor-
tunity for my friends on the other side
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of the aisle to let the country know
when they decided to let these tax
credits expire in the same bill that
they have permanent tax credits for
the Green New Deal. I don’t know, you
would have to think maybe they want
to take the money from the tax credits
and spend it on the Green New Deal.
Unless there is a better explanation
than that, that is exactly what the bill
did.

Mr. Speaker, may 1 inquire how
much time is remaining on my side of
the aisle.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 11 minutes
remaining.

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
Mexico (Ms. STANSBURY).

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Speaker, I
just heard my colleagues across the
aisle give a lecture about irresponsible
policymaking. I remind this body that
we are 7 days from Christmas. We were
scheduled to take votes tomorrow, but
the Speaker and my Republican col-
leagues are in such a hurry to get out
of town before the holidays that you
have canceled votes tomorrow and are
leaving town. In many cases, many of
you are planning to leave in the next
several hours, and this is the bill that
you are running? This is the bill that
you are running, not a bill to save the
healthcare of millions of Americans?
This is your bill 1 week before Christ-
mas, to take healthcare away from
LGBTQ kids in the United States?

I mean, it is hard to believe that this
is what you are doing with your major-
ity. This is one of the most powerful
bodies in the world, and you have can-
celed votes, to take away healthcare
from LGBTQ+ kids.

If passed, this bill would prohibit
young people in communities all across
the United States, in low-income fami-
lies, from receiving lifesaving care. I
am proud to come from a State, New
Mexico, that has protected gender-af-
firming care and which stands with the
LGBTQ+ and trans community and
their families.

Let me tell you that, yes, this is nec-
essary care, and it is care that keeps
kids alive. It is about mental health. It
is about self-harm. It is about reducing
suicides. It is about making sure that
human beings, young people, have ac-
cess to care that is essential for them
to live their lives.

In addition to this, this bill tramples
on the so-called States’ rights that you
tell us every day you want to protect
by penalizing States that would take
their own resources to ensure that kids
have access to care.

If you are actually concerned about
the welfare of children, if you are actu-
ally concerned about healthcare in this
country and its costs, and if you are ac-
tually sincere about your care for the
American people, then bring a vote on
the Affordable Care Act extension to
this floor now.
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The American people are tired of
these games. You all are going to get
on a plane and go home in a couple of
hours while millions of Americans lose
their healthcare, and this is the bill
that you are running on the floor be-
fore you do that? Shame on you. It is
disgraceful.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their com-
ments to the Chair.

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

Mr. Speaker, I remind the gentle-
woman that we did have a bill yester-
day that passed. It hardly got any
Democratic support. If you look at the
enhanced tax credits that they set to
expire to pay for the Green New Deal,
so the moral cause that people are
bringing up, they chose to put Green
New Deal tax credits over extended
premium tax credits. That is obvious.
It is in the same bill. It wasn’t like
they voted for one bill and then an-
other.

At the same time, yesterday, we esti-
mated a good half of the people on—we
know, from a GAO study, there is
waste, fraud, and abuse in the
ObamaCare marketplace that we want-
ed to fix. It went to the Senate, and it
got taken out during the reconciliation
bill.

We put in cost-share reductions that
were estimated to lower premiums in
the marketplace by 12.7 percent. When
it went to the Senate, the Democrats
challenged it in the Senate and took it
out.

We also know there are another 163
million Americans who get their
healthcare from their employers, which
they offered nothing to assist and help,
which we did yesterday. We know most
of the people in the marketplace are
small business men and women who
have to buy in the individual market-
place because they work for themselves
and don’t have a big employer with a
big employee pool. We allowed them, in
yesterday’s bill, to band together so
they can buy across their associations.
Instead of being a car dealer with 20
employees, you can be 100 car dealers,
with 20 times 100 employees, so they
have a bigger pool and can get cheaper
rates for their employees.

We did have a bill that passed yester-
day without a single Democratic vote
that lowered premiums in the market-
place and premiums for every working
American.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW),
my friend.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I love
debunking lies in real time. It is one of
my favorite things to do.

The chairman just did a great job de-
bunking a lie. We were just told that
this is the only bill we are doing this
week. No, it is not. It is an important
bill, but everything he just listed was
also pretty important to lower people’s
healthcare costs. I don’t know why
there was no Democratic support for it.

I want to debunk some more lies.
Again, on this idea that puberty
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blockers for children are safe and effec-
tive, let me read some more facts. The
Center for Investigative Reporting
found that the FDA received over 10,000
adverse event reports from women who
took Lupron, which is a common pu-
berty blocker, off-label as children, to
help them grow taller. Reported side
effects included brittle bones and frac-
tures, tooth enamel loss and cracked
teeth, spinal disk degeneration and
chronic joint pain, seizures, migraines,
suicidal thoughts—so it is actually the
opposite, isn’t it?—cognitive issues,
and fertility problems.

The FDA ordered the manufacturer
to add a warning label, noting that
children taking Lupron may develop
new or worsened psychiatric symp-
toms. Trans-identifying minors are al-
ready three times more likely than the
general population to experience anx-
iety, depression, and
neurodevelopmental disorders.

Why make it worse? Stop talking
about compassion. They are the ones
doing the opposite of compassion by
tricking these kids into thinking that
this might be their answer. It is not.
Therapy is.

There was another claim made that
this tramples on States’ rights, so I
guess we need to have a quick civics
lesson. We are talking about Federal
funding, Medicaid funding provided by
the Federal Government. The Federal
Government can put restrictions on
what that money is used for. It is not
a trampling of States’ rights. It is not
a trampling of doctors’ rights.

Let me ask something. My daughter
picks up my fake eyes, and she goes:
“Hye, eye, eye.” She is 2. She puts it
on. Maybe when she is old enough to
talk, she might identify as somebody
with one eye. Should I take her to the
doctor and say: Hey, will you enucleate
her eyeball because, you know, she
identifies as monocular just as I am,
just like her daddy.

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, you
would say that is insane. You would
call that absolutely insane, and it
would be insane.

Here is the reality. The scary part
about that analogy is that it is actu-
ally a lot less troubling to lose an eye
than it is to completely change your
gender. Completely changing your gen-
der is a far more invasive procedure
than losing an eye. Trust me, I know.
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 4 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Ken-
tucky has 7 minutes remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, I just have to correct
two comments that were made by my
Republican colleagues.

The
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First, the sponsor of the bill said
that they are just talking about Fed-
eral funds. The fact of the matter is,
they are not just talking about Federal
funds because this bill prevents States
like Washington State—we had two
people speak about this—from using
State funds for gender-affirming care
for minors. It is not just a prohibition
on Federal funds.

Also, my chairman from Kentucky
kept saying that the healthcare bill
that the Republicans put on the floor
yesterday would lower costs and some-
how address the healthcare crisis. It
does not. It does not lower costs, and it
certainly doesn’t extend the tax credits
that are necessary under the Afford-
able Care Act to lower costs. Those ex-
pire January 1.

Mr. Speaker, I know the sponsor
from Texas also mentioned medical
professional organizations that oppose
this bill, and there are many, but I in-
clude in the RECORD a letter from four
of those organizations: American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics, American College of
Obstetricians and Gynecologists,
American College of Physicians, and
American Psychiatric Association.

DECEMBER 16, 2025.

DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: We, the un-
dersigned medical professional organiza-
tions, write in strong opposition to H.R. 3492
and H.R. 498. These bills would criminalize
and dismantle health care for transgender
young people and as such represent a direct
threat to patient welfare. We urge you to re-
ject these extreme proposals.

Families must be able to make personal
medical decisions regarding the care of their
child in consultation with trained health
professionals. H.R. 3492 threatens parents
and physicians with imprisonment for ob-
taining medically necessary health care.
Such a proposal harms the physical and men-
tal health and well-being of families and
interferes with parents’ ability to make in-
formed decisions in the best interests of
their child. It also creates an irresolvable
ethical conflict that makes it impossible to
fulfill their duty to put the needs of the pa-
tient first.

Health care for transgender young people
is individualized, age-appropriate, provided
according to longstanding expert clinical
guidelines, and supported by leading Amer-
ican medical organizations. Under existing
guidelines, medical interventions are pro-
vided only after careful screening and joint
decision-making including a patient, family,
and their care team. H.R. 498 would insert
the federal government between patients and
physicians. It would also put this care out of
reach for families nationwide by prohibiting
the use of federal Medicaid funding for its
provision and requiring physicians to provide
different care to patients based on the health
insurance they hold. Preventing anyone from
obtaining medically necessary care threat-
ens their physical and mental health and
well-being and that of their families.

Our organizations are united in opposition
to political interference in the practice of
medicine. The confidential relationship be-
tween a patient, their caregiver, and a physi-
cian is the foundation of clinical care. Physi-
cians and other health professionals should
never be criminalized or penalized for pro-
viding care consistent with evidence-based
guidelines and best clinical judgment, and
the government should not interfere. Physi-
cians, not the federal government, are best
positioned to work with patients and their
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families to address their unique medical and
mental health care needs.

We urge lawmakers to oppose these harm-
ful intrusions into the patient-physician re-
lationship and the provision of medical care.

Sincerely,

American Academy of Pediatrics, Amer-
ican College of Obstetricians & Gyne-
cologists, American College of Physicians,
American Psychiatric Association.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I am
going to read certain sections of it.
They say: ‘“We, the undersigned med-
ical professional organizations, write
in strong opposition to H.R. 3492.”

‘“‘Healthcare for transgender young
people 1is individualized, age-appro-
priate, provided according to long-
standing expert clinical guidelines, and
supported by leading American medical
organizations. Our organizations
are united in opposition to political in-
terference in the practice of medicine.
The confidential relationship between
a patient, their caregiver, and a physi-
cian is the foundation of clinical care.”

Physicians and other health profes-
sionals should never be stopped ‘‘from
providing care consistent with evi-
dence-based guidelines and best clin-
ical judgment, and the government
should not interfere. Physicians, not
the Federal Government, are best posi-
tioned to work with patients and their
families to address their unique med-
ical and mental health care needs.”

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LANDSMAN),
a member of our committee.

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
been watching this debate, and I will
say just one thing, which is, Mr.
Speaker, I remember when the Repub-
lican Party was about small govern-
ment, local control, and personal lib-
erties. Those were the foundations of
the party that I grew up with.

I wasn’t a Republican, but I admired
those things about the party. It seems
as if they all have strayed, Mr. Speak-
er, from those core tenets of personal
liberty, States’ rights, local control,
leaving people alone.

We are talking about children here,
kids who get bullied, who have the
highest suicide rates of any other
group of kids. Now, politicians are bul-
lying them and saying that they are
going to pick on them, too. It is wrong.

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 30 seconds
remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, I will say that I totally
oppose this bill. I think these decisions
should be left with parents and physi-
cians, but more than anything else, I
will mention today that Republicans
need to do the right thing and bring up
the Jeffries discharge petition that
would extend the tax credits under the
ACA for 3 more years. They should not
allow them to expire on January 1. It
should be brought up now.



December 18, 2025

I oppose this bill, and I ask that the
Speaker bring up the discharge peti-
tion now.

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I invite
anyone to read through the list of the
specific things that are prohibited in
this bill from being performed on mi-
nors and say which one they think is
good for a minor to have. Instead of
reading through the list, I wish they
would go through the list and say
which is good for a minor to have.

On Medicaid, we have this issue of
States providing Medicaid to people
who are here illegally. That is the Med-
icaid administration. It is the same
dollars. It is commingled.

If you are going to operate something
through Medicaid, unless you say that
you are going to use Federal dollars for
this procedure but State dollars for
that procedure, it is the same adminis-
tration doing them.

We tried to fix that in the big, beau-
tiful bill. It was struck down by the
Democrats in the Senate. We think
that is wrong.

Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to the
time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 6 minutes
remaining.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW),
my friend.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, in
closing, let’s just summarize what we
have heard today.

We have heard that so-called gender-
affirming care is necessary, effective,
prevents suicides, and helps vulnerable
children. No one can cite any sources
for that claim. They can cite letters
from certain associations that are ideo-
logically driven.

I will again read the quote from the
American Academy of Pediatrics when
they did a review. On hormonal treat-
ments for transgender adolescents,
APA said: ‘‘Evidence regarding their
psychosocial and cognitive impact is
generally lacking.” I get that their
leadership is saying one thing, but the
scientists are all saying something
else.

As responsible policymakers, we
might want to take a pause before we
just go on and assume that permanent
physiological changes to children are a

good idea because they are going
through something tough, whether
that is gender dysphoria, teenage

angst, depression, or anxiety.

If you talk about compassion, I am
talking about compassion, too. Com-
passion is being a responsible adult in
the room for that child who doesn’t
know all of these things.

Compassion is not a doctor lying to a
child’s parents about junk science in
studies that say they won’t have any
remorse, that they will be fine, that
puberty blockers are like a pause but-
ton. No, they are not. There was a
study in Britain that showed 96 or 98
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percent move on to hormonal thera-
pies. It is not a pause button at all.

Again, ask the thousands of trans
kids who now vehemently regret their
decisions. They are in lawsuits with
the doctors who did this to them. That
alone should tell us to take a pause
here.

Let’s just take a pause on this ide-
ology because there is no evidence that
it works, and there is plenty of evi-
dence to show that it is extreme in na-
ture because it is permanent.

They wouldn’t do this for any other
body part. You can’t just identify as
one-armed and ask the doctor to cut off
your arm. The doctor won’t do it, just
like the doctor won’t take out some-
one’s eye because they want to identify
like me. They are not going to do it be-
cause that would be malpractice and
insane.

Tell me how this is any different. I
have asked my colleagues to cite their
sources many times, but no one has. I
have cited all of them.

This is about very simple common
sense. The vast majority of Americans
agree that these treatments shouldn’t
even be done on minors.

Mr. Speaker, let me remind everyone
that this bill doesn’t even go that far.
It simply says that your tax dollars
won’t allow this to be done on minors,
just your Medicaid tax dollars. That is
all it does.

To not vote for this is to truly vote
against their own constituents, truly
vote against the American people’s
wishes, and vote against common
sense.

The science is settled on this. There
is no benefit to what they are claiming.
I don’t know why they keep fighting
this battle. It is a losing battle. I hope
many of them will change their minds
and come across the aisle to vote for
this bill.

This really doesn’t have to be a par-
tisan issue at all. It should be an issue
of common sense, science, and true
compassion for children.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 953,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill.

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

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

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo-
tion to recommit at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. SOTO of Florida moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 498 to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. SOTO is as follows:
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Mr. SOTO of Florida moves to recommit
the bill H.R. 498 to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF ENHANCED HEALTH
INSURANCE PREMIUM TAX CREDIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 36B(c)(1)(E) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘January 1, 2026’ and in-
serting ‘“‘January 1, 2029°, and

(2) by striking ‘2025’ in the heading there-
of and inserting “2028”".

(b) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGES.—Section
36B(b)(3)(A)(iii) of such Code is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘January 1, 2026’ and in-
serting ‘“‘January 1, 2029°, and

(2) by striking ‘2025’ in the heading there-
of and inserting “2028”".

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2025.

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

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

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

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

STANDARDIZING PERMITTING AND
EXPEDITING ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 951 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 4776.

Will the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
WILLIAMS) kindly take the chair.
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Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
4776) to amend the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 to clarify
ambiguous provisions and facilitate a
more efficient, effective, and timely
environmental review process, with Mr.
WILLIAMS of Texas in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 6 printed in House Report
119-410 offered by the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. RoY) had been postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in House Report 119-410 on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order:
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Amendment No. 1 by Mr. CLYDE of
Georgia.

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. Roy of
Texas.

Amendment No. 6 by Mr.
Texas.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 1, printed in
House Report 119-410, offered by the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE),
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

Roy of

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 205, noes 220,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 352]

AYES—205
Aderholt Finstad Letlow
Alford Fischbach Loudermilk
Allen Fitzgerald Lucas
Amodei (NV) Fleischmann Luna
Arrington Flood Luttrell
Babin Fong Mace
Bacon Foxx Malliotakis
Baird Franklin, Scott Maloy
Balderson Fry Mann
Barr Fulcher Massie
Barrett Gill (TX) Mast
Baumgartner Gimenez McCaul
Bean (FL) Goldman (TX) McClain
Begich Gonzales, Tony MecClintock
Bentz Gonzalez, V. McCormick
Bergman Gooden McDowell
Bice Gosar McGuire
Biggs (AZ) Graves Messmer
Biggs (SC) Griffith Meuser
Bilirakis Grothman Miller (IL)
Boebert Guest Miller (WV)
Bost Guthrie Miller-Meeks
Brecheen Hageman Mills
Buchanan Hamadeh (AZ) Moolenaar
Burchett Haridopolos Moore (AL)
Burlison Harrigan Moore (NC)
Calvert Harris (MD) Moore (UT)
Cammack Harris (NC) Moore (WV)
Carey Harshbarger Moran
Carter (TX) Hern (OK) Nehls
Ciscomani Higgins (LA) Newhouse
Cline Hill (AR) Norman
Cloud Hinson Nunn (TA)
Clyde Houchin Obernolte
Cole Hudson Ogles
Collins Huizenga Onder
Comer Hurd (CO) Owens
Crane Issa Palmer
Crank Jack Patronis
Crawford Jackson (TX) Perry
Crenshaw James Pfluger
Cuellar Johnson (LA) Radewagen
Davidson Johnson (SD) Reschenthaler
De La Cruz Jordan Rogers (AL)
DesJarlais Joyce (PA) Rogers (KY)
Diaz-Balart Kelly (MS) Rose
Donalds Kelly (PA) Rouzer
Downing Kennedy (UT) Roy
Dunn (FL) Kiggans (VA) Rulli
Edwards Kiley (CA) Rutherford
Ellzey Kim Salazar
Emmer Knott Scalise
Estes Kustoff Schmidt
Ezell LaHood Schweikert
Fallon LaMalfa Scott, Austin
Fedorchak Langworthy Self
Feenstra Latta Sessions
Fine Lee (FL) Shreve

Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Bresnahan
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Costa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (CO)
Evans (PA)
Fields
Figures
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Golden (ME)

Carter (GA)
Casar
Courtney
Greene (GA)
Hunt

Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Wagner

NOES—220

Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Hernandez
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kean

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
King-Hinds
Krishnamoorthi
LaLota
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer
Lawler

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
MecClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Mclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Moylan
Mrvan

Mullin
Nadler

Neal

Neguse
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Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym

Zinke

Norcross
Norton
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—14

Joyce (OH)
McBath
Miller (OH)
Murphy
Stefanik

Swalwell
Williams (GA)
Wilson (SC)
Womack
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Mr. HARRIS of Maryland, Ms.
MALOY, and Mr. BACON changed their
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. FINE). The
unfinished business is the demand for a
recorded vote on amendment No. 5,
printed in House Report 119-410, offered
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ROY), on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 208, noes 214,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 353]

is a 2-

AYES—208
Aderholt Finstad Latta
Alford Fischbach Lee (FL)
Allen Fitzgerald Letlow
Amodei (NV) Fleischmann Loudermilk
Arrington Flood Lucas
Babin Fong Luna
Bacon Foxx Luttrell
Baird Franklin, Scott Mace
Balderson Fry Mackenzie
Barr Fulcher Malliotakis
Barrett Gill (TX) Maloy
Baumgartner Gimenez Mann
Bean (FL) Goldman (TX) Massie
Begich Gongzales, Tony Mast
Bentz Gongzalez, V. McCaul
Bergman Gooden McClain
Bice Gosar McClintock
Biggs (AZ) Graves McCormick
Biggs (SC) Griffith McDowell
Bilirakis Grothman McGuire
Boebert Guest Messmer
Bost Guthrie Meuser
Brecheen Hageman Miller (IL)
Bresnahan Hamadeh (AZ) Miller (WV)
Buchanan Haridopolos Miller-Meeks
Burchett Harrigan Mills
Burlison Harris (MD) Moolenaar
Calvert Harris (NC) Moore (AL)
Cammack Harshbarger Moore (NC)
Carey Hern (OK) Moore (UT)
Carter (TX) Higgins (LA) Moore (WV)
Ciscomani Hill (AR) Moran
Cline Hinson Nehls
Cloud Houchin Newhouse
Clyde Hudson Norman
Cole Huizenga Nunn (IA)
Collins Hurd (CO) Obernolte
Comer Issa Ogles
Crane Jack Onder
Crank Jackson (TX) Owens
Crawford James Palmer
Crenshaw Johnson (SD) Patronis
Davidson Jordan Perry
De La Cruz Joyce (PA) Pfluger
DesJarlais Kean Radewagen
Diaz-Balart Kelly (MS) Reschenthaler
Donalds Kelly (PA) Rogers (AL)
Downing Kennedy (UT) Rogers (KY)
Dunn (FL) Kiggans (VA) Rose
Edwards Kiley (CA) Rouzer
Ellzey Kim Roy
Emmer King-Hinds Rulli
Estes Knott Rutherford
Ezell Kustoff Salazar
Fallon LaHood Scalise
Fedorchak LaLota Schmidt
Feenstra LaMalfa Schweikert
Fine Langworthy Scott, Austin
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Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steube
Strong

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Costa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (CO)
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen

Carter (GA)
Casar
Courtney
Fields
Greene (GA)
Hunt

Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden

NOES—214

Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Hernandez
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer
Lawler

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Moylan
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler

Neal

Neguse
Norcross
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Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym

Zinke

Norton
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—16

Joyce (OH)
McBath
Miller (OH)
Murphy
Stefanik
Steil
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Swalwell
Williams (GA)
Wilson (SC)
Womack

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 6, printed in
House Report 119-410, offered by the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY), on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 204, noes 217,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 354]

AYES—204
Aderholt Franklin, Scott McDowell
Alford Fry McGuire
Allen Fulcher Messmer
Amodei (NV) Gill (TX) Meuser
Arrington Gimenez Miller (IL)
Babin Goldman (TX) Miller (WV)
Bacon Gonzales, Tony Miller-Meeks
Baird Gonzalez, V. Mills
Balderson Gooden Moolenaar
Barr Gosar Moore (AL)
Barrett Graves Moore (NC)
Baumgartner Griffith Moore (UT)
Bean (FL) Grothman Moore (WV)
Begich Guest Moran
Bentz Guthrie Nehls
Bergman Hageman Newhouse
Bice Hamadeh (AZ) Norman
Biggs (AZ) Haridopolos Nunn (IA)
Biggs (SC) Harrigan Obernolte
Bilirakis Harris (MD) Ogles
Boebert Harris (NC) Onder
Bost Harshbarger Owens
Brecheen Hern (OK) Palmer
Bresnahan Higgins (LA) Patronis
Buchanan Hill (AR) Perry
Burchett Hinson Pfluger
Burlison Houchin Radewagen
Calvert Hudson Reschenthaler
Cammack Huizenga Rogers (AL)
Carey Hurd (CO) Rogers (KY)
Carter (TX) Issa Rose
Ciscomani Jack Rouzer
Cline Jackson (TX) Roy
Cloud James Rulli
Clyde Johnson (SD) Salazar
Cole Jordan Scalise
Collins Joyce (PA) Schmidt
Comer Kelly (MS) Schweikert
Crane Kelly (PA) Scott, Austin
Crank Kennedy (UT) Self
Crawford Kiggans (VA) Sessions
Crenshaw Kim Shreve
Davidson Knott Simpson
De La Cruz Kustoff Smith (MO)
DesJarlais LaHood Smith (NE)
Diaz-Balart LaLota Smith (NJ)
Donalds LaMalfa Smucker
Downing Langworthy Spartz
Dunn (FL) Latta Stauber
Edwards Lee (FL) Steil
Ellzey Letlow Steube
Emmer Loudermilk Strong
Estes Lucas Stutzman
Ezell Luna Taylor
Fallon Luttrell Tenney
Fedorchak Mace Thompson (PA)
Feenstra Malliotakis Tiffany
Fine Maloy Timmons
Finstad Mann Turner (OH)
Fischbach Massie Valadao
Fitzgerald Mast Van Drew
Fleischmann McCaul Van Duyne
Flood McClain Van Epps
Fong McClintock Van Orden
Foxx McCormick Wagner

Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Costa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (CO)
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Golden (ME)

Carter (GA)
Casar
Courtney
Fields
Greene (GA)
Hunt

Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)

NOES—217

Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Hernandez
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kean

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
King-Hinds
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer
Lawler

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Moylan
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler

Neal

Neguse
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Wittman
Yakym
Zinke

Norcross
Norton
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—17

Joyce (OH)
Kiley (CA)
McBath
Miller (OH)
Murphy
Rutherford
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Stefanik
Swalwell
Williams (GA)
Wilson (SC)
Womack

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIR. There being no
further amendments, under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly,

the Committee rose;

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON) having assumed the chair,
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Mr. FINE, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 4776) to amend the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of
1969 to clarify ambiguous provisions
and facilitate a more efficient, effec-
tive, and timely environmental review
process, and, pursuant to House Reso-
lution 951, reported the bill, as amend-
ed by that resolution and by House
Resolution 953, back to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

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

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

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, I
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Lee of Nevada moves to recommit the
bill H.R. 4776 to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

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

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

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

Ms. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 2-
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by 2-minute votes
on:

Passage of the bill, if ordered;

The motion to recommit on H.R. 1366;

Passage of H.R. 1366, if ordered;

The motion to recommit on H.R. 845;

Passage of H.R. 845, if ordered;

The motion to recommit on H.R. 498;
and

Passage of H.R. 498, if ordered.

Members are advised that all remain-
ing votes are 2-minute votes.

This is a 2-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 206, nays
211, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 355]

YEAS—206
Adams Bynum Conaway
Aguilar Carbajal Correa
Amo Carson Costa
Ansari Carter (LA) Craig
Auchincloss Case Crockett
Balint Casten Crow
Barragan Castor (FL) Cuellar
Beatty Castro (TX) Davids (KS)
Bell Cherfilus- Davis (IL)
Bera McCormick Davis (NC)
Beyer Chu Dean (PA)
Bishop Cisneros DeGette
Bonamici Clark (MA) DeLauro
Boyle (PA) Clarke (NY) DelBene
Brown Cleaver Deluzio
Brownley Clyburn DeSaulnier
Budzinski Cohen Dexter

Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez, V.
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei (NV)
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Barr
Barrett
Baumgartner
Bean (FL)
Begich
Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs (AZ)
Biggs (SC)
Bilirakis
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Bresnahan
Buchanan
Burchett
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carter (TX)
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crank
Crawford
Crenshaw
Davidson
De La Cruz

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Mclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)

NAYS—211

DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Downing
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes

Evans (CO)
Ezell

Fallon
Fedorchak
Feenstra
Fine
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gooden
Gosar
Graves
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
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Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

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

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
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Mann Owens Stauber
Massie Palmer Steil
McCaul Patronis Steube
McClain Perry Strong
MecClintock Pfluger Stutzman
McCormick Reschenthaler Taylor
McDowell Rogers (AL) Tenney
McGuire Rogers (KY) Thompson (PA)
Messmer Rose T

iffany
Meuser Rouzer Timmons
Miller (IL) Roy
Miller (WV) Rulli Turner (OH)
Miller-Meeks Rutherford Valadao
Mills Salazar Van Drew
Moolenaar Scalise Van Duyne
Moore (AL) Schmidt Van Epps
Moore (NC) Schweikert Van Orden
Moore (UT) Scott, Austin Wagner
Moore (WV) Self Walberg
Moran Sessions Weber (TX)
Nehls Shreve Webster (FL)
Newhouse Simpson Westerman
Norman Smith (MO) Williams (TX)
Nunn (IA) Smith (NE) Wittman
Obernolte Smith (NJ) Yakym
Ogles Smucker Zinke
Onder Spartz

NOT VOTING—16

Carter (GA) Mast Wied
Casar McBath Williams (GA)
Courtney Miller (OH) Wilson (SC)
Fields Murphy Womack
Greene (GA) Stefanik
Hunt Swalwell

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 2-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays
196, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 356]

This

YEAS—221
Aderholt Cammack Evans (CO)
Alford Carey Ezell
Allen Carter (TX) Fallon
Amodei (NV) Ciscomani Fedorchak
Arrington Cline Feenstra
Babin Cloud Fine
Bacon Clyde Finstad
Baird Cole :
Balderson Collins Ei;g:?acllé
Barr Comer X
Barrett Costa Fleischmann
Baumgartner Crane Fletcher
Bean Crank Flood
(FL) Crawford Fong
Begich Crenshaw Foxx
Bentz Cuellar Franklin, Scott
Bergman Davidson Fry
Bice Davis (NC) Fulcher
Biggs (AZ) De La Cruz Garbarino
Biggs (SC) Deluzio Gill (TX)
Bilirakis DesJarlais Gimenez
Boebert Diaz-Balart Golden (ME)
Bost Donalds Goldman (TX)
Brecheen Downing Gonzales, Tony
Bresnahan Dunn (FL) Gonzalez, V.
Buchanan Edwards Gooden
Burchett Ellzey Gosar
Burlison Emmer Graves
Calvert Estes
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Gray

Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar

Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Mannion
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Patronis
Perez
Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)

NAYS—196

Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fitzpatrick
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu
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Rose

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Veasey
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym
Zinke

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross

Ruiz

Ryan
Salinas

Sanchez Stanton Torres (NY)
Scanlon Stevens Trahan
Schakowsky Strickland Tran
Schneider Subramanyam Underwood
Scholten Suozzi Vargas
Schrier Sykes Vasquez
Scott (VA) Takano Velazquez
Scott, David Thanedar Vindman
Sewell Thompson (CA) Walkinshaw
Sherman Thompson (MS) Wasserman
Simon Titus Schultz
Smith (WA) Tlaib Waters
Sorensen Tokuda Watson Coleman
Soto Tonko Whitesides
Stansbury Torres (CA) Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—16

Carter (GA) Liccardo Swalwell
Casar McBath Williams (GA)
Courtney Miller (OH) Wilson (SC)
Fields Murphy Womack
Greene (GA) Rouzer

Hunt Stefanik

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 356.

Stated against:

Mr. LICCARDO. Mr. Speaker, | missed the
following vote out of mistake and inadvertence
due to the heavy (11-item) vote series. Had |
been present, | would have voted NAY on Roll
Call No. 356.

———

MINING REGULATORY CLARITY
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 1366)
to provide for the location of multiple
hardrock mining mill sites, to estab-
lish the Abandoned Hardrock Mine
Fund, and for other purposes, offered
by the gentlewoman from New Mexico
(Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ), on which the
yveas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

This is a 2-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 205, nays
213, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 357]

YEAS—205
Adams Carbajal Craig
Aguilar Carter (LA) Crockett
Amo Case Crow
Ansari Casten Cuellar
Auchincloss Castor (FL) Davids (KS)
Balint Castro (TX) Davis (IL)
Barragan Cherfilus- Davis (NC)
Beatty McCormick Dean (PA)
Bell Chu DeGette
Bera Cisneros DeLauro
Beyer Clark (MA) DelBene
Bishop Clarke (NY) Deluzio
Bonamici Cleaver DeSaulnier
Boyle (PA) Clyburn Dexter
Brown Cohen Dingell
Brownley Conaway Doggett
Budzinski Correa Elfreth
Bynum Costa Escobar

Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez, V.
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei (NV)
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Barr
Barrett
Baumgartner
Bean (FL)
Begich
Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs (AZ)
Biggs (SC)
Bilirakis
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Bresnahan
Buchanan
Burchett
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carson
Carter (TX)
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crank
Crawford
Crenshaw
Davidson

Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin

NAYS—213

De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Downing
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes

Evans (CO)
Ezell

Fallon
Fedorchak
Feenstra
Fine

Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gimenez
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gooden
Gosar
Graves
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)

H6069

Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

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

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
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Mann Onder Spartz
Massie Owens Stauber
Mast Palmer Steil
McCaul Patronis Steube
McClain Perry Strong
McClintock Pfluger Stutzman
McCormick Reschenthaler Taylor
McDowell Rogers (AL) Tenney
McGuire Rogers (KY) Thompson (PA)
Messmer Rose Tiffany
Meuser Rouzer Timmons
Miller (IL) Roy Turner (OH)
Miller (WV) Rulli Valadao
Miller-Meeks Rutherford Van Drew
Mills Salazar Van Duyne
Moolenaar Scalise Van Epps
Moore (AL) Schmidt Van Orden
Moore (NC) Schweikert Wagner
Moore (UT) Scott, Austin Walberg
Moore (WV) Self Weber (TX)
Moran Sessions Webster (FL)
Nehls Shreve Westerman
Newhouse Simpson Wied
Norman Smith (MO) Williams (TX)
Nunn (IA) Smith (NE) Wittman
Obernolte Smith (NJ) Yakym
Ogles Smucker Zinke

NOT VOTING—15
Carter (GA) Hunt Swalwell
Casar McBath Waters
Courtney Miller (OH) Williams (GA)
Fields Murphy Wilson (SC)
Greene (GA) Stefanik Womack

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. CARSON. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call No.
357, | inadvertently voted NAY. My intent was
to vote YEA on the Democratic Motion to Re-
commit on H.R. 1366.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 219, nays
198, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 358]

YEAS—219
Aderholt Calvert Estes
Alford Cammack Evans (CO)
Allen Carey Ezell
Amodei (NV) Carter (TX) Fallon
Arrington Ciscomani Fedorchak
Babin Cline Feenstra
Bacon Cloud Fine
Baird Clyde Finstad
Balderson Cole Fischbach
Barr Collins Fitzgerald
Barrett Comer Fleischmann
Baumgartner Costa Flood
Bean (FL) Crane Fong
Begich Crank Foxx
Bentz Crawford Franklin, Scott
Bergman Crenshaw Fry
Bice Cuellar Fulcher
Biggs (AZ) Davidson Garbarino
Biggs (SC) De La Cruz Gill (TX)
Bilirakis DesJarlais Gimenez
Boebert Diaz-Balart Golden (ME)
Bost Donalds Goldman (TX)
Brecheen Downing Gonzales, Tony
Bresnahan Dunn (FL) Gonzalez, V.
Buchanan Edwards Gooden
Burchett Ellzey Gosar
Burlison Emmer Graves

Gray
Griffith
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Horsford
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

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

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett

Loudermilk
Lucas
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
McClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Patronis
Perez
Perry
Peters
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)

NAYS—198

Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
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Rose
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym
Zinke

Levin
Liccardo
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
MecClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
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Ruiz Soto Torres (CA)
Ryan Stansbury Torres (NY)
Salinas Stanton Trahan
Sanchez Stevens Tran
Scanlon Strickland Underwood
Schakowsky Subramanyam Vargas
Schneider Suozzi Vasquez
Scholten Sykes
Schrier Takano gsf‘;;gu o
Scott (VA) Thanedar Walkinshaw
Scott, David Thompson (CA)
Sewell Thompson (MS) Wasserman
Sherman Titus Schultz
Simon Tlaib Watson Coleman
Smith (WA) Tokuda Whitesides
Sorensen Tonko Wilson (FL)
NOT VOTING—16
Carter (GA) Hunt Waters
Casar McBath Williams (GA)
Courtney Miller (OH) Wilson (SC)
Fields Murphy Womack
Greene (GA) Stefanik
Grothman Swalwell

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, | was in an
important meeting. Had | been present, |
would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 358.

PET AND LIVESTOCK PROTECTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 845)
to require the Secretary of the Interior
to reissue regulations removing the
gray wolf from the list of endangered
and threatened wildlife under the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973, offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUFFMAN), on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

This is a 2-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 204, nays
213, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 359]

YEAS—204
Adams Cherfilus- Dingell
Aguilar McCormick Doggett
Amo Cisneros Elfreth
Ansari Clark (MA) Escobar
Auchincloss Clarke (NY) Espaillat
Balint Cleaver Evans (PA)
Barragan Clyburn Figures
Beatty Cohen Fletcher
Bell Conaway Foster
Bera Correa Foushee
Beyer Costa Frankel, Lois
Bishop Craig Friedman
Bonamici Crockett Frost
Boyle (PA) Crow Garamendi
Brown Cuellar Garcia (CA)
Brownley Davids (KS) Garcla (IL)
Budzinski Davis (IL) Garcia (TX)
Bynum Davis (NC) Gillen
Carbajal Dean (PA) Golden (ME)
Carson DeGette Goldman (NY)
Carter (LA) DeLauro Gomez
Case DelBene Gonzalez, V.
Casten Deluzio Goodlander
Castor (FL) DeSaulnier Gottheimer
Castro (TX) Dexter Gray
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Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)

Leger Fernandez
Levin

Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren

Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei (NV)
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Barr
Barrett
Baumgartner
Bean (FL)
Begich
Bentz
Bergman
Bice
Biggs (AZ)
Biggs (SC)
Bilirakis
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Bresnahan
Buchanan
Burchett
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carter (TX)
Chu
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crank
Crawford
Crenshaw
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Downing
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer

McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross

Ruiz

Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez

NAYS—213

Estes

Evans (CO)
Ezell

Fallon
Fedorchak
Feenstra
Fine

Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gimenez
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gooden
Gosar

Graves
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
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Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

Joyce (PA)
Kean

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
McClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Onder Scott, Austin Tiffany
Owens Self Timmons
Palmer Sessions Turner (OH)
Patronis Shreve Valadao
Perry Simpson Van Drew
Pfluger Smith (MO) Van Duyne
Reschenthaler Smith (NE) Van Epps
Rogers (AL) Smith (NJ) Van Orden
Rogers (KY) Smucker Wagner

Rose Spartz Walberg
Rouzer Stauber Weber (TX)
Roy Steil Webster (FL)
Rulli Steube Westerman
Rutherford Strong Wied

Salazar Stutzman Williams (TX)
Scalise Taylor Wittman
Schmidt Tenney Yakym
Schweikert Thompson (PA) Zinke

NOT VOTING—16

Carter (GA) McBath Waters

Casar Miller (OH) Williams (GA)
Courtney Murphy Wilson (SC)
Fields Simon Womack
Greene (GA) Stefanik

Hunt Swalwell

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 211, nays
204, not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 360]

YEAS—211
Aderholt Crenshaw Guthrie
Alford Cuellar Hageman
Allen Davidson Hamadeh (AZ)
Amodei (NV) De La Cruz Haridopolos
Arrington DesJarlais Harrigan
Babin Diaz-Balart Harris (MD)
Bacon Donalds Harris (NC)
Baird Downing Harshbarger
Balderson Dunn (FL) Hern (OK)
Barr Edwards Higgins (LA)
Barrett Ellzey Hill (AR)
Baumgartner Emmer Hinson
Bean (FL) Estes Houchin
Begich Evans (CO) Hudson
Bentz Ezell Huizenga
Bergman Fallon Hurd (CO)
Bice Fedorchak Issa
Biggs (AZ) Feenstra Jack
Biggs (SC) Finstad Jackson (TX)
Bilirakis Fischbach James
Boebert Fitzgerald Johnson (LA)
Bost Fleischmann Johnson (SD)
Brecheen Flood Jordan
Bresnahan Fong Joyce (OH)
Burchett Foxx Joyce (PA)
Burlison Franklin, Scott Kean
Calvert Fry Kelly (MS)
Cammack Fulcher Kelly (PA)
Carey Garbarino Kennedy (UT)
Carter (TX) Gill (TX) Kiggans (VA)
Ciscomani Gimenez Kiley (CA)
Cline Goldman (TX) Kim
Cloud Gonzales, Tony Knott
Clyde Gonzalez, V. Kustoff
Cole Gooden LaHood
Collins Gosar LaLota
Comer Graves LaMalfa
Costa Gray Langworthy
Crane Griffith Latta
Crank Grothman Lawler
Crawford Guest Lee (FL)

Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luna
Luttrell
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Nehls

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Buchanan
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fine
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)

Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Patronis
Perez

Perry
Reschenthaler
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)

NAYS—204

Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen

Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver

Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan

Mullin
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Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil

Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao

Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym
Zinke

Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas

Ross

Ruiz

Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
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Vindman
Walkinshaw

Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman

NOT VOTING—18

Carter (GA) Mace Stefanik
Casar McBath Swalwell
Courtney Miller (OH) Waters

Fields Murphy Williams (GA)
Greene (GA) Pfluger Wilson (SC)
Hunt Simon Womack

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.

O 1452

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. SIMON. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 359 and NAY on Roll Call No. 360.

———

DO NO HARM IN MEDICAID ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 498)
to amend title XIX of the Social Secu-
rity Act to prohibit Federal Medicaid
funding for gender transition proce-
dures for minors, offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. S0TO), on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

This is a 2-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 204, nays
212, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 361]

YEAS—204

Adams Crockett Grijalva
Aguilar Crow Harder (CA)
Amo Cuellar Hayes
Ansari Davids (KS) Himes
Auchincloss Davis (IL) Horsford
Balint Davis (NC) Houlahan
Barragan Dean (PA) Hoyer
Beatty DeGette Hoyle (OR)
Bell DeLauro Huffman
Bera DelBene Ivey
Beyer Deluzio Jackson (IL)
Bishop DeSaulnier Jacobs
Bonamici Dexter Jayapal
Boyle (PA) Dingell Jeffries
Brown Elfreth Johnson (GA)
Brownley Escobar Johnson (TX)
Budzinski Espaillat Kamlager-Dove
Bynum Evans (PA) Kaptur
Carbajal Figures Keating
Carson Fletcher Kelly (IL)
Carter (LA) Foster Kennedy (NY)
Case Foushee Khanna
Casten Frankel, Lois Krishnamoorthi
Castor (FL) Friedman Landsman
Castro (TX) Frost Larsen (WA)
Cherfilus- Garamendi Larson (CT)

McCormick Garcia (CA) Latimer
Chu Garcla (IL) Lee (NV)
Cisneros Garcia (TX) Lee (PA)
Clark (MA) Gillen Leger Fernandez
Clarke (NY) Golden (ME) Levin
Cleaver Goldman (NY) Liccardo
Clyburn Gomez Lieu
Cohen Gonzalez, V. Lofgren
Conaway Goodlander Lynch
Correa Gottheimer Magaziner
Costa Gray Mannion
Craig Green, Al (TX) Matsui

McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi

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

Biggs (AZ)
Biggs (SC)
Bilirakis
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Bresnahan
Buchanan
Burchett
Burlison
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carter (TX)
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer
Crane
Crank
Crawford
Crenshaw
Davidson
De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Downing
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Evans (CO)
Ezell
Fallon
Fedorchak
Feenstra
Fine
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood
Fong

Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross

Ruiz

Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto

NAYS—212

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gimenez
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gooden
Gosar

Graves
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean

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

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Langworthy
Latta

Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

Massie
Mast
McCaul
MecClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Patronis
Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao
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Van Drew Walberg Williams (TX)
Van Duyne Weber (TX) Wittman
Van Epps Webster (FL) Yakym
Van Orden Westerman Zinke
Wagner Wied

NOT VOTING—17
Carter (GA) Hunt Torres (NY)
Casar McBath Waters
Courtney Miller (OH) Williams (GA)
Doggett Murphy Wilson (SC)
Fields Stefanik Womack
Greene (GA) Swalwell

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays
201, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 362]

YEAS—215
Aderholt Ellzey Johnson (LA)
Alford Emmer Johnson (SD)
Allen Estes Jordan
Amodei (NV) Evans (CO) Joyce (OH)
Arrington Ezell Joyce (PA)
Babin Fallon Kean
Bacon Fedorchak Kelly (MS)
Baird Feenstra Kelly (PA)
Balderson Fine Kennedy (UT)
Barr Finstad Kiggans (VA)
Barrett Fischbach Kiley (CA)
Baumgartner Fitzgerald Kim
Bean (FL) Fitzpatrick Knott
Begich Fleischmann Kustoff
Bentz Flood LaHood
Bergman Fong LaLota
Bice Foxx LaMalfa
Biggs (AZ) Franklin, Scott Langworthy
Biggs (SC) Fry Latta
Bilirakis Fulcher Lawler
Boebert Garbarino Lee (FL)
Bost Gill (TX) Letlow
Brecheen Gimenez Loudermilk
Bresnahan Goldman (TX) Lucas
Buchanan Gongzales, Tony Luna
Burchett Gonzalez, V. Luttrell
Burlison Gooden Mace
Calvert Gosar Mackenzie
Cammack Graves Malliotakis
Carey Griffith Maloy
Carter (TX) Grothman Mann
Ciscomani Guest Massie
Cline Guthrie Mast
Cloud Hageman McCaul
Clyde Hamadeh (AZ) McClain
Cole Haridopolos McClintock
Collins Harrigan McCormick
Comer Harris (MD) McDowell
Crane Harris (NC) McGuire
Crank Harshbarger Messmer
Crawford Hern (OK) Meuser
Crenshaw Higgins (LA) Miller (IL)
Cuellar Hill (AR) Miller (WV)
Davidson Hinson Miller-Meeks
Davis (NC) Houchin Mills
De La Cruz Hudson Moolenaar
DesJarlais Huizenga Moore (AL)
Diaz-Balart Hurd (CO) Moore (NC)
Donalds Issa Moore (UT)
Downing Jack Moore (WV)
Dunn (FL) Jackson (TX) Moran
Edwards James Nehls
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Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles

Onder
Owens
Palmer
Patronis
Perez

Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Costa
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gillen
Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez

Carter (GA)
Casar
Courtney
Dean (PA)
Doggett
Fields

Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steil
Steube
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney

NAYS—201

Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBride
MecClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler

Neal

Neguse
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
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Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps

Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Yakym

Zinke

Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Walkinshaw
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Whitesides
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—17

Greene (GA)
Hunt
McBath
Miller (OH)
Murphy
Shreve

Stefanik
Swalwell
Williams (GA)
Wilson (SC)
Womack
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, before | was
able to vote, the vote was closed. Had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 362, H.R. 498.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, |
was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted AYE on Roll Call
No. 352, AYE on Roll Call No. 353, AYE on
Roll Call No. 354, NAY on Roll Call No. 355,
YEA on Roll Call No. 356, NAY on Roll Call
No. 357, YEA on Roll Call No. 358, NAY on
Roll Call No. 359, YEA on Roll Call No. 360,
NAY on Roll Call No. 361, and YEA on Roll
Call No. 362.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, | was absent
from the chamber today. Had | recorded my
vote, | would have voted No on Roll Call No.
352, Clyde amendment No. 1 to H.R. 4776;
No on Roll Call No. 353, Roy amendment No.
5 to H.R. 4776; No on Roll Call No. 354, Roy
amendment No. 6 to H.R. 4776; Yea on Roll
Call No. 355, motion to recommit on H.R.
4776; Nay on Roll Call No. 356, passage of
H.R. 4776 the SPEED Act; Yea on Roll Call
No. 357, motion to recommit on H.R. 1366;
Nay on Roll Call No. 358, passage of H.R.
1366; Yea on Roll Call No. 359, motion to re-
commit on H.R. 845; Nay on Roll Call No.
360, passage of H.R. 845; Yea on Roll Call
No. 361, motion to recommit on H.R. 498; and
Nay on Roll Call No. 362, passage of H.R.
498.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably absent and unable to vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted AYE on Roll Call
No. 352, AYE on Roll Call No. 353, AYE on
Roll Call No. 354, NAY on Roll Call No. 355,
YEA on Roll Call No. 356, NAY on Roll Call
No. 357, YEA on Roll Call No. 358, NAY on
Roll Call No. 359, YEA on Roll Call No. 360,
NAY on Roll Call No. 361, and YEA on Roll
Call No. 362.

——
0 1500

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1566

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, I here-
by remove my name as cosponsor of
H.R. 1566.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GOLDMAN of Texas). The gentlewoman’s
request is granted.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
SPEAKER

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 18, 2025.

I hereby designate the period from Thurs-

day, December 18, 2025, through Monday,
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January 5, 2006, as a ‘‘district work period”’
under clause 13 of Rule I.
MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——
COMMUNICATION FROM CHAIR OF
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR-

TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the chair of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure:

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, December 18, 2025.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On December 18, 2025,
pursuant to section 3307 of Title 40, United
States Code, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure met in open ses-
sion, with a quorum being present, to con-
sider three resolutions included in the Gen-
eral Services Administration’s Capital In-
vestment and Leasing Programs.

I have enclosed copies of the resolutions
adopted by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure on December 18,
2025.

Sincerely,
SAM GRAVES,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and

Infrastructure.

Enclosures.

COMMITTEE RESOLUTION

RENOVATION—FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA-
TION HEADQUARTERS RONALD REAGAN FED-
ERAL OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the United States House
of Representatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C.
3307, appropriations are authorized for the
repair and alteration of the Ronald Reagan
Federal Office Building located at 1300 Penn-
sylvania Avenue NW in Washington, DC to
serve as a new consolidated Headquarters for
the U.S. Department of Justice—Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation (FBI) to replace the ex-
isting headquarters for the FBI at the J.
Edgar Hoover Building located at 935 Penn-
sylvania Avenue NW in Washington, DC and
allowing for the consolidation of existing
FBI leases in the National Capital Region at
a design cost of $23,500,000, an estimated con-
struction cost of $789,000,000, and a manage-
ment and inspection cost of $31,500,000 for an
estimated total project cost of $844,000,000, a
prospectus for which is attached to and in-
cluded in this resolution.

Provided further, that the General Services
Administration shall not delegate to any
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

Provided further, not later than 30 calendar
days after the date on which a request from
the Chair or Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives is received
by the Administrator of the General Serv-
ices, the Administrator shall provide such
Member a response in writing that provides
any information requested regarding the pro-
gram.

Provided further, that nothing in this reso-
lution shall be construed as providing the
Administrator of the General Services or the
Federal Bureau of Investigation authority to
restrict access to the building known as the
“‘John A. Wilson Building.”
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GSA PBS
PROSPECTUS — RENOVATION
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION HEADQUARTERS
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC

Prospectus Number:  PDC-FBIHQ-DC25
Congressional Districts: DC

FY 2025 Project Summary

The U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) proposes the repair and alteration of the
Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center (RRB) located at 1300
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC, to serve as a new consolidated Headquarters
for the U.S. Department of Justice - Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).

The proposed project will repair, modify, reconfigure, and fit out the RRB, replacing the
existing headquarters for FBI at the J. Edgar Hoover Building (JEH), located at 935
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC, allowing for the consolidation of existing
FBI leases in the National Capital Region.

The project will consist of reconfiguring approximately 2.6 million rentable square feet
(RSF) at the RRB to meet FBI's headquarters needs. GSA will relocate existing tenants
and perform the necessary building and space improvements to support FBI’s mission
requirements.

Congress appropriated $850 million to GSA for construction of a new FBI headquarters
through Public Laws (P.L.) 114-113 (FY 2016), 115-31 (FY 2017), 117-328 (FY 2023),
and 118-47 (FY 2024). Although significant, this sum is not nearly enough to proceed with
construction of a new facility. $843,769,886 from these appropriations remains available
and GSA has submitted a transfer request to the House and Senate Committees on
Appropriations to allow these funds to be used for repair and alteration of the RRB. These
funds, in conjunction with $555 million appropriated to the FBI, will be used to facilitate
the headquarters consolidation effort.! Using FBI Headquarters Consolidation funding to
repair and alter the RRB will meet the FBI’s mission requirements and provide the fastest
FBI headquarters solution at a fraction of the cost of new construction.

FY2025 Committee Approval Requested

(Design, Management and Inspections and Construction) .........c...... $843,769,886>

! Specifically, FBI was appropriated $180 million from P.L. 114-113, $323 million from P.L. 115-31, and
has $52 million from other available Salaries and Expenses balances set aside for the FBI new headquarters
project.

2 In addition to GSA’s $843,769,886, FBI has $555 million for the RRB project which will be used for pre-
construction, construction, and fit-out requirements.
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GSA PBS
PROSPECTUS - RENOVATION
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION HEADQUARTERS
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC

Prospectus Number:  PDC-FBIHQ-DC25
Congressional Districts: DC

Overview of Project

The FBI is an intelligence-driven and a threat-focused organization with both national
security and law enforcement responsibilities. Its mission is to protect the American people
and uphold the Constitution of the United States.

The proposed FBI Headquarters at the RRB will consolidate approximately 6,000 FBI
headquarters personnel currently housed in JEH and six additional® leased locations
throughout the National Capital Region. The proposed headquarters will facilitate an open-
plan workspace environment and will significantly improve the security and information
technology infrastructure as required by the FBI's national security mission.

Project Budget*
Design (FY 2026)......cooiiiiiiiie e, $23,500,000
Estimated Construction Cost (FY 2026) ... $789,000,000
Management and Inspection (FY 2026)................cooiiiiiiiiiiieee $31,500,000
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)..uiiiinciisirinisscsnicssnscssnsssonssssssesssnns $844,000,000

Schedule Start End

Repairs and Alterations FY 2025 FY 2030

Tenant Agencies

Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation

Justification

FBI requires a new consolidated headquarters facility because the current JEH facility is
failing and FBI is scattered across multiple expensive leases within the National Capital
Region. Renovation of the RRB will allow FBI to consolidate up to seven® locations and

3The final number of leases to be consolidated into the RRB will depend on the program of requirements
and available budget.

*The estimated project budget and distribution of project costs are estimates. The actual distribution of costs
between the various budget categories may change based on FBI's program of requirements and building
needs.

>The final number of leases to be consolidated into RRB will depend on the program of requirements and
available budget.



H6076 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE December 18, 2025

GSA PBS
PROSPECTUS - RENOVATION
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION HEADQUARTERS
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC

Prospectus Number: ~ PDC-FBIHQ-DC25
Congressional Districts: DC

will provide the appropriate utilities, technical infrastructure, and space design needed to
support FBI’s national security and law enforcement mission.

The current dispersion and fragmentation of headquarters functions across multiple
locations within the National Capital Region has created challenges to effective
collaboration. Dispersion diverts time and resources, hampers coordination, and decreases
operational flexibility. By collocating personnel in a modern headquarters solution, FBI’s
workforce will have the space and technology needed to support its mission of protecting
the American people and upholding the Constitution.

The approximately 1.8 million RSF JEH, which the FBI has occupied since 1974, is
deteriorating significantly, including a crumbling concrete fagade, mechanical piping
failures, eroding structural concrete slabs in the basement of the building, obsolete network
transformers, and other health and safety deficiencies. The IT infrastructure in JEH has
reached capacity with limitations on further expansion. JEH was not designed to support
today’s FBI mission that includes an increased emphasis on national security and other
emerging threats. These challenges can best be addressed through a newly renovated
facility that will provide a flexible infrastructure capable of supporting evolving IT
requirements.

Since 2017, FBI has reduced the number of its leases in the National Capital Region and
has identified which of its remaining leased sites are appropriate for consolidation into a
new headquarters facility with a focus on traditional office space and the value of co-
location. At this time, up to 7 locations, including JEH, occupying approximately 2.6M
RSF are planned to be consolidated into the 2.6M RSF RRB®.

Twenty years ago, when the new FBI Headquarters project was initiated, the RRB was not
an available space under consideration and the focus was on building a new facility on a
suburban campus. Many things have changed in the federal space portfolio since then, and
the FBI and GSA decided to assess a variety of options available to include existing federal
space. In this review, the RRB was identified as an existing federal building that meets
FBTI’s mission needs. It has an appropriate amount of space and it will take significantly
less time and funding to relocate FBI into RRB. Repair and alteration of the RRB is an
expeditious and cost-effective means of vacating the obsolete JEH and consolidating FBI
operations in the National Capital Region.

% The proposed renovation project does not reduce square footage since JEH and the leases that FBlL is
proposing to consolidate into RRB are approximately the same square footage as RRB.
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Major Work Items’

Exterior building security enhancements.
Interior building security enhancements.

Interior building reconfiguration to support FBI specific special space
requirements.

Infrastructure repair, replacement and upgrades as needed, including elevators,
escalators, air handler units, and electrical switchgear, and the parking garage.

Modifications and upgrades to meet new life safety, building code and executive
order requirements.

Prior Appropriations

Prior Appropriations

Public Law Fiscal Year Amount Purpose

114-113 2016 $75,000,000 | GSA - Construction
Management and oversight
activities and other project
support costs.

115-31 2017 $200,000,000 | GSA - Construction and
acquisition (including
funds for sites and
expenses, and associated
design and construction
services).

7 Major work items were identified through previous building evaluations and known FBI requirements.
The actual work items will be determined as part of a building security assessment and through the project
design process.
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117-328 2023 $375,000,000 | GSA - Construction and
acquisition (including
funds for sites and
expenses, and associated
design and construction
services).

118-47 2024 $200,000,000 | GSA - Construction and
acquisition (including
funds for sites and
expenses, and associated
design and construction
services).

Appropriations to Date® $850,000,000°

Prior Committee Approvals

None — prior Committee approvals have been for a New Construction project and not the
renovation and alteration of the RRB.

Alternatives Considered (30-vear, present value cost analysis)
NEW CONSIUCTION. ...t $2.431,380,000
Ronald Reagan Building Modernization.......................c..ccooooioiieiee $1,600,257,000

8 In addition to GSA’s $843,769,886, FBI has $555 million for the RRB project which will be used for
pre-construction, construction, and fit-out requirements.
? GSA’s appropriations for FBI Headquarters consolidation is approximately $6 million less than the $850

million appropriated due to GSA expending funds in previous years for consulting, management, and site
studies.
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The 30-year, present value cost of the Ronald Reagan Building Modernization is

$831,123,000 less than the cost of New Construction, an equivalent annual cost advantage
of $50,425,000.

Resolutions of Approval

Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, and
the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works, approving this prospectus will
constitute approval to make the appropriations requested herein.

Certification of Need

The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need.

Submitted at Washington, DC, on %/19/202°

Jtr—
Recommended:

Acting Commissioner, Public Buildings Service
Approved: [ Jaiac i g

Acting Administrator, General Services Administration
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December 18, 2025

COMMITTEE RESOLUTION

ALTERATION—RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE
BUILDING, WASHINGTON, DC

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the United States House
of Representatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C.
3307, appropriations are authorized for a re-
pair and alteration project to repair the ex-
isting curtain wall systems and skylight
over the atrium at the Ronald Reagan Fed-
eral Office Building located at 1300 Pennsyl-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

vania Avenue NW in Washington, DC at a de-
sign cost of $3,066,000, an estimated construc-
tion cost of $31,201,000, and a management
and inspection cost of $1,929,000 for a esti-
mated total project cost of $36,196,000, a pro-
spectus for which is attached to and included
in this resolution.

Provided further, that the General Services
Administration shall not delegate to any
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

H6081

Provided further, not later than 30 calendar
days after the date on which a request from
the Chair or Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives is received
by the Administrator of the General Serv-
ices, the Administrator shall provide such
Member a response in writing that provides
any information requested regarding the pro-
gram.
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GSA PBS

PROSPECTUS — ALTERATION
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC
Prospectus Number: PDC-0000-WA26
Congressional District: 98

FY 2026 Project Summary

The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes a repair and alteration project for
the Ronald Reagan Federal Office Building (RRB Complex) located at 1300 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW, Washington, DC. The proposed project includes the repair of the existing
curtain wall systems and skylight over the atrium in the RRB Complex.

FY 2026 Committee Approval and Appropriation Requested

(Design, Construction and Management & Inspection) ........cccceevverescnsesnns $36,196,000

Major Work Items

Exterior Construction

Project Budget
DESIGN ... $3,066,000
Estimated Construction Cost (ECC)................occoooiiiiiii e 31,201,000
Management and Inspection (M&I) ...............cooooiiiiiiiii e 1,929,000
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC).....civniiirincinnsricssnnsssnisssnossassssssssssssans $36,196,000
Schedule Start End
Design and Construction FY 2026 FY 2030
Building

The RRB Complex is a 3.88 million gross square foot, 10-story, mixed-use office building
and includes the Federal Office Building (FOB), the International Trade Center (ITC), and
a public parking garage. The building has five separate office towers connected by an
atrium and public concourse areas. It was constructed in 1996 and is situated on 9.9 acres
of land with 1,950 parking spaces.

The scope of the project will take place in the atrium and curtain wall areas of the FOB and
ITC portions of the complex.

Tenant Agencies

Department of Homeland Security - Customs and Border Protection, Federal Protective
Service, Environmental Protection Agency, Commerce Department - Office of the

1
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PROSPECTUS — ALTERATION
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC
Prospectus Number: PDC-0000-WA26
Congressional District: 98

Secretary; Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars; Congress; and General
Services Administration

Proposed Project

The project proposes the repair of multiple cylindrical drum leaks at the building’s core,
which houses the existing curtain wall systems and skylight over the atrium area within the

FOB and ITC.

Major Work Items

Exterior Construction $31.200.000
Total ECC $31,200,000
Justification

The purpose of this project is to carry out the necessary repairs identified in the 2019
technical study of leaks at the RRB Complex. The study revealed multiple leaks in the
cylindrical drum at the building's core, which houses the main atrium skylight, the north
and south curtain walls, associated roofs, and the two gutter drains located between the
skylight and the curtain walls.

Water leaks stem from various factors, including aging materials, exterior weathering,
thermal expansion and contraction of different components, structural movement, metal
fatigue, and the end-of-life of certain materials. The planned repairs will enhance the
building's envelope, improving environmental safety and the indoor climate within the
affected areas of the RRB Complex.

The building hosts multiple tenants with critical operational goals that necessitate
continuous functioning facilities. It 1s essential for federal agencies and the public to have
access to a safe and code-compliant environment, allowing the entire facility to be occupied
while safeguarding against mold, mildew, and other environmental and safety issues. By
addressing these issues, GSA will ensure reliable and efficient service while meeting
current building codes, life safety, and accessibility requirements.
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PROSPECTUS — ALTERATION
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC
Prospectus Number: PDC-0000-WA26
Congressional District: 98

Summary of Energy, Water, and High-Performance Green Building Compliance

This project will be designed to conform to requirements of PBS Core Building Standards
(CBS). GSA will focus on design and construction opportunities to increase energy and
water efficiencies to minimize operating costs, incorporate sustainable design principles,
and reduce the environmental impact of materials in a manner that is life cycle cost
effective in accordance with 42 United States Code 6834.

Prior Appropriations

None

Prior Committee Approvals

None

Alternatives Considered (30-vear, present value cost analysis)

There are no feasible alternatives to this limited scope renovation. The cost of the proposed
project is far less than the cost of leasing or constructing a new building, and GSA considers
this asset a long-term hold.

Recommendation

ALTERATION
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PROSPECTUS — ALTERATION
RONALD REAGAN FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC
Prospectus Number: PDC-0000-WA26
Congressional District: 98

Certification of Need

The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need.

. . 6/11/2025
Submitted at Washington, DC, on

Commissioner, Public Buildings Service

Recommended:

Approved: W

Administrator, General Services Administration
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AMENDED COMMITTEE RESOLUTION

CONSTRUCTION NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX—
ALTERATION FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL
BUILDING AND CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S.
COURTHOUSE, SAN JUAN, PR
Resolved by the Committee on Transportation

and Infrastructure of the United States House

of Representatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C.

3307, appropriations are authorized for the

first phase of a multi-phase project for de-

sign and construction of a new U.S. Court-
house Annex, along with alteration of the

Federico Degetau Federal Building and

Clemente Ruiz Nazario U.S. Courthouse

Complex in the Hato Rey section of San

Juan, Puerto Rico for additional design costs

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

of $3,020,000, an amount allocated for the es-
timated construction cost of $22,743,000, and
an amount allocated for the management
and inspection cost of $2,527,000, for a total
additional cost of $28,290,000, a prospectus for
which is attached to and included in this res-
olution. This resolution amends Prospectus
No. PPR-0017-SJ22.

Provided further, that the General Services
Administration shall not delegate to any
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion.

Provided further, that the Administrator of
General Services shall ensure that design of
the new courthouse annex and alterations of
the complex comply, at a minimum, with

December 18, 2025

courtroom sharing requirements adopted by
the Judicial Conference of the United States.

Provided further, that the design of the new
courthouse shall not deviate from the U.S.
Courts Design Guide.

Provided further, not later than 30 calendar
days after the date on which a request from
the Chair or Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives is received
by the Administrator of the General Serv-
ices, the Administrator shall provide such
Member a response in writing that provides
any information requested regarding the pro-
gram.
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GSA PBS

AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-SJ24
Congressional District: N/A

FY 2024 Project Summary

The General Services Administration (GSA) requests approval for additional design,
construction, and management and inspection (M&I) of a multi-phase project for design
and construction of a new U.S. Courthouse Annex (Annex), along with alteration of the
Federico Degetau Federal Building (Degetau) and Clemente Ruiz Nazario (Nazario) U.S.
Courthouse Complex (Complex) in the Hato Rey section of San Juan, Puerto Rico.

The proposed Annex, consisting of approximately 188,000 gross square feet (GSF),
including 35 inside parking spaces, will be constructed directly adjacent to the Complex
and be linked physically, functionally, and systematically with the existing buildings. The
Complex will meet the 10-year space needs of the court and court-related agencies, and the
Complex will accommodate the anticipated 30-year needs of the court.

The judiciary’s Courthouse Project Priorities list (approved by the Judicial Conference of
the United States in September 2023) includes a courthouse project in San Juan. The
Judicial Conference designated Hato Rey as a judicial space emergency, prioritizing it
above all new courthouse construction projects.

FY 2024 Committee Approval Requested

(Additional Design, ECC, and M&I).. . . $371,675,0001

This prospectus amends Prospectus No. PPR-0017-SJ22. GSA is requesting approval of
additional design costs of $3,020,000, an estimated construction cost (ECC) of
$347,663,000, and management and inspection (M&I) costs of $20,992,000, for a total
additional cost of $371,675,000, for cost escalations due to time, labor, and market
conditions and increased square footage to account for inclusion of the District Clerk in the
Annex.

! Prospectus No. PPR-0017-SJ22 was approved by the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Environment and Public Works of the Senate on October 27, 2021, and January
12, 2022, respectively, for the Annex design cost of $22.476,000.
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GSA PBS

AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-8J24
Congressional District: N/A

FY 2024 Committee Appropriation Reguested
(Additional Design, ECC, and M&I).......cverinnrisinnsessissnsnssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssess $02

Buildings

The Degetau Federal Building and Nazario Complex were constructed in 1974 and
comprise 435,000 GSF situated on a 27-acre campus (Campus) in the Hato Rey section of
San Juan, Puerto Rico. The Campus also includes a standalone childcare center, an
independent parking structure, and a standalone Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
building. The Campus is the largest facility under GSA’s jurisdiction, custody, and control
in the Caribbean.

Overview of Project

The proposed Annex will be located on the southwest corner of the Campus, adjoining both
Degetau and Nazario. Construction of this Annex will provide 6 new courtrooms and 10
new chambers. Upon completion, the Annex and Nazario, in total, will provide 12
courtrooms and 17 chambers, consistent with the application of courtroom sharing policies
and limitation on the provision of space for projected judgeships.

Renovation of Degetau will address several critical building needs, including seismic
retrofit, modernization of the building’s mechanical systems, and a backfill of
approximately 90,000 usable square feet (USF) of space predominantly made vacant by
the relocation of the FBI to a standalone building on the Campus and approximately 60,000
USF made vacant by occupant agencies that moved into trailers on the property due to
seismic concerns. Future backfill includes components of the court family along with other
Federal executive agencies currently located in leased space in San Juan. The project
includes minimal renovation of Nazario to facilitate functional operation with the Annex.

2 GSA is not requesting additional appropriated funds at this time. The Further Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2024,
Public Law 118-47, appropriated $28,290,000 for the project. The balance of the construction funding needed to
complete the project will be requested in a future fiscal year.
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GSA PBS

AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-SJ24
Congressional District: N/A
Site INfOrmation.........cuieierierirerctereeesnesresee s ersnesseesenesasenenenes Federally owned site
Annex Building Area’
Gross square feet (excluding inside parking) ... 172,250 GSF
Gross square feet (including inside parking) ..., 188,000 GSF
Inside Parking Spaces ............ccooioiiiiiii e 35
Project Budget (Annex + Nazario)*
Design
Design (FY 2022) oot $22,476,000
Additional Design (FY 2024) ... 3.020.000
Total Design . $25,496,000
Estimated Construction Cost (ECC)
ECC (FY 2024) ..o $22,743,000
Additional Construction (future fiscal year)....................c.coooiiiiini, 324,920,000
Total ECC.uiiinicricsensnncansseosassssssnssassssssssasssssasssseses .“ $347,663,000
Management and Inspection (M&I)
METL(FY 2024) ..o $2,527,000
Additional M&I (future fiscal year)...............ocooooiiiiiiiie e 18,465,000
Total M&L............. crressssesssessetssassntsssssatentessessasasssterasserestones $20,992,000
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)* vereeees 3394,151,000

3 Square footages are approximate. The project may contain a variance in gross square footage from that listed in this
prospectus. Total square footage has increased since Prospectus No. PPR-0017-S122 was approved to reflect the
inclusion of the District Clerk in the annex.

4 New Courthouse building design to follow the 2007 United States Courts Design Guide (as partially revised in 2016).
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AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-8J24
Congressional District: N/A

Project Budget (Degetau) (Future fiscal vear request

DIESIGN ..o $18,900,000

Estimated Construction Cost (ECC) ..., 242,022,000

Management and Inspection (M&I)................occooooiiiiiie 10.251.000
Estimated Total Project Cost (ETPC)* - $271,173,000
*Agencies may fund an additional amount for alterations above the standard normally
provided by GSA.
Schedule Start End
Design (Annex + Nazario) FY 2022 FY 2025
Construction (Annex + Nazario) TBD TBD
Design (Degetau) TBD TBD
Construction (Degetau) TBD TBD

Tenant Agencies

Annex: Judiciary - U.S. District Court, Grand Jury; U.S. District Clerk; and Department
of Justice - U.S. Marshals Service.

Nazario: Judiciary - U.S. District Court; U.S. Magistrate Court.

Degetau: Circuit Library, U.S. Probation; Health and Human Services; Department of
Justice - U.S. Marshals Service and Office of the U.S. Attorneys; Department of Homeland
Security - Federal Protective Service; Federal Communications Commission; Social
Security Administration; GSA; and pending backfill by additional Federal agencies.

Major Work Items (Degetau) (Future fiscal year request)

Work items for the repair and alteration of Degetau will include structural upgrades;
exterior construction; interior construction; heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
upgrades; plumbing upgrades; electrical upgrades; and demolition/hazardous material
abatement.
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AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-SJ24
Congressional District: N/A

The existing Complex does not meet the 2007 U.S. Courts Design Guide Standards (as
partially revised in 2016) and lacks adequate security. The existing building configuration
does not allow for distinct separation between restricted, secured, and public areas. The
current Complex has significant space, security, and operational deficiencies and high
seismic risks necessitating the construction of the Annex. The Judicial Conference
designated this location as a space emergency, prioritizing it above all new courthouse
construction projects.

GSA’s Seismic Rating System Report lists Degetau as being exceptionally high risk. The
report proposed a series of both structural and nonstructural retrofits to enable the buildings
to meet established performance criteria for seismic safety. Some occupant agencies have
vacated Degetau into temporary housing solutions due to seismic concerns. In addition to
structural work, the Degetau building requires upgrades to the plumbing, electrical, and
heating, ventilation, and air conditioning systems; and hazardous material abatement as
needed with demolition. A future repair and alteration project for Degetau to address
seismic and other alteration work, including backfill, will be requested in a future fiscal
year.

The new Annex, combined with a future alteration project for Degetau, addresses the long-
term needs of the courts, and provides separate circulation for public, judges, and prisoners,
thereby improving security as well as efficiency of court operations. In addition, the future
alteration project at the Degetau Building addresses seismic and system needs.
Furthermore, backfill of vacant space in Degetau allows for improved utilization of
federally owned space.

Design Guide Exception

There are no exceptions to the 2007 U.S. Courts Design Guide (as partially revised in
2016).
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AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-SJ24
Congressional District: N/A

Space Requirements of the U.S. Courts

{(Includes Annex, Nazarig. and Jose V. Toledo U.S. Courthouse {Toledo) in ¢ld San Juan)

Current Proposed
Courtrooms Judges Courtrooms Judges
District
- Active 7
- Visiting - 1 1 1
- Senior 1 2 1
- Visiting - 1 1 1
Magistrate 3 5 4 5
Bankruptcy 3 3 3 3
- Visiting - 1 - 1
Court of Appeals 1 2 1 3
Total: 15 22 18 26

Current: Nazario — 7 courtrooms; 9 chambers; Toledo - 6 courtrooms; 11 chambers
Degetau — 2 courtrooms; 2 chambers

Proposed: Nazario — 6 courtrooms; 7 chambers; Annex — 6 courtrooms; 10 chambers
Degetau — 0 courtrooms; 0 chambers; Toledo - 6 courtrooms; 9 chambers

Summary of Energy, Water, Sustainability. and Climate Risk Compliance

This project will be designed to conform to requirements of PBS-P100, Facilities
Standards for the Public Buildings Service. GSA will focus on design and construction
opportunities to increase energy and water efficiencies that minimize operating costs and
greenhouse gas emissions, incorporate sustainable design principles into projects, reduce
the environmental impact of materials, and address climate risk liabilities in a manner that
is life cycle cost-effective.
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AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE
SAN JUAN, PR

Prospectus Number:

Congressional District:

PPR-0017-SJ24
N/A

Prior Appropriations

Prior Appropriations

Public Law Fiscal Year Amount Purpose
117-103 2022 $22,476,000 | Annex Design
118-47 2024 | $28,290,000 | Additional Annex Design, ECC, M&I
Appropriations to Date | $50,766,000

Prior Committee Approvals

Prior Committee Approvals

Committee Date Amount Purpose
House T&l 10-27-2021 $22,476,000 | Annex Design
Senate EPW 1-12-2022 $22,476,000 | Annex Design
Approvals to Date |  $22,476,000

Recommendation

NEW CONSTRUCTION AND ALTERATION
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AMENDED PROSPECTUS
CONSTRUCTION - NEW U.S. COURTHOUSE ANNEX
ALTERATION - FEDERICO DEGETAU FEDERAL BUILDING AND
CLEMENTE RUIZ NAZARIO U.S. COURTHOUSE

SAN JUAN, PR
Prospectus Number: PPR-0017-SJ24
Congressional District: N/A

Certification of Need

The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need.

Submitted at Washington, DC, on 10/28/2024

Recommended: Hliet OOOWM
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service

Approved: /‘Zj% W

Administrator, General Services Administration
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RECOGNIZING WYOMING HIGHWAY
PATROL DISPATCHER CHRIS
McGUIRE

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

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor Wyoming Highway Patrol
Dispatcher Chris McGuire, who served
our State for 35 years.

Chris handled split-second decisions,
juggled multiple emergencies at once,
and saved lives on Wyoming’s high-
ways. She coordinated responses during
snowstorms, rescued stranded motor-
ists, and managed AMBER Alerts, all
while training new dispatchers and
supporting her colleagues.

Dispatching is not a job for everyone.
It demands focus, courage, and the
ability to stay calm under intense pres-
sure. Chris worked 60-hour weeks, often
sacrificing time with her family. Yet,
she never wavered in her commitment
to keeping our community safe.

Public service is more than a job. It
is a calling, and Chris inspires all of us
who serve and reminds us of the unsung
heroes who protect our families every
day.

Mr. Speaker, Wyoming thanks Chris
McGuire for her remarkable career and
unwavering service.

————

ADDRESSING VIRGIN ISLANDS
HEALTHCARE CRISIS

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

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker,
healthcare in the Virgin Islands is in
crisis. The Medical Executive Com-
mittee wrote an open letter to the
community and to CMS, detailing ad-
verse conditions in our hospitals. These
include shortages of supplies, medica-
tion, equipment, staff, and patient
placement challenges.

This crisis reflects systemic failures
that compromise the ability to deliver
appropriate care. These conditions did
not develop overnight. Our two hos-
pitals still operate under Medicare re-
imbursement formulas from 1982 and
1996.

While I continue to fight for Medi-
care rebasing, fortunately we have se-
cured permanent increases in Medicaid
funding from 55 to 83 percent and over
$1.7 billion in FEMA obligations to re-
build our hospitals.

Mr. Speaker, Congress and the ad-
ministration must do more. Virgin Is-
landers deserve the same access, dig-
nity, and quality of care as every
American citizen. We will not stop
fighting until our healthcare system
receives the Federal support required
to deliver standard of care.

——
HONORING ELIAS SUSSMAN

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

Mr. FINE. Mr. Speaker, today I have
the extraordinary privilege of honoring
Elias Sussman, a man whose life spans
a century of American history and
whose service continues to inspire and
guide us.

At 100 years young, Mr. Sussman’s
story began in Brooklyn, New York,
where he was born on October 28, 1925.
He was inducted into the U.S. Army in
December 1943. Driven by dedication,
he volunteered for jump school and rig-
ger training, earning the rank of Tech-
nician Fifth Grade and becoming a
vital part of the Airborne Forces.

As a Member of the 17th Airborne Di-
vision, he saw heavy action, fighting in
the Battle of the Bulge and partici-
pating in Operation Varsity, the mass
parachute drops into Germany. His
heroism reached beyond combat.

After landing, his wunit liberated
American prisoner-of-war camps. Mov-
ing to what he thought was a nearby
labor camp, he freed Jewish survivors
suffering from extreme hunger, sharing
every ration that he had to sustain
himself. This act of profound compas-
sion is the true hallmark of his service.

Returning home after the war, he was
honorably discharged in April of 1946.
Mr. Sussman’s journey from the streets
of New York to the front lines of free-
dom is an enduring inspiration to us
all. We thank Elias Sussman for his
sacrifice, his bravery, and his incred-
ible 100 years of life.

EXTENDING PREMIUM TAX
CREDITS

(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 rise
today to hold Republican leadership ac-
countable for their unwillingness to ex-
tend the ACA Enhanced Premium Tax
Credits.

I am a proud cosponsor of the
Healthcare Affordability Act and Pro-
tecting Healthcare and Lowering Costs
Act. Both permanently extend these
credits. My colleagues in the Demo-
cratic Caucus have fought tirelessly to
extend these subsidies.

What has Republican leadership
done? They put out a 1ll-page
healthcare bill that doesn’t contain a
single word about ACA credits. What
the bill does do is cause 100,000 more
people to become uninsured. Without
extending these credits, a 60-year-old
couple in my district will see their pre-
miums increase by $13,000 and an aver-
age family of 4 by $17,000.

My Republican colleagues can pull
all the stunts they want to make it
look 1like they are working on
healthcare costs, but Americans are
not buying it.

Mr. Speaker, as we barrel towards
the December 31 expiration date, the
people of Westchester and the Bronx
need to know that I, along with my
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colleagues, will fight for their access to
affordable healthcare. That is some-
thing every American deserves.

——
O 1510

RECOGNIZING LIBERTY UNIVER-
SITY WOMEN’S SOCCER TEAM

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

Mr. MCGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Liberty Univer-
sity women’s soccer team on their 3-0
victory over the Missouri State Bears
to claim the 2025 Conference USA
Women’s Soccer Championship.

Ivy Garner was named the CUSA
Player of the Year and Championship
Offensive MVP. Lauren Lettle earned
honors as the CUSA Defensive Player
of the Year and Championship Defen-
sive MVP. Midfield Bri Myers and for-
ward Lauren Flax were selected to the
CUSA All-Tournament Team.

This title marks Liberty’s second
Conference USA crown in three seasons
and secures them in automatic ad-
vancement to the NCAA Tournament.

I commend these student-athletes,
their coaches, and the entire program
that exemplifies excellence, dedication,
and team spirit. Their success brings
honor to Liberty University, who
trains champions of Christ, Virginia’s
Fifth Congressional District, and the
Commonwealth of Virginia.

———

CONDEMNING THE ATTACK IN
BONDI BEACH, AUSTRALIA

(Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today with deep concern
for the recent anti-Semitic attack in
Bondi Beach, Australia.

This tragedy reminds us that hate
does not recognize borders. Hatred to-
ward the Jewish people is not confined
to one nation or to one moment. It is a
global threat, and it resurfaces every-
where. It demands a response from ev-
eryone.

Anti-Semitic events in the United
States have reached historic highs in
recent years. In Florida alone, reports
have increased from 269 to 353 within
only 1 year. However, what we need to
realize is that America is an interfaith
nation where Christians, Jews, Mus-
lims, and people of all beliefs have
helped shape this country.

When one community is targeted, all
communities are at risk. Anti-Semi-
tism has no place in Australia, no place
in the United States, and no place in
this world. We must condemn anti-
Semitism loudly and reject all forms of
hatred. We must respond to hate with
unity. We must meet fear with cour-
age, and we must choose to lead with
justice and dignity for every single per-
son, every single day.
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RECOGNIZING STEVE REEDER

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor Steve Reeder, a dedicated local
historian and the chair of the social
studies department at Monrovia High
School.

He has taught at Monrovia High
School for over 25 years. Steve spent
nearly 2 years researching and writing
“Our Town,” a book that chronicles
the history of Monrovia and the sur-
rounding areas in Morgan County. He
first undertook the project to help his
students with pride and to have pride
in their community. ‘“‘Our Town’ was
published earlier this year.

Steve and his students have also
helped with the installation of several
local history markers in the commu-
nity. In addition to getting published,
Steve was honored by WISH TV with
their Golden Apple Award, which rec-
ognizes exceptional teachers in central
Indiana.

I thank Steve for his decades of edu-
cating children and for supporting Mor-
gan County communities.

———

RECOGNIZING INTERNS AND
FELLOWS ON CAPITOL HILL

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

Mrs. McCLAIN DELANEY. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize the
important role that interns and fellows
play on Capitol Hill and in the district
offices and the important contributions
that they make each and every day to
this institution.

Every semester, young people from
across the country come to intern and
be part of democracy in action. Their
enthusiasm, service, and optimism in-
fuses our office with hope, energy, and
much-needed help.

Today, I lift up all of my interns but,
most especially, my communications
fellow, Claire Satkiewicz, who has
served our office well for the past 7
months. Her strong work ethic and
multimedia talents have brought my
team’s messages to life, especially dur-
ing the government shutdown, when
our constituents needed to connect
with us most.

She even had to step into our comms
director’s role when our comms direc-
tor was absent for jury duty.

She will soon return to Northeastern
University to complete her studies, but
we know her future is bright.

In sum, to Claire and to all of our in-
terns and fellows across the entire bit
of Congress, we are thankful for their
contributions, their enthusiasm, and
heart for public service.

——

RECOGNIZING STATE FOOTBALL

CHAMPIONS IN NC-14

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

Mr. MOORE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to recognize three out-
standing high school football teams
from North Carolina’s 14th Congres-
sional District who brought home
State championships.

From my home county of Cleveland
County, I congratulate the Crest High
School Chargers, the 5A State cham-
pions. These young men showed grit,
discipline, and heart all season.

Also from my home county, I con-
gratulate Shelby High School, which
earned the 3A title, continuing a proud
tradition of excellence, proving that
Cleveland County is a football home.

In northern Mecklenburg County,
Hough High School captured the 8A
championship. This incredible achieve-
ment reflects the talent and deter-
mination in communities like
Cornelius.

However, these victories actually re-
flect much more than athletic skill.
They reflect the support of coaches,
parents, teachers, and communities
who stand behind these teams. These
young athletes made us very proud to
represent the best of the 14th Congres-
sional District.

I congratulate all three teams.

——
ABORTION CARE IS HEALTHCARE

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

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
wealth of our Nation is the health of
our people. Yet Republicans are doing
everything in their power to make fam-
ilies sicker.

They want to deny children food, ban
abortion care, and obstruct the exten-
sion of the Affordable Care Act sub-
sidies. This is dire for folks in my dis-
trict where, in a 3-mile radius, life ex-
pectancy drops by 30 years.

For my constituent, Paula, whose
husband lost his job and became ill, the
ACA has been their lifeline, carrying
them through years of uncertainty as
she became his caregiver.

This is a healthcare crisis that Re-
publicans created, and it is inter-
sectional.

Abortion care is healthcare.

Once again, the Republicans are
using abortion care as a political bar-
gaining chip. The truth: Republicans
will send premiums sky high just to
stop families from using their own
money on a plan that covers abortion.

They are not just putting healthcare
out of reach for millions; they are fur-
ther restricting reproductive care. The
shame and the sham of it all.

Mr. Speaker, we have the votes to ex-

tend these subsidies and save
healthcare for our constituents. The
House must vote on it now.
———
RECOGNIZING INDIANA NATIONAL
GUARD

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

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the courageous men
and women from the Indiana National
Guard who are here to serve in Wash-
ington, D.C.

On December 6, about 300 service-
members from Indiana deployed to our
Nation’s Capital. They have already
started their mission in D.C. to keep
our streets safe and free from violent
criminals. I am especially thankful to
these men and women for serving dur-
ing the holidays.

These Hoosiers will miss cherished
times celebrating Christmas and New
Year’s with family and friends to re-
store order in D.C.

While these Hoosiers just begin their
mission here, this deployment is just
another one of the ways on a long list
that Indiana troops have supported our
country.

In 2024, Indiana National Guardsmen
deployed to Texas to secure our border.
Earlier this year, 400 National Guards-
men returned from their mission in the
Middle East. Indiana National Guards-
men continue to pour out their time
and talents to serve our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, the Indiana National
Guard’s dedication to serving our coun-
try continues to make all of us in Indi-
ana very proud.

———

RECOGNIZING A.T. WALL

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

Mr. AMO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the life and legacy of a great
Rhode Islander, A.T. Wall.

A.T. was a dedicated husband, father,
and criminal justice leader. After a
life-changing internship with the juve-
nile justice system in New Haven while
an undergraduate at Yale, he dedicated
his career to making the Rhode Island
Department of Corrections more just
and restorative.

During his lengthy tenure, A.T.
founded groundbreaking programs, of-
fering medication-assisted treatment
for inmates struggling with substance
use disorders and training service dogs
for disabled veterans. He dedicated his
professional life to fostering second
chances.

A man of deep faith and dedication,
A.T. was always happy to lend a help-
ing hand to anyone, including me.

My thoughts are with his wife,
Maria; his children, Harrison and, my
dear friend, Ash; his grandchildren; and
his extended family.

He will be missed.

———

TAX CUTS FOR WORKING
FAMILIES
(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, as 1
travel across Michigan’s Fifth District,



December 18, 2025

I have heard from many Michiganders
who are thrilled about the economic re-
lief that House Republicans are pro-
viding.

Earlier this year, we passed the
working families tax cut legislation,
which is profamily, proworker, and
pro-Michigan.

This historic legislation empowers
families by preventing residents of
Michigan’s Fifth District from facing a
27 percent tax hike and increasing
take-home pay by up to $11,700.

In addition, the legislation increases
the child tax credit, strengthens paid
family leave, and establishes savings
accounts for newborns, allowing fami-
lies to invest in their child’s future
from birth.

House Republicans have accom-
plished so much this year, but we are
only just getting started.

——
O 15620
RECOGNIZING A CENTURY OF EX-
CELLENCE FOR CHI OMEGA

CHAPTER OF AKA

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

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to recognize a century
of excellence by the Alpha Kappa Alpha
Sorority, Incorporated, Chi Omega
Chapter located in Rocky Mount,
North Carolina.

The Chi Omega Chapter was char-
tered under the leadership of Anna
Easter Brown, one of the original 16
founders of Alpha Kappa Alpha Soror-
ity, Incorporated.

The chapter is home to Ruth Ander-
son Smith, who has served as a member
for over 75 years and is 103 years old.
She is a Chi Omega Diamond. There are
three Chi Omega Pearls who served for
over 65 years in membership, with 12
over 50 years who are Golden Members.

That is 100 years of membership, edu-
cational support, health advocacy, and
steadfast commitment to our HBCUs
and transforming lives and strength-
ening eastern North Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate everyone
who came to celebrate this amazing
celebration of 100 years.

———

HONORING TENSE FRANKLIN
BANKS

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise with a
heavy heart to pay tribute to the life of
Tense Franklin Banks, who passed
away this week at 75.

Tense was a gifted writer and recog-
nized for contributions to preserving
the history of Linville Falls and Avery
County of the North Carolina Society
of Historians.

Tense is remembered by many as
someone who had an impeccable mem-
ory and who believed that the preserva-
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tion of local history was critical to
pass on to future generations.

Tense was a friend and someone I ad-
mired greatly for her talents and
warmth. She, along with the entire
Banks family, has a special place in my
heart.

Mr. Speaker, may God continue to
provide comfort and care to the Banks
family during this difficult time.

———

CELEBRATING NORMA CYNTHIA
SIMON’S 100th BIRTHDAY

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate Norma Cynthia
Simon on her 100th birthday. Her life
exemplifies the power of education,
family, and service.

Ms. Simon was born on December 15,
1925, in South America, in Guyana’s
capital, Georgetown.

Ms. Simon devoted 35 years to learn-
ing and teaching as an educator. She
taught her children that education is a
pathway to opportunity. She is the
mother of 5, grandmother of 10, and
great-grandmother of 14.

I am very fortunate to have her
great-granddaughter, Maxe Samiko
Hinds, in my office, continuing her
great-grandmother’s legacy of public
service.

Today, I wish Ms. Simon a happy
birthday and thank her for leaving us a
great legacy. I commend Ms. Simon on
the occasion of her 100th birthday.

————————

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF
DONALD E. OLSOMMER, SR.

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

Mr. BRESNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor and remember the
life of Donald E. Olsommer, Sr., of
Sterling, Pennsylvania.

Born and raised in Scranton, Don de-
voted his life to serving his country,
community, and family. He was a U.S.
Army veteran and served for 30 years
in the Pennsylvania National Guard.
He rose to the rank of major, leading
the National Guard units in
Carbondale, Honesdale, and Scranton,
and the Tobyhanna Reserve Unit as a
company commander.

Don was elected to public service
twice as a Wayne County commis-
sioner, served as township supervisor,
and was deeply involved in civic and
charitable efforts throughout his com-
munity.

Don owned and operated a local
Christmas tree farm, founded a small
insurance company, and was the co-
founder of the Sterling Little League.
Most of all, he cherished the time he
spent with his family.

It was an honor to know Don, and I
know everyone who had the pleasure of
meeting him feels the same way. My
thoughts and prayers go to Don’s fam-
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ily and friends, including his son,
Pennsylvania State Representative
Jeff Olsommer, as they grieve their
loss and remember Don. He will be
greatly missed.

REVIEWING SOCIAL MEDIA
BEFORE APPROVING VISAS

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

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Mr. Speaker,
happy holidays to everyone.

I rise because we have to do some-
thing about the nonimmigrant visa
process right now. I have several con-
stituents who want to see their fami-
lies for the holidays, but, unfortu-
nately, this administration has put in
place a new social media policy for
anyone applying for a nonimmigrant
visa.

Essentially, they are scrubbing your
social media to see if you agree with
the President or not. That is essen-
tially what is happening. It is not
about dangers to our country. If it
were, it would go a lot faster than the
many months that it is taking right
now.

I have one constituent, for instance,
who traveled abroad for a consular ap-
pointment. When she tried to come
back, she was notified that, because of
this policy, they need 4 months to re-
view her social media, including ac-
counts that they had already deleted.
As a result, she faces the possibility of
losing her job. Her daughter, who is a
U.S. citizen, is going to fall behind in
school.

These are serious consequences for so
many families across the country. We
need to make sure we change this pol-
icy and make it better. Most impor-
tantly, we need to get these visas ap-
proved.

———————

RECOGNIZING WILLIAM ‘“BILL”
LONG

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

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate William ¢Bill”’
Long on his retirement from MEMA,
The Vehicle Suppliers Association.

As the Representative for Michigan’s
Fourth Congressional District, home to
many of those hardworking MEMA
members, I can attest to the lasting
impact of Bill’s leadership as president
and CEO.

Bill Long has spent more than 40
years in the automotive and parts in-
dustry. Prior to joining MEMA in 2012,
he held executive roles at Echlin Inc.,
Dana Incorporated, and Proliance
International.

Appointed CEO in 2019, Bill helped re-
define MEMA’s mission: uniting vehi-
cle aftermarket and original equip-
ment suppliers, and positioning the as-
sociation as a strong, unified voice dur-
ing a period of major industrial trans-
formation.
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Bill’s commitment and collaboration
are evident in the partnerships he has
built with automakers, technology
leaders, research institutions, and gov-
ernment agencies and representatives.

Over the years, Bill has served on nu-
merous boards and earned widespread
recognition. He remains a respected
figure in motorsports, including leader-
ship roles with NASCAR and IndyCar.
He currently serves on the boards of
the Automotive Hall of Fame and the
Center for Automotive Research in
Michigan.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon-
oring his distinguished career. I wish
him the very best in his well-deserved
retirement.

———

'TIS THE WEEK BEFORE
CHRISTMAS ON THE HILL

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, ’tis
the week before Christmas, and here on
the Hill, to keep health insurance pre-
miums from skyrocketing, we have
just the bill.

A majority of the House is ready to
vote ‘‘yes,” but the Speaker is sending
us home. Why? It is anyone’s guess.

ACA enhanced premium tax credits
expire at the end of the year. Without
them, millions will not afford
healthcare, I fear.

Small business owners and employ-
ees, gig workers, farmers, and the self-
employed, too, without those tax cred-
its, they don’t know what they will do.

The Speaker shrugged, saying our
work for the year is done, but there is
one bill we should pass before heading
home—just one.

Two hundred eighteen House Mem-
bers signed a petition to bring a 3-year
tax credit extension to the floor. We
should vote on it now before we head
for the door.

We will vote in January, so don’t
give up the fight. In the meantime,
may your holiday season be merry and
bright.

———
O 1530

RECOGNIZING BILOXI CHIEF OF
POLICE JOHN MILLER

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

Mr. EZELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize the outstanding career
and well-earned retirement of the chief
of police for the Biloxi Police Depart-
ment, John Miller.

A coast native, Chief Miller dedi-
cated more than three decades of his
life to protecting the people of Biloxi,
Mississippi. He joined the department
in 1990 as a patrol officer and quickly
distinguished himself through hard
work and leadership. Just 5 years later,
he was selected for the Special Crimes
Unit, where he rose through the ranks
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of sergeant and lieutenant serving in
both the narcotics and criminal inves-
tigative units.

In December of 2009, John Miller was
named chief of police, a role he carried
with integrity, humility, and an un-
wavering commitment to his officers
and to the community. His compassion,
dedication, and steady leadership were
especially evident during one of the
most challenging times in the history
of the department and the city of Bi-
loxi: Hurricane Katrina.

Chief Miller set a tone for profes-
sionalism, resilience, and service that
truly exemplifies what it means to be
south Mississippi strong.

On behalf of a grateful community, I
thank him for his service and wish him
and his family the very best in his re-
tirement.

———

REMEMBERING MICHAEL L.
FRIEDMAN

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and legacy of
Michael L. Friedman of Toledo, Ohio, a
devoted public servant, proud veteran
of the 180th Fighter Wing, and indefati-
gable community leader whose half
century of impact on northwest Ohio
will long endure. Mike Friedman em-
bodied service.

From his honorable duty in the
United States Air Force and the Ohio
Air National Guard’s 180th Fighter
Wing to his tireless advocacy for work-
ing families through the American
Federation of Government Employees,
he lived by the values of responsibility,
loyalty, and fairness. He believed deep-
ly in democracy.

Serving for decades as an Ohio Demo-
cratic Party State central committee-
man and executive committee member,
a national delegate, and even a Presi-
dential elector, he carried out all these
roles with conviction, heart, and perse-
verance.

Mike was also a storyteller. His un-
mistakable voice brought people to-
gether across neighborhoods, union
halls, veteran posts, and dinner tables.
Guided by his faith, Mike was grounded
in love for his beautiful family and un-
wavering in his beliefs. He gave gener-
ously of himself to others.

America is stronger and more just
because of citizens like Mike Fried-
man. He lived, served, and cared so
deeply.

——————

RENAMING THE KENNEDY CENTER

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today, I
learned that the Kennedy Center board
asked or said that the Kennedy Center
would be renamed the Trump-Kennedy
Center.

That is a sacrilege to a martyred, he-
roic, historic American President
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whose name was attached to the Ken-
nedy Center for his support for cultural
excellence in America and because he
was an assassinated President who we
all mourned on November 22 through
November 25 and thereafter because he
gave his life for our country.

The idea that Donald Trump would
want his name to go before Kennedy’s
or even with Kennedy’s is a sacrilege.
It should not be changed ever, and it
should go through this Congress, who
named it the Kennedy Center, on a bill
in this House and signed by President
Lyndon Johnson.

Stop this, Mr. Trump. If you have
any sense of dignity and honor, you
will renounce this. Don’t say that you
are honored. You should renounce it.
John Kennedy’s name stands before all
others, and the Kennedy Center should
not be renamed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

REPUBLICAN HEALTHCARE
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak about the new Repub-
lican healthcare legislation.

Instead of extending Affordable Care
Act tax credits and keeping premiums
from skyrocketing, House Republicans
are pushing a plan that would force
more than 20 million Americans to pay,
on average, twice as much for the same
coverage they have today. As a result,
4 million Americans will lose their in-
surance while others are going to be
forced to pay far more for far worse
coverage.

Americans are already facing an af-
fordability crisis. The House Repub-
lican solution is to cut a trillion dol-
lars from healthcare, pass the largest
cut to SNAP in history, and do nothing
while Trump’s tariffs raise costs across
the board.

When families are struggling every
day to keep their heads above water,
House Republicans are cutting all life-
lines and throwing them a bag of
bricks.

This is not how government is meant
to work. We need to uplift the Amer-
ican people and give them a fair shot at
a good life that rewards hard work.

That is what House Democrats will
always fight for, a government that
works for you, the American people.
That is why we are forcing a vote to
extend the ACA subsidies. We should
not leave D.C. until we have that vote.

Regardless of what the Republicans
do, the American people need to know
that House Democrats, when we are
back in the majority, will fight for a
healthcare system that works for all
Americans.



December 18, 2025

RECOGNIZING ANGELINA PETRA
RESENDIZ

(Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, Browns-
ville native Seaman Angelina Petra
Resendiz was tragically murdered
while serving our Nation at Naval Sta-
tion Norfolk.

Angelina was a culinary specialist
whose life and service to our country
was cut short.

Despite many warnings from her
friends and family of her disappear-
ance, the U.S. Navy mislabeled her as
an ‘‘unauthorized absence’ instead of
the ‘‘duty status whereabouts un-
known.”

This was tragic. I was proud to honor
Seaman Resendiz by securing language
in this year’s NDAA to conduct over-
sight of the Department’s application
of designations in cases involving miss-
ing servicemembers who are later
found deceased. This is an important
step towards ensuring that any service-
members who go missing receive a
proper classification and investigatory
response to assure their life has every
shot of living.

Today, I ask us to continue looking
out for our servicemembers at home
and abroad to assure their safety and
security.

————

REMEMBERING HAREGEWAINE
MITIKU AYALEW

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

Mr. LICCARDO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life and legacy of
Ms. Haregewaine Mitiku Ayalew, a be-
loved community member from San
Jose, California, who passed away in
November.

Ms. Ayalew’s life was defined by serv-
ice, generosity, humility, and an un-
wavering commitment to uplifting the
vulnerable.

Ms. Ayalew dedicated her profes-
sional life to caring for those made vul-
nerable by illness, age, or cir-
cumstance. As a certified home care
aide and home health aide, she pro-
vided essential care for our aging
neighbors.

Guided by her faith and deep compas-
sion, her service reached across con-
tinents as she organized aid and sup-
port programs for families in her na-
tive Ethiopia, including raising funds
to build a facility for elders and indi-
viduals living with disabilities and ill-
ness.

Her volunteer energy and time com-
mitment to the Mekane Rama Saint
Gabriel Church was extraordinary and
deeply appreciated by an entire com-
munity.

I recall visiting that very church
when I attended her memorial and was
moved by the sight of more than 1,000
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neighbors who came out to pay their
respects and pay homage to this re-
markable woman.

May Ms. Ayalew’s memory be a bless-
ing. Her life’s work and values live on
through her two daughters, Aden
Kassaye and Rebekah Kassaye, and in
the countless lives she uplifted through
her compassion and service.

———

DEADLINE TO RELEASE EPSTEIN
FILES

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

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row at midnight is the deadline for
Pam Bondi to release the Epstein files.
That is what THOMAS MASSIE’s and my
bill calls for. It passed this body 427-1,
passed the Senate 100-0, and the Presi-
dent signed it. Now, three Federal
judges have ordered the release of all of
these files from Maxwell’s and
Epstein’s grand jury.

Here is the reality. Any Justice De-
partment official who does not comply
with this law will be subject to pros-
ecution for obstruction of justice. If
Pam Bondi does not comply with the
law, she will be held either in inherent
contempt of Congress or subject to im-
peachment.

We will not rest until the law is com-
plied with and justice is served.

———
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CONSTITUENT OF THE WEEK:
CHRISTINE CULBERSON

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

Mr. VINDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Christine Culberson
of Spotsylvania County as Virginia’s
Seventh District Constituent of the
Week.

Christine was recently named Teach-
er of the Year by the Virginia Tech-
nology and Engineering Education As-
sociation for good reason. She was rec-
ognized for her unwavering passion of
career and technical education. This
work has enriched the learning experi-
ence for students across Spotsylvania
County Public Schools.

Educators like Christine take the
time to invest in our students and in-
spire a lifelong learning, restoring
quality education of our children.

Christine’s recognition isn’t just a
personal achievement, it reflects the
innovation flourishing in Spotsylvania
County Schools. Her efforts uplift her
colleagues and elevate the entire CTE
community.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Christine for
everything she has done for public edu-
cation, and I am proud to honor her
today.

URGING THE RELEASE OF EKREM
IMAMOGLU

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, many of
us in Congress are calling for the im-
mediate release of Mr. Ekrem
Imamoglu, who is the mayor of
Istanbul, Turkiye.

Istanbul is Turkiye’s largest city. It
is one of the world’s great cities where
16 million people live and stand strong
for democracy. They elected Mr.
Imamoglu as their mayor three dif-
ferent times, and he is focused on im-
proving public infrastructure and serv-
ing nutrition and health to the mil-
lions of kids who live in that city.

He was detained in March 2025, along
with 106 other leaders in Istanbul. The
Turkish Government has now seized
his family business, suspended his
Twitter account, revoked his college
diploma, and banned any public images
or posters of him.

I want to tell Mayor Imamoglu that
he has many people in the United
States Congress closely following this
outrage against democracy and the
rule of law. We are wishing his family
happy holidays, and we are working
and demanding to see that he be re-
leased.

————

HONORING THE LIFE OF MS.
NORMA MOYE

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

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the life of Ms. Norma Moye who
passed earlier this week at the young
age of 92.

As a fourth-generation resident,
Norma was Paso Robles, California, in
the 19th Congressional District. She
served her community in many ways:
being on the boards for the Pioneer
Day, the Historical Society, and, of
course, as a leader in the Chamber of
Commerce. However, where she was
most impactful was due to her work as
the founder and executive director of
the Paso Robles Main Street Associa-
tion.

Under her leadership, downtown Paso
Robles transformed from vacant store-
fronts to a bustling hub of community.
She was a champion for local busi-
nesses, supporting her neighbors, help-
ing them thrive, and transforming the
local economy.

Thanks to her commitment to serv-
ice, she lives on in every person who
visits downtown in the community and
the energy that is Paso Robles.

As we mourn her loss, let us cele-
brate Norma Moye, her legacy of serv-
ice, and let us do that by enjoying the
town of Paso Robles.

———

LIBERTY VERSUS TYRANNY

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Ms. KAPTUR of
Ohio was recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the minority leader.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, tonight
it is a great honor to gather with our
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dear colleagues to focus on a modern-
day conflict that will have major im-
plications for this country and the
world in the days and years to come.

The United States, for over a cen-
tury, since our hard-fought victories
with Allies during World Wars I and II
learned the hard way: Isolation is not
in our Nation’s security interest.

Isolation is not in our Nation’s secu-
rity interest.

Our Nation is not the most populous
nation on Earth, with 340 million peo-
ple. However, in every era it seems the
constellation of dictatorship begins to
upset world order. These aggressors in-
vade smaller nations first to conquer
more territory and for their own nar-
row self-interest.

Dictatorships in today’s world in-
clude Russia, with 140 million people;
China, with 1.5 billion people; Iran,
with 92 million people; and North
Korea, with 26 million people.

This group of nations is a developing
spiderweb of tyranny with four times
the population of the United States.
Thus, alliances with free nations mat-
ter. That is why Canada, Australia, and
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tions matter. Only together with Allies
can the free world offset predatory dic-
tatorships.

Following World War I, slowly and at
great cost, a constellation of Allies
began to emerge. Leaders of surviving
nations created what has come to be
called the free world, but this alliance
of liberty was very hard-fought, and it
champions freedom, not dictatorship.

Foundational is the rule of law with
institutions of justice, ensuring indi-
vidual rights, not repression by dic-
tators or conquest by aggressor, thugs,
and murderers.

Our Nation did not seek to be leader
of the free world. Rather, our forebears
grew this association with the realiza-
tion that cataclysmic wars were not in
the interests of humanity nor the
United States of America.

President Woodrow Wilson created
the League of Nations after World War
I, which three decades later trans-
formed into the United Nations, an in-
stitution to collectively assemble
world 1leaders to promote under-
standing and peace so as to avoid war.

Civil and political leaders of our Na-
tion in both major political parties,
though reluctant to assume leadership
in such a daunting undertaking never
before in the world, were determined to
build a world of law, not conquest. The
goal of lasting peace outweighed their
own self-interest.

A short distance away from our Na-
tion’s Capitol rests the national World
War II Memorial. It was dedicated in
2004 to the Allied victory in World War
II. Over 100 million people, nearly one-
third of our population, has now visited
that hallowed site. This monument
represents the 20th century’s greatest
achievement, the victory of liberty
over tyranny.

The monument stands as a timeless
reminder of the moral strength and
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power that can flow when free people
are united and bond together in the
common, just cause of liberty itself.

Following the horrific great power
wars of the 20th century, across Europe
alone are lain the bodies of 500,000 U.S.
veterans who rest in military ceme-
teries and fields from World Wars I and
II. From Flanders Fields to Normandy,
their enormous sacrifice, along with
the millions of veterans who returned
home, bequeathed to us the moment to
build the umbrella of alliances to push
back tyranny. Extending liberty and
achieving democratic governance
peacefully served as examples to other
nations. What the World War I and IT
generations yielded for us has been the
longest era of peacetime among great
powers in the history of the world—
until now.

Not only is Russia at war in Europe,
but the United States of America is
acting peculiarly and dangerously out
of step with our forebears’ resolve.
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Let me just, for a moment, focus on
Vladimir Putin and his evil aspirations
as dictator of Russia. Let us recall
Putin’s imperative is to reconstitute
the Soviet Union that collapsed in 1991
of its own criminality and dysfunction.
Its border extended across 13 time
zones then, all the way through most of
Germany. Through force, Putin aspires
to rewrite the structure of Europe
again and end democratic practice
across the Continent.

Meanwhile, the United States ap-
pears absent. Liberty is under threat,
and America seems to be wavering on
the sidelines, playing off liberty and
dictatorship.

The increasingly collaborative coali-
tion of Russia, Iran, North Korea, and
China, the spider web of modern tyr-
anny, are enemies of liberty. See it.
They collude to upend American and
global security.

Chancellor Merz of Germany, a NATO
ally, recognized this reality when he
recently stated: ‘“The threats are real.
We are not at war, but we no longer
live in peacetime.”

Ukraine has become the front line for
liberty’s fight in our time and genera-
tion. See it.

In 2014, Russian dictator Vladimir
Putin invaded Ukraine, an ally of the
United States. Together with our Euro-
pean allies, we partnered to achieve
Ukraine’s accession to the European
Union of free nations, and clearly
Putin invaded Ukraine in 2014 just
after Russia’s puppet dictator who had
become President of Ukraine, Viktor
Yanukovych, was driven out of that na-
tion after his treasonous betrayal of
the democratic aspirations of the free
people of Ukraine.

He stole millions and committed
crimes against its freedom, and he
found his way back to Moscow. Vladi-
mir Putin knew his control of that
puppet and of Ukraine had been
thwarted, so he chose to invade
Ukraine starting in 2014 against all
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laws of diplomacy. Putin snuffed out
liberty in his own country, and now he
intends not just to end liberty in all of
Europe, but he seeks to replace it with
tyranny that traces its bloody lineage
across centuries of Russian aggression
and murder of innocents.

There can be no compromise with
Putin. He violated the Budapest Memo-
randum, which allowed UKraine to
prosper, starting in 1991 after the fall
of the Soviet Union, when it promised
to let all nuclear weapons be removed
from Ukraine with the promise that
they would not be invaded, that others
would protect them.

Russia signed that agreement. The
United States signed that agreement.
That agreement has been violated. Why
should we trust Putin now, when he
couldn’t even keep his word on the Bu-
dapest Memorandum?

Let us not forget the great betrayal
that allowed Putin to invade Ukraine
in the first place. As the Soviet Union
collapsed in 1991, a newly independent
Ukraine had become the third largest
nuclear power in the world. However,
as a responsible nation, Ukraine signed
the Treaty on the Nonproliferation of
Nuclear Weapons at the behest of the
United States of America and the de-
mand of Russia. In exchange, the secu-
rity of Ukraine was to be guaranteed
under the 1994 Budapest Memorandum
signed by our country, Russia, and
Ukraine.

However, Russia invaded Ukraine in
2014 after his puppet was driven out.
Russia always betrays its commit-
ments. Look no further than the dec-
ades before when the Molotov-Ribben-
trop agreement during World War II
was signed and then violated and Po-
land was invaded. We must not betray
our commitment as leader of the free
world to Ukraine’s liberty.

Ukraine is fighting valiantly against
Russia. It is holding the line at the
front. The Ukrainian people have
fought so astoundingly until the cur-
rent President and his party here in
Congress decided not to send the funds
to allow UKkraine to procure the weap-
ons it needs. There has been a pause
during this year, which makes it hard-
er, but the Ukrainians have held the
front.

Ukraine has one time zone and en-
compasses a landmass less than 3 per-
cent the size of Russia’s vast territory
which stretches across—are you
ready?—11 time zones. They have
enough. They ought to deal in their
own country. Russia’s population
equals four times as many people as
Ukraine’s.

Putin was the aggressor. He invaded,
as I said, in 2014, and he has kidnapped
tens of thousands of Ukrainian chil-
dren. Why? It is because in Russia, the
birthrate is going down. He has mur-
dered tens of thousands of Ukrainian
civilians. He has reinstituted the gulag
system of prisons to torture Ukrain-
ians. He has attacked religious commu-
nities and buildings, broken families
apart, murdered and tortured scores of



December 18, 2025

hundreds of clergy, killed Jehovah’s
Witnesses and any other religion that
attempts to prosper in that part of the
world, and summarily executed pris-
oners of war and civilians alike.

This is what Putin promises the rest
of Ukraine and our NATO allies, should
we let him succeed in Ukraine. See it.
See it for what it is. Russia’s history is
marked by repressive expansion and
murder throughout the centuries.
There is no liberty nor desire for any
liberty. Russia kills at will.

Freedom advocate Alexei Navalny, a
Russian, was imprisoned last year and
left to die in a frozen Arctic prison.
Putin’s goons murdered a young
Ukrainian journalist almost 30 years
ago when Ukraine became free. Why? It
is because Gongadze was telling the
truth about the corruption and the un-
derhandedness of Russia inside of the
free Ukraine. He was Kkilled and then
buried with his head in the ground and
his legs in the air right before people
would enter the town just to be a les-
son to behave yourself and don’t ever,
ever put a word in a publication
against Vladimir Putin.

Putin murdered countless Catholics,
Mormons, others who wanted to freely
practice religion in that part of the
world. Why were they murdered? It was
because they weren’t Russian Orthodox
adherents.

If Putin is permitted to conquer
Ukraine, he will not stop there. This is
not speculation. This is history. We al-
ready see Russian troops concentrated
at the borders with Baltic States. They
are hitting the fly zone in Poland, the
border, Finland, Russian violations of
NATO airspace and territorial waters.

A Polish diplomat once advised me: If
you pay no attention to foreign affairs,
then foreign affairs will find you. What
a true statement that is. Surely, the
Poles know.

America has tried in the past to stick
its head in the sand. That doesn’t
work. Isolation doesn’t work. Partner-
ship works. America can repeat the
mistakes of the 1920s by withdrawing
our support, but we have already lived
through that. We don’t want to go
through that again. Inevitably, that
myopia will force the free world to pay
a higher price for freedom as tyranny
deepens its roots in the world. On the
other hand, America can take a stand
now to provide further assistance for
Ukraine to advance liberty for this new
generation.

Remember, only 20 percent of the
world is free now, according to Free-
dom House’s Freedom Index. This
means that 80 percent of the world
lives under some form of tyranny. We
are very privileged in our country if we
can hold it.

In our privileged place in the world,
America cannot forget that around our
globe and throughout history, liberty
is extremely rare and precious and ut-
terly vulnerable.

The Trump administration is failing
to meet the moment. My dear col-
leagues will talk about this in just a
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moment, but what this administration
is doing is just not ignoring the prob-
lem. They are actively complicit in
tyranny’s march across Europe.
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This administration’s new and ado-
lescent national security manifesto, as
they call it, is a retreat.

During his campaign, President
Trump frequently repeated that he will
end the war in Ukraine on day one.
That surely didn’t happen. One year
into his return to office, the war in
Ukraine rages on, and his actions have
been favoring Russia’s dictatorship.

In February and March, President
Trump made his first real effort to ne-
gotiate, but what is he negotiating?
Not liberty. TUkraine’s President
Zelenskyy came to the table and
agreed to President Trump’s mineral
rights deal.

Trump responded to Russia’s growing
strikes but granted Putin several
weeks’ warning to end the shooting or
face new sanctions. He did not imple-
ment the sanctions, even as Ukrainians
were being murdered every day.

In August, President Trump literally
rolled out the red carpet for dictator
Putin to step foot in the land of the
free during his visit to Anchorage,
Alaska. Putin conceded nothing then;
he concedes mnothing mnow. Trump
whined at Putin and again threatened
sanctions.

Finally, in October, the President did
sanction two large Russian oil firms,
Lukoil and Rosneft, but then reinvigo-
rated a negotiating process with sev-
eral decidedly Kremlin-friendly provi-
sions, even as Putin showed no signs of
compromise.

Now, 4 months later, we are waiting
on the Trump administration or Re-
publicans in Congress to move addi-
tional sanctions. Up at the desk, we
have a discharge petition to move a
bill to enforce sanctions on Russia. We
only need 2 more signatures to get to
218.

Where is the majority in this House?
Two more signatures on the discharge
petition to move Russian sanctions for-
ward—liberty is calling. Can you see
it? Can you hear it?

This October, the Trump administra-
tion started issuing Russia’s threats to
Ukraine for Putin. The Russian-drafted
28-point peace plan asked Ukraine not
to negotiate peace but to capitulate.

They cited a recent corruption scan-
dal in Ukraine, not for what it is—Rus-
sian interference and corruption in
Ukraine through their emissaries—but
as evidence that Ukraine is weak and
must surrender.

This is a Russian infiltration of
Ukrainian institutions that has been
going on for centuries, and it has
plagued Ukraine from the first day it
became free, in 1991. Ukraine has had
to build a nation on the corruption and
infiltration of the corrupt, calculating,
interfering Russian regime.

Then, just last week, the Trump ad-
ministration stood shoulder to shoul-
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der with the Russian dictatorship.
Never in my life did I imagine I would
live to see the day when the United
States of America, as a founding mem-
ber of NATO and the United Nations,
would vote with the dictatorships of
the world. This happened on December
10, 2025, when the United States joined
the dictatorships of Russia, Belarus,
China, North Korea, Cuba, Nicaragua,
and Niger in a 97-8 vote to oppose the
United Nations resolution that aimed
to strengthen international coopera-
tion and coordination of efforts among
nations.

This shameful vote of 97-8 does not
express the values of the United States
of America. It does not express the val-
ues of the American people, who place
liberty above all. We value our closest
allies, especially when Europe is at
war. We don’t side with the dictators.

The Trump administration publicly
holds that the ultimate goal is peace. I
agree. Everyone wants peace, except
Putin. Do you not see it? Putin doesn’t
want peace. He wants Ukraine. The
Ukrainians prove to us every day that
liberty is worth fighting for. We best
not forget that here in America.

Frankly, I haven’t found anyone in
the Trump family who has ever fought
for the cause of liberty. There is no
record of military service or public
service in his family’s history. In fact,
Trump famously avoided service in
Vietnam by faking bone spurs.

No one in my family ever had that
luxury. They fought for over 100 years
for this country, and we are proud of
their service for liberty.

What seems clear to me is that too
many people, like Putin, judge others
by the weight of their wallet rather
than the weight of their conviction for
liberty.

As peace negotiations ensue this
weekend in Miami, let us pray that the
negotiation is not about squeezing
every business deal out of Ukraine for
The Trump Organization. That out-
come is not in America’s interest.

Steven Witkoff and Jared Kushner,
two former real estate businessmen
from New York, should negotiate peace
and liberty, not business deals for
themselves or the President they serve,
business deals of a Russian-occupied
Ukraine.

The free world must push back Rus-
sia’s aggression and greed, or Putin’s
appetite will grow to spread Russian
repression across all free peoples,
which he has been trying to do since
the fall of the Soviet Union in 1991.

Our late colleague John Lewis ob-
served that freedom is not a state. It is
an act. It does not sit on the floor but
must be elevated by the steady dili-
gence and attention of citizens who
sacrifice to remain free. Liberty is not
simply bestowed upon a people but
fought for and defended.

History instructs us. In the 1770s and
1780s, a revolutionary generation of
men and women rose up to secure lib-
erty across 13 otherwise disconnected
coastal Colonies here on the American
continent.
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Roughly 80 years later, a subsequent
generation was called upon to fight and
die in America’s internal great war for
liberty, the American Civil War, still
our most costly war, with over 600,000
deaths. That generation ended the
original sin of slavery and extended the
hope of liberty across the American
continent.

Then, in the 20th century, genera-
tions rose to the renewed call for sac-
rifice. Called the Greatest Generation,
I call them the most unselfish genera-
tion. They fought, died, and success-
fully preserved and extended liberty
here at home and to subjugated people
around the world. They did it for us.

Americans believe that the history of
their struggle against global tyranny
ended with the defeat of Nazi Germany
and the fall of the Communist Soviet
Union, yet today, that history is still
being written.

Free nations face not a new enemy
but an old one. It is our turn now. Our
free world must never play footsie with
an axis of dictatorships like Russia,
North Korea, Iran, and China to un-
leash their aggression on our world
again. How not only stupid that would
be, but how un-American.

America’s foreign policy must pro-
mote liberty, not bow to tyranny. Free
nations must support those who are
willing to fight and die for liberty
around our world, and Congress must
ensure our Nation is always ready.

Our National Defense Authorization
Act just passed, providing for military
readiness for our Nation as well as as-
sistance to Ukraine to ensure NATO’s
eastern flank is secure and Vladimir
Putin moves back his troops inside his
own country. He has plenty of it that
he needs to attend to.

Congress can do more by passing a
discharge petition that has been sitting
in the well of this House since July. It
would unlock the most significant leg-
islation introduced in this Congress to
place economic sanctions on Russia for
its war crimes against Ukraine. Our pe-
tition needs only two more Member
signatures to bring forward the vote to
the floor. Every Democrat and two Re-
publicans have signed thus far.
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In our country, we must defend lib-
erty first, last, and always, and it must
never accommodate dictatorships.

We are reminded of this by this as-
tounding visionary poet of UKkraine,
who on Christmas, December 25, 1845,
penned the following words about a
country that, at that point, was only
imagining through its greatest citizens
a future that they could not live in
their own lifetime.

Mr. Speaker, in closing my formal re-
marks tonight, I will quote the poet
laureate of Ukraine, Taras
Shevchenko, who said:

O bury me, then rise ye up

And break your heavy chains

And water with the tyrant’s blood
The freedom you have gained.
And in the great new family,
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The family of the free,
With softly spoken, kindly word,
Remember also me.

Mr. Speaker, he was so prescient. He
was so prescient.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the Speaker Emerita of the House of
Representatives.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I salute
MARCY KAPTUR and the Ukrainian Cau-
cus for inviting Members to come to-
gether to raise concerns, to speak
frankly about the need for strong sanc-
tions on Russia, and to insist that any
peace must be just, durable, and cen-
tered on the Ukrainian people them-
selves.

Mr. Speaker, for nearly 4 years, the
people of Ukraine have stood on the
front lines for freedom, defending their
democracy, their sovereignty, and
their right to live in peace on their
own land. In fighting for democracy,
they are fighting democracy writ large.

Congresswoman KAPTUR spoke beau-
tifully, historically, geographically,
and chronologically in every way about
placing this conflict in time and place.
I want to pick up on two parts of it in
the time that I have.

In the conversation about peace, we
hear people talk about Ukraine giving
up land. What we are saying to Ukraine
is that Russia came in, stole their chil-
dren, as Congresswoman KAPTUR men-
tioned, tens of thousands of their chil-
dren. They took them into Russia. Mr.
Speaker, imagine if that ever happened
to your family.

Secondly, they raped the women.
They raped the women. Sometimes
they did it in front of the children and
sometimes in front of their parents.

I said to some Russian friends: Isn’t
it sad how the Russian troops have be-
come brutes and are raping women as a
weapon of war to demoralize the people
of the country?

They said: Make sure you understand
one thing. Russian soldiers follow or-
ders. They are doing that because that
is what they are told to do.

In addition to that, we have seen evi-
dence of their killing families in front
of family members in such a brutal
way. What a ridiculous request: Kidnap
our children, rape our women, kill ci-
vilian families, and ask us to give you
land in return.

The other thing we sometimes hear
people say in our country is: Why
should we pay all that money when, in
fact, we have needs in our own coun-
try? I don’t think people realize that 90
percent of the security that we send to
Ukraine is spent—of the 100 percent, 90
percent is spent in the United States,
creating jobs in our country.

Secondly, there are other forms of
humanitarian assistance. Across the
board at least 60 percent of all that we
spend on Ukraine is spent in the United
States of America, creating jobs.

Again, Congresswoman KAPTUR
spelled it out. I mean, some things bear
repeating. She said it so beautifully.
This is awful. Mr. Speaker, who do you
trust? Who do you trust?
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The Congresswoman spelled out very
clearly the ridiculous mnotion that
Ukraine should trust us—the Russians
after the Budapest Agreement. Give up
your nuclear weapons, and we will
come to your aid, should you need
that.

Forget about it now. Ukraine has
been treated with great disrespect. Its
people have just been subjected to such
horror, and they have fought valiantly.
The least we can do is the sanctions.
What we should be doing in this House,
which has overwhelming bipartisan
support in support of the people of
Ukraine, is to get some more people to
sign the discharge petition.

I thank Congresswoman KAPTUR for
her relentless, persistent, dissatisfied
advocacy for Ukraine and the fact is we
know, those of us who have visited
there: If Putin takes Ukraine, what
country is next? That is what we hear,
the fear we hear from people in the re-
gion.

Do they trust Putin? The only person
who trusted Putin was President
Trump. I don’t know what that is
about. I know I had a picture, coming
out of one of his Cabinet meetings, I
pointed to the President, and I said: I
am leaving this meeting because, Mr.
President, with you, all roads lead to
Putin.

Mr. Speaker, this is awful. They say
Putin is the richest man in the world.
He is a villainous person and somebody
who uses rape, kidnapping, and family
killings in order to demoralize a coun-
try.

He hasn’t succeeded, and he is a loser
because he thought he was going to win
the first week of this war. It is now 4
years later.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Speaker Emerita NANCY PELOSI for her
unrelenting support for liberty and the
people Ukraine. May God bless them
and may in our lifetime we see their
consequential victory. We must not
abandon them.

Ms. PELOSI. One more thing: Right
before Christmas a few years ago, when
President Zelenskyy came here and
spoke, this body just rose up in sup-
port. We need more than applause,
though. We need a discharge petition.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the Congresswoman for joining us to-
night with all of her duties.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the very
distinguished former and future major-
ity leader of our caucus who has distin-
guished himself in his career with a
total commitment to our alliances
globally, including our precious Euro-
pean colleagues. We thank him so very
much for joining us here this evening
from the State of Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman who heads the
Ukrainian Caucus and has ties to
Ukraine. She is deeply tied to America,
to democracy, liberty, and freedom.

Mr. Speaker, I adopt her remarks as
my own. I will add to that, but it will
be surplusage because we could repeat
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everything she said and all the dangers
she referred to and all the atrocities of
the Russians.

As I was sitting here, with the excep-
tion of Mr. VINDMAN, who is a young
man, it occurred to me that the speak-
ers who have spoken so far are of a gen-
eration who were children at the time
of the Soviet Union. They understood
the viciousness of the bear, and they
understood the enslavement of the
Russian people and the captive nations.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today for the peo-
ple of Ukraine, for the people of Amer-
ica, for the people of Europe, for the
people of Asia and Africa, South Amer-
ica, and Australia because all of us are
at risk if dictators like Putin prevail.

For Ukraine, the question is: Will
America and this Congress allow it to
become a nation betrayed? I have said
it before, and I will say it again. Presi-
dent Trump, Vice President Vance,
Secretary Rubio, Negotiator Witkoff,
Secretary of Defense Hegseth, and oth-
ers have done everything to express
support for Vladimir Putin’s and Rus-
sia’s position and to exonerate them
from the aggression and from their war
crimes.

Earlier this year, Trump said that
the Russians have all the cards. Mr.
Speaker, someone ought to remind our
President—and I do so tonight—that
NATO has a combined defense expendi-
ture of $1.58 trillion. Together, we field
3.5 million troops. Our combined GDP
is 25 times more than Russia’s. Europe
holds some $246 billion in frozen Rus-
sian assets.
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I suggest to all of us, to the Presi-
dent, and to the world at large: Those
are a lot of cards, but we need to play
them.

As long as they are in the deck, they
won’t make a difference. Every day we
do not, we look weaker in the eyes of
the world. That is a danger for us and
a danger for the international commu-
nity.

Every day, Russia slaughters more
Ukrainians. At least 43,000 Ukrainian
soldiers have already given their lives
in defense of democracy, and many
more have been wounded.

The Ukrainians will continue to fight
valiantly, as the gentlewoman pointed
out, with or without our support. How-
ever, our decision will determine
whether their fight is in vain or will
prevail.

The other day, a Ukrainian soldier on
the front lines told a reporter: ‘“They
kept withholding military aid, couldn’t
agree on how to respond, and we keep
paying for their indecisiveness with
our blood, the blood of our children.”

He was referring, of course, not just
to the United States but to the world
at large. Ukraine may be paying the
price for our negligence today, but we,
the free world, will ultimately bear the
cost if we let Putin prevail.

When we fail to show our strength,
our adversaries doubt our resolve.
When our adversaries doubt our re-
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solve, they are assuredly more likely
to test our might.

That is the mistake that Neville
Chamberlain made. That is the mis-
take that America and the United
Kingdom made when we did not honor
the Budapest Memorandum when Putin
annexed Crimea.

In my view, Crimea is the mother of
this war. The failure to act decisively
in the face of that war crime, of that
theft, and of that international law
that was broken led Putin to believe
that he could do this, the invasion of
Ukraine, with impunity.

That is a mistake that Donald Trump
is making now. This Congress must not
do the same, and the good news is that
this Congress has not done the same.
There were 12 votes between 2022 and
July of 2025.

Mr. Speaker, the good news is that,
on both sides of the aisle, the over-
whelming majority of Members voted
to support Ukraine. Mostly, it was
unanimous on this side, but it was also
unanimous on the Republican side,
save 1 vote, and then it was 110 to 117,
just a small minority.

Those votes average 80 percent of the
Members of Congress voting to support
Ukraine. It is not as if there is division
in this House. As the gentlewoman
said, there is a discharge petition,
which lays in that desk behind me.

Mr. Speaker, 214 Democrats have
signed it, and 2 Republicans have
signed it. There are 216 signatures in
all now. We need 2 more to say to
Ukraine, to say to the world, and to
say ‘‘yes” to our administration that
we are in support of liberty over tyr-
anny; we are in support of a people who
have shown extraordinary courage.

Fortunately, we have a winning card
to play. Ranking Member MEEKS and I
have that bipartisan discharge petition
to force on the Ukraine support, and
two Republicans have signed that.
That means there are another 100 who
support Ukraine, and all they need to
do is sign that petition, and we will
vote in January on that bill that says
that we are going to support Ukraine,
freedom, democracy, liberty, and inter-
national law.

Every House Democrat and two Re-
publicans, I say, have signed. Our legis-
lation includes both sanctions to un-
dermine Russia’s war economy and di-
rect financial and military aid for
Ukraine’s defense and reconstruction.

There were 80 United States Senators
who have signed onto a bill imposing
sanctions on Russia some 6 months
ago, and it has not moved. What do you
think that does to the psychology of
Ukraine, Ukrainians, and their sol-
diers?

If we report out this bill, in my view,
it will change this war not only mate-
rially but psychologically. It doesn’t
matter how many concessions you give
to Putin—and this administration has
given him many—he will keep fighting
this war so long as he thinks he can
outlast the free world.

This is an issue of resolve. I men-
tioned how much superiority we have

H6103
with respect to Russia in size, in
money, and in resources.

Mr. Speaker, I know we can do this.
Since the Russian invasion in 2022, the
House has had at least 12 votes, and I
mentioned them, and 80 percent of our
people have supported them.

Mr. Speaker, now is not the time to
fold. Now is the time to call. If we play
our hand correctly, we can still ensure
that Putin suffers a defeat that will
make other dictators around the world
think twice before violating inter-
national law and creating war crimes.

Mr. Speaker, we must because make
no mistake: Vladimir Putin is playing
for keeps and for empire. Our European
allies know that to be the case because
they have been at the point of the en-
emy’s spear when Chamberlain said
that we were buying peace in our time.
We then had World War II.

Let us act.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican
colleagues and friends who have signed
on and voted for supporting Ukraine to
sign this discharge petition.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), Fifth District, for his com-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to how
much time is remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio has 17 minutes re-
maining.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CosTA), the really extraordinary Con-
gressman from District 21, who has just
been unwavering as a freedom fighter
here not just for our country but for
countries around the world that are
trying to liberate themselves from the
type of tyranny that Ukraine is facing.

Congressman COSTA.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague, the chairman of the Ukraine
Caucus, Ms. KAPTUR, for her leadership,
and for my other colleagues who have
spoken this afternoon: Speaker Emer-
itus PELOSI and Representative STENY
HOYER.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to address
the ongoing threat that Russia poses to
Ukraine, to Europe, to the United
States, and to the broader inter-
national order.

On February 24, 2022—I think all of us
can remember—Russia, preplanned and
unprovoked, attacked Ukraine. At that
time, there was broad consensus among
Republicans and Democrats about what
we needed to do. That was to stand up
for democracy.

Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM said it
quite well at the time that this was
about good versus evil.
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I submit to you today that it is still
about good versus evil.

Since that day, Russia has continued
its assault on the rules-based inter-
national order. From the illegal annex-
ation of Crimea in 2014 to the full-scale
invasion of Ukraine in 2022, Russia has
shown a blatant disregard for inter-
national law, national sovereignty, and
fundamental human rights.
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Sadly, I believe that modern-day
Russia is a syndicate masquerading as
a country with a mob boss called
Putin. That is Russia today.

President Putin has violated, as any
mob boss would, every international
agreement he has ever signed, period.
That is why a peace deal must be
backed up by strong military deter-
rence and strong commitments from
Europe and the United States to back
Ukraine with NATO-like defense guar-
antees. It is very clear. Otherwise,
Putin has no intention of keeping any
agreement.

This is not a conventional war. It is
a hybrid conflict, combining military
force with cyberattacks at all different
levels and fronts, disinformation cam-
paigns, and economic warfare, along-
side deliberate efforts to weaken NATO
and undermine democratic institu-
tions. They go on attacking civilian
neighborhoods, bombing schools, hos-
pitals, and churches. Clearly, Putin is a
war criminal.

When the United States hesitates or
sends mixed signals, we do not create
stability; we invite aggression. Let’s be
clear about that. History is replete
with examples of those who hesitate or
send mixed signals. Therefore, Amer-
ican leadership remains the corner-
stone of global security.

To President Trump, Putin respects
one thing and one thing only, and that
is strength. By supporting Ukraine, the
United States is sending a clear mes-
sage: authoritarian regimes cannot in-
vade their neighbors without con-
sequences. I ask the President of the
United States to be strong and stand
by the brave people of Ukraine and our
allies.

Any sustainable resolution to this
conflict must include Ukraine at the
negotiating table. How else could you
reach a peace agreement? The country
under attack must have a decisive
voice in shaping its own future and de-
termining the terms of peace—other-
wise, it 1is illogical—ensuring that
agreements respect its sovereignty and
the will of its people.

Therefore, we must continue to
strengthen our alliance, develop agile
and region-specific strategies, and en-
sure that we are prepared to respond
across all domains, including cyber-
space, information warfare, and eco-
nomic coercion, because economic
sanctions can work.

The President has the leverage, with
continued military support, economic
support, and sanctions using the sov-
ereign wealth of Russia to pay for the
damage and the harm that they have
created, with our European allies. We
have the leverage.

We cannot allow this aggression to
go unanswered. We must stand firmly
with Ukraine and defend the democ-
racy and international order that we
helped create. It has created prosperity
since World War II, economic pros-
perity that democratic nations have
shared because America stood strong.

That same order has brought peace
and economic prosperity—think about
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it—throughout the world for 80 years
for democratic nations. Therefore, this
is a seminal moment in American and
world history that we are facing.

I urge my colleagues to act as we
have—as Representative STENY HOYER
indicated, 12 times in an overwhelming
bipartisan fashion—to stand up for
America’s values, to stand up for
human rights, to act collectively in a
bipartisan fashion. Why? Because our
security and the security of free na-
tions everywhere depend on it.

My colleagues, my friends, the world
is watching and looking for American
leadership. This is the test of our time.
“Glory to Ukraine”’; ‘“‘Slava Ukraini.”

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman CoSTA for his fervent
leadership on every level and for all he
has done to continue negotiations with
our closest allies that fight at our side
and push back the edge of tyranny
wherever it exists.

Mr. Speaker, may 1
much time is remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio has 8 minutes re-
maining.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
VINDMAN), a great patriot from Vir-
ginia’s Seventh District.

Mr. VINDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to reaffirm my commitment to
peace in Ukraine, a peace that ac-
knowledges the massive sacrifice of the
Ukrainian people and that secures per-
petual sovereignty, not just a tem-
porary reprieve that the Russians will
use to rearm and reattack.

We must continue to stand firmly
with the Ukrainian people in their
fight for freedom and sovereignty. I
have traveled to Ukraine extensively
since this major phase of the war start-
ed in February 2022, 15 trips, the first 14
between June 2022 and October 2023, in-
vestigating war crimes and trying to
help the Ukrainian people. The last one
was the only bipartisan House delega-
tion visit to Ukraine this year. Frank-
ly, I think that is a shameful statistic,
that only Congressman MIKE TURNER
and I managed to make it to Ukraine
this year, a year the Ukrainians faced
enormous pressure.

In those trips, I visited places like
Bucha, Irpin, Hostomel, places where
Russian soldiers brutally executed ci-
vilians, places where Russians attacked
Ukrainian infrastructure, attempting
to freeze and starve the Ukrainian pop-
ulation.

I tell you that what I saw was a war
crime, and those crimes are perpet-
uated almost daily by Russians, includ-
ing attacks on and Kkilling of POWs.

It is in the United States’ national
security interest to secure peace be-
tween Russia and Ukraine, but only
when that peace comes with dignity
and security for the Ukrainian people.

We have seen Russia’s playbook.
They use time. They buy time to rearm
so they can attack. They sow discord
throughout the neighborhood, in
Moldova, Transnistria, Georgia, and
Ukraine.

inquire how
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True peace will never be achieved by
the world by appeasing Putin. That is
why we must stand together. This
peace proposal that we have recently
seen, the 28-points, Dmitriev, who is
the leader of the sovereign wealth fund,
and Witkoff, a real estate investor—I
call it the Dim-Wit peace proposal.

This Dim-Wit peace proposal is noth-
ing more than a giveaway to Vladimir

Putin. It does nothing to achieve
peace. Frankly, it would have made
Prime Minister Chamberlain blush

after Munich, that level of weakness
and appeasement.

Let me be clear. A just and lasting
peace in Ukraine could not be achieved
by the United States alone. It could
not be achieved without transatlantic
unity. It could not be achieved without
European support.

We must stand with the Ukrainian
people. We must stand on the right side
of history and not support a shameful
and weak appeasement deal.

“Glory to Ukraine’’;
Ukraini.”

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman VINDMAN for his service
to our country and also to the cause of
liberty globally.
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Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LANDSMAN), Wwho represents Ohio’s
First District in the greater Cincinnati
area. Let’s be kind to him. He has been
waiting a long time.

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the Congresswoman for her in-
credible leadership and remarkable re-
marks.

I rise today on behalf of the children
of Ukraine. More than 35,000 children
from TUkraine have been stolen by
Vladimir Putin. These children are
being hidden in Russia and being sent
to indoctrination camps. Some are
even being trained as soldiers to fight
against their own country.

We can’t wait for a peace agreement
to reunite these children with their
families. They are not bargaining
chips, and Putin must release them
now.

As the father of two, I can’t imagine
the terror of having a child taken from
our family, from our home.

Earlier this year, we uncovered a
State Department program to track
these abducted children had been ter-
minated. We were able to get it back
up and running.

Our bill, the Abducted Ukrainian
Kids Recovery and Accountability Act,
will restart this program so that we
can keep tracking every single child.
This bill was included in the NDAA and
will be signed into law tonight. We
can’t stop until these children are back
where they belong, which is home.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman LANDSMAN. He is such an
outstanding Member. I thank him for
being here.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for your def-
erence and ability to allow us to speak.

“Slava
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I just want to end this evening by
saying that this Special Order is not
really just about this generation but
those to come, and for our children, for
our grandchildren, the kind of world
that we leave them. We simply cannot
appease dictators, because we will
leave a very ugly world to them in the
future.

The last thing I wish to place on the
RECORD, if you would allow me just a
couple of seconds here, in 2014, when
the Olympics were going on in Sochi,
for the first time in Russia in modern
history, Vladimir Putin used the Olym-
pics, when most people were distracted,
to cover up the fact that he was going
to invade Ukraine, which he did. The
Olympics were the shield from a public
relations standpoint, but what had just
happened was that his stooge who was
the head of Ukraine then, Viktor
Yanukovych, had to flee the country
because he was such a crook and was
totally a tool of Putin.

What the American people need to
understand is, Ukraine had to dig itself
out from under decades, centuries of
Russian imposition and corrupt leaders
that held down the ability of this coun-
try to flower into a free nation.

What we are fighting for is for the
ability of people to have liberty first,
last, and always, in the place, in the
world where Stalin killed more people
than anyplace else in the history of the
world.

God bless America.

“Glory to Ukraine,”
Ukraini.”

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

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

“Slava

———

CHANGING HEALTH INSURANCE
MARKET

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. HARIDOPOLOS
of Florida was recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.)

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, it
is my honor to be here this afternoon
as we talk about the need to promote
accountability, flexibility, choice, and
to allow small businesses to galvanize
together to find the best options for
their employees in the changing health
insurance market.

I will start today by ceding some
time to my friend from the State of
Montana, Representative DOWNING,
who has great experience in working
with the marketplace in his home
State of Montana.

I yield to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. DOWNING).

Mr. DOWNING. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Florida, Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS, so much.

I rise today to discuss or to comment
on what I see is the biggest fraud this
body has ever put upon the American
people.
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Let’s go back to the beginning of the
unaffordable care act, ObamaCare. How
was this sold to the American people?
You can keep your doctor if you like
them. You can keep your plan. Your in-
surance premiums are going to go
down.

I will tell you, all of that—I will tell
you; this is one time that both the Re-
publicans and Democrats agree, that it
did not deliver on that.

The Affordable Care Act, ObamaCare,
has been one of the biggest drivers in
increasing not just the cost of health
insurance but the cost of healthcare.

To continue this deception, it was
clear that this plan would not work.
You don’t have to be a Ph.D. in mathe-
matics to understand why. As you start
to add things—the essential health
benefits that you added onto these
policies, these required benefits, as you
started to add things that had to be
covered—and I am not saying whether
those were good or bad. But if you add
expenses, you can’t make prices go
down. It would be like saying if you
went to a fast food restaurant and or-
dered a soda and the price is going to
go down but they have to give you a
free cheeseburger as well. It just
doesn’t make common sense. It doesn’t
make mathematical sense. So to fur-
ther this deception, they realized that
it only worked by subsidizing it. You
had to levy a tax to subsidize it.

The architects on the other side of
the aisle who put this together realized
that the American people would rebel
against this if they were given a tax to
pay for it. How did they hide that?
Well, let’s just tax the payers, let’s tax
the insurance companies, and then
they can pass those expenses down to
the American people through higher
premiums. That is exactly what hap-
pened.

Then let’s look at another phe-
nomenon. As these prices start going
up, people start to question whether
they are getting value for what they
are paying for. For some folks, the an-
swer was no. They didn’t want to pay
those higher rates, and so some folks
came off.

As we see, the people who come off
tend to be the people who least need
services. So the healthy, younger peo-
ple tend to be the ones that come off.
As they do that, that concentrates the
risk. That makes the prices go higher
for the insurance companies, for the
payers.

As that happens and you get into the
next policy year, they have to raise the
rates again. As they raise the rates
again, you lose more subscribers to
those policies. You further concentrate
the risk. This is known as adverse se-
lection.

What happens in adverse selection,
every time you see that raise, those
prices rise, you start to see more peo-
ple come off. They look for alter-
natives like healthcare sharing min-
istries, they look for something else, or
they go uninsured. You start this end-
less cycle of these prices going up.
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There is another thing I want to
point out. This is kind of economics
101. The more money you put into a
system, the more expensive things get.
We have seen that in so many different
areas. We have seen that in subprime
lending. We have seen that in student
loans. You put money into a system,
and it starts to push prices up.

One of the other contributors we
have is not just adverse selection,
which is concentrating the risk and
making it more expensive for the in-
surance companies, but we put so much
money in the system that we are see-
ing rises in actual healthcare.

It is important to make the distinc-
tion between the rising cost of
healthcare and the related rising cost
of health insurance. So we just come to
this death spiral of this becoming more
and more and more unaffordable. In my
personal opinion, this entire system is
going to collapse under its own weight,
and you have got two solutions.

The other side thinks that we should
just write a blank check from the Fed-
eral Government, no matter how big
that check is going to be, so that we
can hide the fact that this is failing.

Let’s face it. This is seen as a land-
mark piece of legislation that the
Democrats have pushed over the last
couple of decades. It is important to
them to protect this landmark legisla-
tion. I am sorry, but the emperor is not
wearing clothes. In order to hide that,
they are doing these smoke screens
with these increased subsidies.

Now, let’s look at the subsidies that
have really gotten a lot of attention,
these ObamaCare subsidies that we
have been talking about that the
Democrats brought in response to
COVID. These are subsidies to folks
who are on the individual market.

It is important to note that the indi-
vidual market is a small percentage of
the insureds. This is not the entire
market. This is not a small group. This
is not a large group. This is a small
percentage of folks who are on the indi-
vidual marketplace, who get their
health insurance through
healthcare.gov or through one of the
exchanges. It is a very small part.
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When the Democrats first put this, it
was a reaction to the chaos during
COVID, and it was, by their intent and
by their architecture, a temporary so-
lution for a temporary problem. So it
was designed to expire. It had a sunset.

Then, when it was coming up to a
sunset, when the Democrats still had
control and had the ability to make
this permanent, they still put an expi-
ration date on it. These enhanced pre-
mium tax credits, or these ObamaCare
credits, were designed to expire at the
end of this year. Essentially, January 1
is when they were designed to expire.

It is entirely policy brought by the
Democrats. This was not Republican
policy, it was a smokescreen. There are
estimates it will cost between $300 and
$400 billion to pay for it over the next
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10 years if they are expanded. Like I
said, it is a smokescreen.

Folks are starting to talk about
whether prices are going to go up or go
down or what these subsidies will do.
Let’s talk about that for a second.
These subsidies are a very small part of
the increases that we are seeing in pre-
miums because of what I have already
talked about. It is because of rising
costs of healthcare and because of ris-
ing costs of health insurance that are
due to those healthcare increases as
well as that adverse selection.

Let me just put this small percentage
in perspective. In Montana, we have a
number of payers, a number of insur-
ance companies. The one with the larg-
est increase on the individual market
was about 25 percent. It is a high num-
ber, I agree, but that 25 percent was a
single digit amount. About 9 percent of
that, was attributed to the enhanced
premium tax credits, the ObamaCare
credits. Even without that, the prices
are going up. Independent of these
ObamaCare credits that we are dis-
cussing, it is going up in the small
group, the large group, and it is going
up in every other part of insurance.

That part without the enhanced pre-
miums, as I said, that delta between 25
and 9, let’s say that is 16 percent, ev-
erybody else is still seeing that. They
are still seeing that increase.

One of the smallest increases we saw
from our major payers was about 10, a
little bit over 10 percent, and about 3
or 4 percent of that was attributed to
the ObamaCare premiums.

The reason I am bringing this up is
that it is a very small percentage of
these overall costs. One thing that I
want to point out is that if these tax
credits are allowed to expire on the
31st, premiums are going up. If we ex-
tend them, premiums are going up. It
is happening either way.

Just one thing I want to end on so
that people understand how this proc-
ess works. If this body decides to ex-
tend those premiums, let’s say it is for
2 years or 3 years, an arbitrary
amount, then what happens?

The way that insurance rates are
filed is they go to the States, the pay-
ers, the insurance companies bring
them to the States. They file, they are
approved, they get filed with CMS,
with the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services, and then the open en-
rollment period starts, which is usually
mid-November to mid-December.

Mr. Speaker, during that open enroll-
ment period is when you buy your poli-
cies for the following year. We just
closed that open enrollment period a
couple of weeks ago for the 2026 policy
years. Those rates are already baked
in. If we were to extend those credits,
the rates are already baked in.

Unless we go to extraordinary meas-
ures of allowing the payers to, once
again, refile their rates and then have
another open enrollment period, which
I guess would be March or April by the
time we got all that through, then,
what do we with that?
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Do we make those rates ex post
facto? Do we have them go back to the
beginning of the year? Or do you allow
it to go through its normal cycle, in
which case those rates affect the 2027
year.

The point I am making is that by ex-
tending those ObamaCare subsidies, we
are not affecting the 2026 rates without
going to extraordinary measures to un-
roll everything that has already hap-
pened.

What will happen is those insurance
companies that filed higher rates with
the assumption of those premium tax
credits staying in will get the benefit
of having a higher rate plus having
that tax credit.

Going back to how I started this, this
fraud was put on to the American peo-
ple to hide the taxes so that the Amer-
ican people weren’t taxed directly.
They taxed the insurance companies
that are getting these tax credits to
change those rates for the people. This
is not going to affect what is happening
right now without extraordinary meas-
ures.

In closing, what we need to do, and I
thank the gentleman from Florida for
yielding, we need to start looking at
alternatives on what are the core driv-
ers of the costs of health insurance.

How do we rate health insurance so
that younger, healthier people are still
willing to pay for it so we have spread
risk there?

What are the things that we can look
at for driving costs down to stopping
this endless cycle of adverse selection
so that people can actually, as was
promised on this big fraud perpetrated
on the American people, have the doc-
tor they want, the plan they want, and
have their rates going down?

This ObamaCare premium debacle is
not the answer, but we do need to get
to work and figure out how we can get
to the root causes of these rising
prices. That is because, as I said, this is
either going to collapse under its own
weight or we are going to be forced to
write an unlimited check to the Fed-
eral Government which many of my
colleagues and I are unwilling to do.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his remarks.
We appreciate his expertise and under-
standing on these issues as we take it
on toward the future.

I want to read one comment before I
call up the Congressman from Colo-
rado.

This is from The Washington Post,
which may be the most liberal major
newspaper in America.

Their comments were simply: ‘‘Many
honest people will feel the squeeze next
year, but any serious effort to extend
ObamaCare subsidies would need to in-
clude lower income caps, require some
out-of-pocket premiums and impose ad-
ditional anti-fraud protections.”

The Washington Post said this. They
recognize the reality that this has been
a broken system that has been covered
up for years at the expense of other
taxpayers and the overall cost of
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healthcare. That is why we are having
the discussion today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. CRANK). I thank
him for joining this conversation, and
we look forward to his comments.

Mr. CRANK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida for yield-
ing me time.

Mr. Speaker, we heard so much from
the gentleman from Montana who
knows a lot about health insurance.

Healthcare is more than these en-
hanced premium tax credits. The
Democrats have tried to make it about
enhanced premium tax credits, but
healthcare is more than that.

As the gentleman from Montana
pointed out, enhanced premium tax
credits would cover 7 percent of the
American people. That is what we are
talking about with their solution. It
would be 7 percent.

Even if we were to fix that 7 percent,
what would the fix mean?

Let’s talk about who these people
are.

These are folks in the enhanced pre-
mium tax credit who make, for a fam-
ily of four, over $128,000 a year. That is
what we are talking about. We are not
talking about people who are making
40 or 30 or $50,000. Those tax credits
continue under this broken, failed Af-
fordable Care Act system. Those con-
tinue.

What my friends over here want to do
is pull money out of our pockets and
give it to people who are making for a
family of four over $128,000 a year.

Is that their solution for 7 percent of
the people?

That doesn’t make sense.
what it would do.

What effect would it have?

It would reduce premiums by 5 per-
cent for 7 percent of the population all
making over $128,000 for a family of
four. That doesn’t sound like much of a
solution to me because it is not a solu-
tion.

The solution is free market reforms.

The fact of the matter is that the en-
hanced premium tax credit is a Band-
aid on the gaping wound of ObamaCare.
It is a Band-aid on the gaping wound of
the Affordable Care Act.
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The left loves to mislabel things. We
know that they called the spending
package that they passed 42, 4 years
ago the Inflation Reduction Act. What
did it lead to? It led to 22 percent infla-
tion. In 1 year, 9 percent inflation. We
are still dealing with the effects of
their misnamed Inflation Reduction
Act.

They called this the Affordable Care
Act, and it has been nothing of the
sort. It is anything but the Affordable
Care Act.

My friends on the other side of this
aisle created this mess. No one over on
this side, not one person who is here
serving in this body on this side of the
aisle, voted for our current healthcare
system—not one voted for the Afford-
able Care Act.

That is
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Those on the other side of the aisle
who did vote for it promised a few
things. What did they promise? Lower
premiums. Where are the lower pre-
miums? This is the ObamaCare system
that we are living under right now.
They promised lower premiums. We are
not getting those.

They promised better healthcare. Are
we getting better healthcare? I don’t
think most Americans believe that we
are.

They promised that if you like your
doctor, you can keep your doctor. Sure,
if your doctor takes the insurance that
they force you into.

We are currently living under
ObamaCare, under the Affordable Care
Act, so if you don’t like our healthcare
system, news flash, you don’t like
ObamaCare, you don’t like the Afford-
able Care Act.

The fact of the matter is that this
law was written behind closed doors in
a backroom deal here in this building
and down at the Obama White House
with and by insurance companies.
There you go, with and by insurance
companies. That is a fact.

The scam is this: The scam is that
the money is taken from average
Americans and sent as a subsidy not to
other Americans, but to big insurance
companies. That is the scam. That is
the scam. The profits of these big in-
surance companies are at an all-time
high. UnitedHealthcare profits are up
1,200 percent under their plan. I get lec-
tured all the time that we are the ones
for big business, the ones cutting the
deals. They are the ones that cut the
deal with the insurance companies, and
they put it to the American people
when they did.

Those same insurance companies are
denying the claims of the very same
taxpayers who pay taxes to subsidize
their profits. What a scam, a govern-
ment-sponsored scam.

Under the ACA, the government
colluded with insurance companies to
ensure customers for themselves, for
the insurance companies, and to profit
from subsidies provided by the govern-
ment.

Government intervention does not
work in healthcare. In Medicare and
Medicaid, the government sets reim-
bursement rates that underpay doctors
and cause access issues.

Very quickly, what are the solutions?

We are $36, $37 trillion in debt. We
have to fix this system. We can’t throw
money at the problem. We can’t just
continue to throw more money. We
have to fix a broken system.

How do we fix that? We need long-
term solutions for healthcare. What
are the real solutions? There are lots of
them. I don’t have time to go through
every one individually today, but the
bottom line is that we need to get the
government out of dictating healthcare
to the American people. We need to re-
turn to a patient-centered, market-
driven solution in healthcare that
doesn’t pick big insurance companies
over the American people. The Amer-
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ican people should have a choice about
who they see and who they pay for
their insurance.

That is the solution. It isn’t this
scam. It isn’t this election-year gim-
mick that some are trying to make it
out to be. It isn’t the solution that
fixes a 5 percent fix for 7 percent of the
population. It is real, honest
healthcare reform for all the American
people.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congressman CRANK for his re-
marks.

I yield to the gentleman from the
13th Congressional District of North
Carolina (Mr. KNOTT).

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman HARIDOPOLOS for hosting
this Special Order hour on one of the
critical issues that we face as a nation
and have faced for the better part of 20
years now.

I am referring, of course, to
ObamaCare, a deceptively named bill,
the Affordable Care Act, which has, of
course, been a disaster for Americans
all over the country.

Before it was passed, Democrats es-
sentially allowed big insurance compa-
nies and Federal bureaucrats to craft
an extremely regulated patchwork of
rules and cloudy regulations to enrich
themselves at the expense of the Amer-
ican patient and American physician.

They then jammed it through Con-
gress without a single Republican vote,
ushering in a new era of high costs, re-
stricted access, and lower quality
healthcare.

As is the case far too often, this law
is now harming precisely the groups of
people it was designed to assist.

At its core, ObamaCare is a
redistributionist program that empow-
ers a public and private bureaucracy
rather than patients and physicians.

In various medical fields that are not
part of the ObamaCare web, the harm-
ful effects of its policy have not been
seen since the law’s passage. For exam-
ple, over the past decade, the cost of
outpatient services rose between 80 and
100 percent on average. Prescription
drugs are up, at times, 200 percent.

Meanwhile, as a counter example, the
cost of LASIK surgery, which is not
covered under the ObamaCare policy or
subjected to its omnerous regulatory
framework, has decreased by 30 percent
over the same time. Free from bureau-
cratic suppression, more providers have
entered the LASIK market, and inno-
vations like bladeless lasers have made
operations safer, more efficient, and
more available.

Another example: Cash-pay diag-
nostic imaging is often 75 percent
cheaper than the ObamaCare-approved
MRIs. Direct primary care providers of-
fering wholesale labs can be, at times,
15 times cheaper than doctors who are
required to fill out government-man-
dated paperwork.

The examples could continue on and
on. Sadly, ObamaCare has succeeded in
blocking free market innovations from
reaching the broader American
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healthcare system. Rather than reform
the broken system that they designed,
the Democrats are committed to
throwing more money at the problem,
literally subsidizing a framework that
has elevated costs so much that they
are even willing to subsidize house-
holds earning $600,000 per year.

It is time to reintroduce competition
into healthcare by removing handouts
to corporate titans. We must cut the
layers of red tape that hurt patients
and providers. We must build a com-
monsense system that enables the pa-
tient to have choices, which will, of
course, bring about more quality care
and increased access. In a very basic
sense, we should not make healthcare a
DMV-type experience.

I thank Congressman HARIDOPOLOS
again for holding this Special Order.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Congressman KNOTT for his com-
ments.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
North Dakota (Mrs. FEDORCHAK).

Mrs. FEDORCHAK. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate Mr. HARIDOPOLOS’ leader-
ship on this issue and organizing this
Special Order, inviting all of us fresh-
men and a few other nonfreshmen here
to talk about an issue that is so impor-
tant to our country and to all of our
constituents.

Mr. Speaker, our healthcare system
is broken, and my constituents in
North Dakota know it.

The law that was supposed to make
things better, the Affordable Care Act,
has definitely not lived up to its name.
If you like your plan, you can keep it,
they promised. A typical family will
save $2,600 a year, they assured. The
ACA will help bring down healthcare
costs and even reduce the deficit, they
claimed. Well, none of that is true.

Here we are, fixing the ObamaCare
mess Democrats created 15 years ago.
Families today are paying higher pre-
miums, facing fewer choices, and
watching Washington throw money at
a problem that needs to be fixed imme-
diately.

Yet, somehow, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle continue to paint
this as a problem that Republicans cre-
ated.
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The reality is, Democrats passed
ObamaCare without a single Repub-
lican vote, not one. They also set the
enhanced premium tax credits to ex-
pire this month. Ask them why. They
had the votes. They could have ex-
tended this. They could have made it
permanent, but they didn’t. They set
the expiration date for this month.
This was completely their doing.

The COVID-era enhanced premium
tax credits expanded eligibility far be-
yond the ACA’s original design, includ-
ing households earning well into six
figures. In North Dakota, that means a
family of four earning over $125,000 a
year. Making those temporary sub-
sidies permanent would cost taxpayers
$350 billion over 10 years. For all that
money, it still won’t fix the problem.
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Since the enhanced subsidies were
enacted, premiums have increased 31
percent. These subsidies don’t show up
in people’s wallets. They go straight to
the insurance companies with no incen-
tive to lower prices or improve care.
Even worse, massive fraud plagues the
marketplace.

A recent Joint Economic Committee
study found roughly 35 percent of mar-
ketplace enrollees are now considered
phantom enrollees. These are peobple
who exist on paper but generate zero
medical claims. The chart on my right
shows a massive growth of these types
of claims, all the way up to almost 11
million of those types in existence
today.

Regardless of whether they have a
single claim in a year, insurance com-
panies still get paid anyway, while
working families pay more and more
for their premiums.

Democrats call that affordable.
North Dakotans sure don’t. That is
why Republicans offered a different
path last night, one that focuses on pa-
tients, affordability, and real competi-
tion, not endless subsidies.

The Lower Health Care Premiums for
All Americans Act takes practical
steps to lower costs and expand op-
tions. It creates cost-sharing reduc-
tions that will actually stabilize the
market. These will reduce marketplace
premiums by 11 percent after the first
year of implementation. That is nearly
twice as much as the impact of extend-
ing the Democrats’ credits.

Our plan also cracks down on phar-
macy benefit managers, the middlemen
who drive up drug prices. Our plan re-
quires transparency so employers and
workers can finally see where their
prescription dollars are going.

It also expands association health
plans, allowing small businesses and
self-employed workers to band together
and increase competition. This could
lower premiums by as much as 30 per-
cent. Our plan also protects employer-
sponsored insurance and strengthens
flexible tax-advantaged options like
CHOICE arrangements.

These reforms give workers control
over their coverage dollars and lets em-
ployers offer benefits for the first time.

Most importantly, this is just the be-
ginning. We have many more policy re-
forms coming. Republicans’ vision for
healthcare is putting patients, not in-
surance companies, in control, with
greater access, more choices, lower
costs, and good quality care.

These are commonsense reforms. It is
past time we move beyond temporary
patches and tackle the problem head-
on and fix what is broken.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Representative FEDORCHAK for
adding her voice to this very important
debate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. ONDER), the doctor,
for his ideas on how we reform our sys-
tem.

Mr. ONDER. Mr. Speaker, recent
polls show that the top issue on the
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minds of Americans today is that of af-
fordability. Whether food, education,
childcare, energy, or healthcare, rising
prices are resulting in more and more
Americans feeling less secure about
their economic well-being.

Indeed, prices have been going up.
Under President Biden, inflation hit 9
percent in June 2022. Cumulatively
over the Biden Presidency, inflation is
up 21.2 percent.

Things have improved since Presi-
dent Trump and Republicans assumed
office in January. Energy prices are
down by 6.3 percent. Inflation is mod-
erated, but with the exception of en-
ergy, we have not had deflation. Prices
are higher than we would like them to
be.

Nowhere is the issue of affordability
more acute than in healthcare. We
must address America’s healthcare af-
fordability crisis. As a physician, I will
tell you, though, the first step in solv-
ing any medical problem is getting the
correct diagnosis. If you do not know
what the problem is, you will not for-
mulate the right treatment. You may
make the patient worse.

That is what has been going on.

What is the problem, then? Our prob-
lem is that Big Government’s anti-free
market, anticompetitive, and anti-con-
sumer policies have made our
healthcare system more and more ex-
pensive by the year.

This has been a problem for a long
time, but it was made much worse
after the passage of ObamaCare in 2010.

How did ObamaCare, the unaffordable
care act, make healthcare more expen-
sive? Quite simply, by removing what
market forces there were in our system
and expanding the role of government.
The unaffordable care act literally out-
lawed the private insurance market.

Remember Barack Obama saying
that if you like your plan, you can
keep it. They lied. They outlawed your
plan. What were the results?

The ostensible rationale for the
unaffordable care act was to get more
people insured, but we know that, in
many cases, workers lost their private
insurance and have been, if you will,
dumped by their employers onto Med-
icaid.

The Foundation for Government Ac-
countability has estimated that if non-
Medicaid expansion States all ex-
panded and added able-bodied, work-
ing-age adults to their Medicaid pro-
grams, an additional 3.6 million Ameri-
cans would lose their private health in-
surance.

Similarly, enhanced COVID-era
ObamaCare credits—remember, that is
what we are talking about today—
crowded out employer-based insurance.

According to the Paragon Institute
and the Congressional Budget Office,
extending the COVID credits would re-
duce employer-based coverage by
roughly 4 million people.

In addition to crowding out employer
plans, The Wall Street Journal’s
Allysia Finley recently highlighted
that the ACA and its subsidies even led
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many Democrat-run cities, including
Chicago and Detroit, to offload public-
sector retiree healthcare costs onto
ObamaCare. These cities moved their
retirees onto ACA exchanges, elimi-
nating their unfunded healthcare 1li-
ability. Finley correctly argues that
COVID credits make this dumping of
public-sector retirees’ healthcare obli-
gations onto the exchanges even more
likely, as few governments have set
aside, especially in blue States and cit-
ies, the money to pay their retirees’ fu-
ture healthcare costs. Through
ObamaCare, you are paying for the fi-
nancial irresponsibility of some of our
biggest city governments, blue cities
especially.

The unaffordable care act has re-
sulted in skyrocketing health insur-
ance premiums. In 2014, the first year
that subsidized ACA marketplaces were
in effect, premiums increased 47 per-
cent. That is right. They increased by
47 percent in 1 year. Over the next dec-
ade, premiums increased another 96
percent.

The only reason that this is not more
obvious to Americans today is that the
healthcare consumer is not only paying
the premiums, but the taxpayer is pay-
ing extensive subsidies, accounting for
90.3 percent of the increased premiums.

Healthcare affordability is critical.
Therefore, we need to look at the issue
that has received a lot of attention
these days, the expiration of the
COVID-era enhanced ObamaCare cred-
its. The expiration date was passed by
congressional Democrats as part of the
misnamed Inflation Reduction Act
without a single Republican vote.
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Mr. Speaker, as mentioned, this
scheme known as ObamaCare ex-

changes resulted in skyrocketing in-
surance costs. At the same time, we
need to address some false assertions
about what the expiration of these en-
hanced super subsidies would mean.

First, the vast majority of
ObamaCare subsidies are not expiring
at all. What is at issue are these tem-
porary COVID-era subsidies. Even if
these enhanced COVID super subsidies
were to expire, the Federal Govern-
ment and the taxpayers will still cover
78 percent of the premiums, compared
to roughly 88 percent right now. That
is a relatively small change, nowhere
near doubling.

In fact, if the COVID subsidies are al-
lowed to expire, only 4.3 percent of the
projected premium increase would be
attributable to that change. Again,
that is less than 5 percent of the in-
crease. Here is the key point the other
side does not want to talk about.
ObamaCare premiums are going up re-
gardless, even if the COVID credits are
extended.

ObamaCare premiums are expected
to rise about 18 percent in 2026, driven
by higher medical costs, labor short-
ages, economic uncertainty, inflation,
and other conditions. These increases
are structural. They have nothing to
do with the expiring subsidies.
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What Democrats are doing is
conflating premiums with out-of-pock-
et costs. Premiums are not doubling,
and out-of-pocket costs are rising only
because the expiration of these en-
hanced subsidies is exposing a deeper
truth that the unaffordable care act is,
for many families, anything but afford-
able.

According to CMS, the projected av-
erage premium after tax credits for the
lowest-cost plan, should the COVID
subsidies expire, is $50 per month. That
is about $20 less than they were in 2020.

In the year 2026, most enrollees on
HealthCare.gov will have access to
plans priced at or below $50 per month.
To put that into perspective, compared
to the years prior to the COVID pan-
demic, marketplace enrollees this year
will have access on average to lower-
plan premiums and more choices.

This debate isn’t just about pre-
miums. It is also about expanded eligi-
bility and widespread abuse. The
COVID expansion dramatically broad-
ened eligibility far beyond the middle-
class and lower middle-class families
and significantly increased the sub-
sidies.

Under this system, households earn-
ing $500,000 a year or more can qualify
for subsidies. In 2024, nearly 42 percent
of the enrollees, on the other hand,
paid nothing at all. These subsidies
don’t go to individuals. They go di-
rectly to insurance companies.

That is why many Americans see
these enhanced COVID subsidies for
what they really are: Welfare checks to
large healthcare corporations. Worse
still, the system incentivizes fraud.
People are encouraged to misreport
their income in order to qualify for
larger subsidies and zero-dollar plans.
As a result, insurance companies col-
lect an estimated $35 billion in tax-
payer subsidies for phantom enrollees.

An estimated 6.4 million individuals
were improperly enrolled in
ObamaCare in 2025, often fraudulently
taken off their private insurance plans
to do so, costing taxpayers $27 billion.
Among households claiming incomes
between 100 and 150 percent of the Fed-
eral poverty level, roughly 62 percent
were not actually eligible. It gets
worse.

In 2024, insurance companies received
at least $35 billion in subsidies for
about 12 million marketplace enrollees
who made not a single medical claim—
not a single checkup, not a single pre-
scription.

About 40 percent of the people fully
subsidized under the COVID credits
never used their coverage at all, often
because they didn’t know that they
were enrolled or they didn’t even exist.
One Social Security number, according
to the Government Accountability Of-
fice, was used to purchase health insur-
ance 125 times. That is massive fraud.

When fraud estimates from the ex-
change subsidies alone range into the
tens of billions of dollars, it is not un-
reasonable—no, it is responsible—to
ask people to contribute something.
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Even a small copay insurance payment
per month, $10 or $20 per month, pro-
motes personal responsibility, discour-
ages fraud, and helps ensure that the
system serves the people who really
need it, not those gaming it and not
the corporations cashing the check.

That is what this debate is about. It
is about facts, accountability, sustain-
ability, and making coverage more af-
fordable for all Americans. It is not the
fear-mongering of my Democrat col-
leagues.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MOORE), the Representa-
tive of the 14th District. He is the
former speaker of the house of North
Carolina and my current colleague on
the Financial Services Committee.

Mr. MOORE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, before giving my remarks
about the Affordable Care Act, I want
to mention a couple of things.

Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy heart
that I mention on the House floor the
tragic passing of Greg Biffle, his wife,
and two children in an airplane crash
that happened just a few hours ago in
North Carolina. On behalf of this body
and all North Carolinians, I want to ex-
press my condolences to this wonderful
family on this terrible tragedy. They
will be in the thoughts and prayers of
so many around the Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I want to let this body
know about the passing of a great lead-
er in our State, former Governor Jim
Hunt, who passed away today. The
news came out a little bit ago from his
daughter who currently is our State’s
Lieutenant Governor.

He was a great man and a great lead-
er in North Carolina. He loved and
cared a lot about public education in
our great State. He was a man I came
to know during my time as speaker of
the statehouse and he was someone
who loved his State.

Our thoughts and prayers and condo-
lences are with his widow and with his
family, particularly as we go into this
Christmas season.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS) affording some time to
not only myself but to a number of our
colleagues today to talk about the leg-
acy of ObamaCare that we find our-
selves inheriting here in this Congress.

It is a program that passed some 15
years ago before I believe any of the
Members who have spoken so far today
were even serving in this body. Here we
are in a situation where we have to try
to clean up this mess. Why would I say
it is a mess?

Mr. Speaker, I can think back to a
time before ObamaCare, back before
this passed. Healthcare was less expen-
sive. Healthcare was more accessible. A
person could go out and afford to buy
health insurance. Prescription medica-
tions were more affordable. In fact,
when I talked to colleagues, when I
talked to businessowners, and when I
talked to folks, it was easier to be able
to get good health insurance.
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ObamaCare passes. What happens?
We see healthcare costs spike. We see
prescription drug costs go out of con-
trol. We see total inefficiencies in the
system. We see a lot of wasted money.
We see these phantom insured folks.
These people aren’t really insured, but
insurance companies are receiving bil-
lions of dollars every year for coverage
that simply does not exist.

Look at the premiums. Look at a lot
of the sticker shock that a lot of Amer-
icans are getting right now during this
time of year, as we are in the Christ-
mas season, where they are told, they
will have to pay more. They need to
understand ObamaCare is what has
caused all of this mess.

When we move away from a free-mar-
ket system where we are allowed to
have greater efficiency, when we have a
system that strives for cost contain-
ment but, at the same time, great
health outcomes, it works better.

Today, we hear stories of denials and
delays, everything on insurance, and it
costs more. That, my friends, is unfor-
tunately the legacy of ObamaCare. It is
why this body is not going to continue
to throw good money after bad. It is an
investment that is not paying off eco-
nomically, and it is an investment that
is not paying off for the health of
Americans around this country.

On the planned premiums, the actual
cost, the premium cost, ObamaCare
premiums have risen two times faster
than employer plans.

We have a chart. We probably can’t
see it on TV. There is a chart where we
can see this thing spiking up right
there out of control. Those are the re-
sulting ObamaCare premium increases
that are happening.
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This is not acceptable, and it is not
appropriate to keep throwing money
after it.

These surging premiums are also
driving a higher Federal subsidy cost.
So what do we mean? The ACA subsidy
grew from $18 billion in 2014 to $92 bil-
lion in 2023. Now, how many people out
there think that they have actually
gotten better healthcare in that period
of time? I don’t think many are going
to speak up and say that they are.

Get this. I have talked about it going
from $18 billion to $92 billion. This year
alone, in 2025, costs are projected to
reach $138 billion. Again, it just keeps
going up.

The only thing my friends on the
other side of the aisle know to do is to
keep throwing money at it—keep
throwing money at it; nothing to try to
improve efficiency, nothing to try to
improve coverage, nothing to try to
improve the system, nothing but wast-
ing more and more money in a system
that is not working.

The COVID extension is what a lot of
talk has been about. There was a tem-
porary COVID extension that, when
Democrats were in charge, they solely
passed, right? They passed to put that
in place. The Biden administration put
that in with an expiration date.
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Well, they knew it could not con-
tinue. They knew it wouldn’t sustain. I
think, frankly, they knew it wasn’t
going to work.

Get this. Let’s say we went along
with extending that. It would cost
right now $335 billion over 10 years,
which is going to, again, only put the
budget more out of balance, is going to
affect our national debt, and it is sim-
ply not sustainable.

The other thing that we looked at
earlier was what is called the zero-
claim enrollment. That is where folks
really aren’t even assured. I think they
are called phantom insured. It is not
real, but it is money being paid to in-
surance companies. These zero-claim
enrollments have more than tripled—
more than tripled—rising from 3 to 4
million in 2021 to nearly 12 million in
2024.

Get this. In 2024, about 35 percent of
the marketplace enrollees had zero
claims, up from 20 percent before the
subsidy expansions. At the same time,
these insurers received billions in tax-
payer subsidies for enrollees who re-
ceived no care, including—this is real
numbers—$21 billion in 2023 alone.

To those folks watching, those folks
who are genuinely concerned about im-
proving access to healthcare and af-
fordability, know that Republicans are
serious about this. We passed legisla-
tion this week to deal with that—to
look at some marketplace reforms, to
look at association health plans, to
look at PBM reform and transparency,
and to do things to drive those costs
down and to make healthcare more ac-
cessible.

Also, look at the bill we put in a few
weeks ago to put $560 billion into rural
healthcare that will help all of Amer-
ica. It will help my State in North
Carolina, but it will help all 50 States
because there are areas of our country
where simply they do not have access
to healthcare because of the rural loca-
tion, distance to hospital, distance to
provider, you name it. Republicans are
putting those funds in there to make
this more available.

Don’t believe a lot of the hype on the
other side out there of just spend
money and spend money on a system
that isn’t working. Republicans are se-
rious about improving healthcare for
all Americans. The bills we have passed
this week and the statements we have
made are clear to that.

I appreciate Congressman
HARIDOPOLOS, my good friend from
Florida, for doing this.

I have to say, Congressman, you
helped them bring attention to this.
You did a great job in Florida when
you were in the State legislature, the
work that you all did, the work to help
there and bringing this issue to the
forefront here in Congress. Sir, as a
colleague, I appreciate what you are
doing, and I appreciate the time to
speak today.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the Congressman for those gen-
erous comments.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. KNOTT), the
13th Congressional District, for com-
ments.

ALL THINGS WORK TOGETHER FOR GOOD

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in order to commemorate the ex-
traordinary story and mission of one of
my neighbors and her family in North
Carolina, someone by the name of
Olivia Wooten.

Olivia is currently suffering mightily
in a battle with ALS. I have watched in
admiration as she has remained a con-
stant source of robust encouragement
and joy despite her debilitating illness.

Her circumstances have only bright-
ened because of the eternal hope that
she has in the Lord, her Savior, Jesus
Christ. I spoke to Olivia earlier today,
who fearlessly and joyfully awaits
entry into eternal life, where ‘¢ . ..
there shall be no more death, neither
sorrow, nor crying, nor shall there be
any more pain. . . . as stated in Rev-
elation 21:4. She helped me draft these
remarks knowing that they would be
heard by all today.

Olivia Wooten’s parents, Robin and
Elizabeth, met while attending college
in Raleigh, North Carolina. Robin at-
tended NC State, and Elizabeth en-
rolled at Saint Mary’s School. They
were married shortly after graduating
in 1989 and returned to Robin’s home-
town in Kinston, North Carolina.

Robin and Elizabeth passed the years
enjoying all that makes east North
Carolina so special. They, with their
loved omnes, enjoyed hunting, fishing,
time at the Crystal Coast, and a com-
munity that is more of a family than a
neighborhood.

In the greatest blessings of all, Robin
and Elizabeth became parents to two
girls, Olivia in 1992 and Carrington in
1995.

In 2016, Robin was tragically diag-
nosed with ALS. Up to that point, Rob-
in’s faith in the Lord had been more
ceremonial. While his wife, Elizabeth,
regularly attended neighborhood Bible
studies and prayer groups for years,
Robin had not.

However, that fully changed as Robin
came to grips with his diagnosis. Rath-
er than indulging in fear or resentment
of assured physical suffering here on
Earth, Robin encouraged anyone he
met to look up and to consider Christ.
He pushed others to focus on eternity
and to rely on the Lord rather than the
fleeting things of this Earth. Robin
helped others grow in their faith until
entering his Heavenly home 1 year
after his diagnosis.

Tragically, in July of 2023, Robin’s
daughter, Olivia, would herself be diag-
nosed with ALS. Since that time,
Olivia has surpassed every expectation
in how long and how well she has
fought this vicious disease. Yes, while
she has weakened, she remains buoyant
and inexplicably joyful in a manner
that can only be called inspirational
and miraculous.

It was my honor and my privilege to
speak with Olivia today. In spite of her
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physical limitations and her suffering,
which are unbelievably real, she will
likely not walk unassisted again. She
cannot go out with friends today. Ab-
sent a miracle, she will no longer be
able to travel far from home. Absent a
miracle, she will likely never meet her
nephew, who will likely be born in the
next few weeks.

Despite this very real suffering and
the limitations that she is currently
experiencing, her joy and her hope re-
main palpable. Olivia knows that her
earthly departure is not the end but,
rather, her new beginning in Heaven is
with her Savior, Jesus Christ.

When I asked her what she wanted
me to share with all of us, she simply
requested the following for our consid-
eration. She did not bring up policy.
She did not bring up new types of ideas
for Washington, D.C.

She simply said the following: ‘‘This
Earth is fallen, and it offers afflictions
for which there is no remedy other
than the Almighty. My faith in Jesus
has become more vibrant and real than
anything I could have ever imagined.
To anyone who hears this message, if
you do not know Christ, I urge you to
consider Him. Where this Earth offers
temporary solutions, it cannot and it
will not offer durable and lasting ones.
Only Christ can offer real peace, real
healing, real rest, and an eternal
home.”

Olivia closed our conversation with a
verse, which she aptly described as her
life verse. It is Romans 8:28, and it sim-
ply states: ‘““And we know that for
those who love God all things work to-
gether for good, for those who are
called according to his purpose.”

In Olivia’s testimony, I can see first-
hand and I have seen firsthand the
truth of this passage. As we enter the
week of Christmas, when we celebrate
the birth of Christ, I stand in awe and
in gratitude for Olivia and her family’s
witness and example, and I urge each
person who hears this to consider her
Savior, the Savior of the world, Jesus
Christ.

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Congressman KNOTT, and she
will not be forgotten.
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BROKEN OBAMACARE SYSTEM

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congressman KNOTT, Congress-
man CRANK, Congressman DOWNING,
Congressman ONDER, Congresswoman
FEDORCHAK, and also Congressman
MOORE for their comments today about
the broken ObamaCare system.

It is simply that; it is broken. It is
the reason why they have been sub-
sidizing a broken system for a long
time, at the expense of so many Ameri-
cans and so many potential innova-
tions, as well.

As this issue has been talked about
very well today, I just want to remind
people of where we were versus where
we are. The Democrats had the oppor-
tunity to make this a permanent plan.
They did not have the votes or the will



December 18, 2025

to get it done. They also had the oppor-
tunity to reduce taxes on tips. They
had the opportunity to reduce the
taxes on overtime. They had the oppor-
tunity to reduce taxes on Social Secu-
rity, all of which are earned. Those are
not welfare programs. Those are pro-
grams that are earned. When they had
the power, they chose to do nothing.

This year, when we were passing the
big, beautiful bill back in July, we had
the opportunity again to reduce costs
for this broken system. The Repub-
licans put forth in this body a CSR.
What happened here? They used the
Byrd rule in the United States Senate
to fight what would have reduced rates
by 11 percent.

Let’s break away from this discus-
sion about affordability. Let’s talk
about reality. This is purely politics.
Their votes have been shown through-
out the year. They care nothing about
results. They care everything about
politics.

Candidly, maybe Republicans aren’t
as good at politics as the Democrats,
but we are pushing policies that work
and are based in reality. That is what
this push has been about today, laying
out the facts for the American public
to say this system is untenable, and it
only undercuts what could be the best
system in the world.

There has been so much discussion
about the 22 to 24 million people on
ObamaCare. We all found out today
that half of them might be phantom
enrollees. We found out that the future
is not bright when you look at the con-
trast of what it is doing to the remain-
der of the people who are paying for
their own healthcare system.

There are 165 million people who
have employer-based systems that they
most likely contribute to or pay out of
their own pocket. They are paying
$1,500 to $2,000 a month, and they have
to subsidize a broken system on top of
it and crowd out a medical system in
the process.

All we are asking from the other side
is to say let’s start doing some com-
monsense things. The number one
thing I would like to see us do is sim-
ply do income verification so that
those people who pay full freight and
subsidize the system know that the
people who are being helped are actu-
ally people truly in need who qualify
for a program, instead of giving it
away.

It is simple identification checks,
just like we have asked the Democrats
to do on things like voting, just like we
have asked the Democrats to do on
simple ideas to make things work
again, so that when you pay your
taxes, which are quite exorbitant, in
my opinion, people know they are actu-
ally going to help people.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your indul-
gence this afternoon as we get ready to
celebrate the holiday season.

———

CALIFORNIA AUDITOR’S REPORT

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. KILEY of
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California was recognized for 30 min-
utes.)

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, the California State auditor, the
nonpartisan official auditor for the
State, has just released a report that
updates its assessment of the State’s
high-risk agencies.

The contents of this report are truly
stunning—not really that stunning, ac-
tually, for those of us who have experi-
enced the California State government
at work. Even given our very low ex-
pectations, what the auditor has just
reported is truly troubling.

This comes, by the way, as our
State’s Governor, Gavin Newsom, has
recently boasted that California is the
original DOGE. Newsom held out Cali-
fornia government as a model of effi-
cient, responsive, and accountable gov-
ernment.

Let’s juxtapose that very notable
statement, very surprising statement,
with the clear-eyed fact findings of the
State auditor. In this new report,
which is issued annually, the auditor
identifies high-risk State agencies.
What does that mean? It means they
pose a substantial risk of serious det-
riment to the State or its residents. To
be considered high risk, an agency
must not only exhibit serious waste,
fraud, abuse, or mismanagement but
must also have failed to take adequate
corrective action.

In this new report, the auditor has
identified eight separate California
agencies as high risk. Four of those
eight have joined the club, this dubious
distinction, during the Newsom admin-
istration, including the newly added
Department of Social Services this
year.

Among the findings as to why these
various agencies are considered high
risk are that massive payment errors
in our CalFresh program could now
cost the State $2.5 billion in Federal
funds.

With Medi-Cal eligibility, ongoing
problems in determining who is eligi-
ble, continuing to make payments to
people who don’t meet the income
threshold, or who have left the State
entirely, is also putting billions of dol-
lars at risk.

Continued fraud and overpayment
with our unemployment insurance ben-
efits continue to cost the State billions
of dollars. This is after the massive $32
billion fraud in unemployment benefits
during the COVID years.

Incredibly, the State has missed six
straight deadlines for its annual com-
prehensive financial report, which puts
in jeopardy our credit rating, as well as
Federal funding.

The auditor’s report documents IT
projects that languish for months, for
years, as antiquated systems beleaguer
our bureaucracy, this despite Silicon
Valley being a stone’s throw away.

You have State entities that con-
tinue to fall short of minimum stand-
ards for information security and cy-
bersecurity, putting our State, data,
and privacy at risk.
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Alarmingly, it is more than just cy-
bersecurity. It is also the security of
our physical infrastructure. For in-
stance, the auditor finds that there are
49 dams that pose an extremely high
hazard to life and property, and it is
getting worse. In just the last 2 years,
the number of dams rated either poor
or unsatisfactory has increased by 73
percent.

The quality of government service is
also unacceptably low. With the EDD,
for example, not only do we have con-
tinuing, ongoing massive fraud and
overpayments, but the folks who actu-
ally deserve to get paid benefits have a
heck of a time getting the benefits
they are entitled to.

The auditor found that, on average,
the typical claimant has to call the
EDD two to five times per week just to
get assistance. The EDD has consist-
ently failed to meet Federal bench-
marks for timely payments to those
who are actually deserving of benefits,
whereas those who are committing
fraud against the system seem to have
no trouble getting their hands on as
much money as they would like.

There are other examples in this re-
port that just truly boggle the mind.
For example, the aforementioned EDD
during the COVID-19 years decided to
order thousands of mobile devices, 7,224
to be exact—this is cell phones,
hotspots—so that employees Wwho
aren’t going into work can continue to
do their jobs. These mobile devices,
even after they were no longer being
used because the pandemic was over,
the State continued to pay for them,
for thousands of them. They continued
to pay service fees, costing the State
millions upon millions of dollars.
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Another illustrative example comes
from CARB, the California Air Re-
sources Board, that is responsible in
many ways for the very high gas prices
that the citizens of California have to
pay. The report found that there was
one particular CARB employee who
was paid $171,446 in salary on an annual
basis, so a pretty decent salary they
are getting paid. Here is the problem:
It was for nearly 15 months after the
employee had stopped working that
they continued to get paid.

On top of all of this, the auditor
found rampant nepotism at the Depart-
ment of General Services and Caltrans
when it came to hiring. They would
hire their family members. They would
hire their friends for these State jobs.
They would even find instances where
managers gave the candidates the ques-
tions, interview questions, in advance
in order to help them get the job.

Now, all of this is in addition to the
very well-known examples of just
mind-boggling fraud and waste that
exist in the California government.

We, of course, have the high-speed
rail, now estimated to cost $128 billion,
which is several times more than ini-
tially anticipated, where after nearly
20 years we still haven’t seen any track
laid.
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We have homelessness where there
was another State audit that found
that the State spent $24 billion, lost
track of the money, couldn’t tell us
where it went, and couldn’t tell us if it
did any good. Meanwhile, the homeless
population in California increased sub-
stantially to the point to where half of
the unsheltered homeless in this coun-
try reside in California.

More recently, we had the 911 sys-
tem, where taxpayers were charged on
their phone bills for years. $650 million
was spent to build out a new 911 sys-
tem, and then the State had to scrap
the whole project because the tech-
nology doesn’t work.

Mr. Speaker, this is absolutely unac-
ceptable. Californians sacrifice so
much, paying the highest taxes in the
country, and yet our citizens also get
the least in return.

I will continue to call for account-
ability for the agencies and, more im-
portantly, the political leaders in Cali-
fornia who refuse to reform our State
government in a manner that more ap-
propriately and effectively serves our
citizens.

I will also continue to use every tool
we have here at the Federal level to in-
sist upon the State giving our tax-
payers a higher return on their invest-
ment. I will make sure that everyone is
aware that when the Governor says the
California government is a model of ef-
ficiency and responsiveness, nothing
could be further from the truth.

RECOGNIZING FOLSOM HIGH SCHOOL FOOTBALL
TEAM

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, they have done it again. I rise today
to recognize an extraordinary achieve-
ment by the Folsom High School Bull-
dogs football team, who captured their
sixth California State championship
with a very impressive 42-28 victory
over Cathedral Catholic.

This championship run was defined
by resilience, preparation, and leader-
ship, none more evident than in the
performance of junior quarterback
Brody Rudnicki, who stepped into the
spotlight and delivered a truly remark-
able performance.

Brody accounted for six total touch-
downs, throwing for two scores and
rushing for four more while compiling
117 passing yards and 186 rushing yards.

This title marks the second State
championship in the last 3 years under
the leadership of Head Coach Paul
Doherty, whose commitment to excel-
lence has continued to elevate the Fol-
som football program as one of the pre-
mier high school programs in the en-
tire State of California.

The Bulldogs’ championship capped
off an outstanding 14-1 season, high-
lighted by a 12-game winning streak
that showcased consistency, teamwork,
and competitive excellence throughout
the year.

Equally impressive is the program’s
success in preparing student athletes
for the future. Seven senior players
have committed to continue their foot-
ball careers at the next level, earning
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opportunities at some of the Nation’s
most well-respected institutions and
programs, including the United States
Military Academy at West Point, Dart-
mouth College, Brigham Young Univer-
sity, the University of Southern Cali-
fornia, Stanford University, the Uni-
versity of Nevada, and Oregon State
University. These commitments reflect
not only athletic talent but also aca-
demic achievement and character.

I had the chance to visit with the
team a couple years ago when they won
the State championship. When I was in
the State legislature, because they won
championships back then too, I actu-
ally had the chance to recognize the
team during a session where they were
there in attendance and the coaches
were on the floor with us. The team
was up in the gallery. That was a lot of
fun.

I am sorry they can’t be here in the
U.S. House, though they are certainly
welcome to visit anytime. At the very
least, I look forward to seeing all of the
players and hardworking coaches in
person very soon and extending my
congratulations, because this team
means so much to the city of Folsom
and to our entire community.

Congratulations, once again, to the
State champions Folsom High School
Bulldogs.

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

———
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Kevin F. McCumber, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 131. An act to make certain modifica-
tions to the repayment for the Arkansas Val-
ley Conduit in the State of Colorado.

H.R. 187. An act to provide for the stand-
ardization, consolidation, and publication of
data relating to public outdoor recreational
use of Federal waterways among Federal
land and water management agencies, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 410. An act to extend the Alaska Na-
tive Vietnam era veterans land allotment
program, and for other purposes.

H.R. 1043. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey certain Federal land
in Arizona to La Paz County, Arizona, and
for other purposes.

————

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The Speaker announced his signature
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the
following title:

S. 1071.—An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2026 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

————
ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 13 of rule I, the House

stands adjourned until 2:30 p.m. tomor-
TOowW.
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Thereupon (at 5 o’clock and 56 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, December 19, 2025, at 2:30 p.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-2458. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Expiration of Interim
Final Rule: Control of Communicable Dis-
eases; Foreign Quarantine [Docket No.: CDC-
2020-0013] (RIN: 0920-AA75) December 16, 2025,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-2459. A letter from the Assistant Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Branch, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting
the Agency’s final rule — SpCas9 Protein;
Exemption From the Requirement of a Tol-
erance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2025-0212; FRL-13100-01-
OCSPP] received December 15, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

———

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:

[Omitted from the Record of December 17, 2025]

Mr. GRIFFITH: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 953. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 6703) to en-
sure access to affordable health insurance;
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R.
498) to amend title XIX of the Social Secu-
rity Act to prohibit Federal Medicaid fund-
ing for gender transition procedures for mi-
nors; providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 3492) to amend section 116 of title 18,
United States Code, with respect to genital
and bodily mutilation and chemical castra-
tion of minors; and relating to consideration
of the bill (H.R. 4776) to amend the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 to clarify
ambiguous provisions and facilitate a more
efficient, effective, and timely environ-
mental review process (Rept. 119-411). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

[Submitted December 18, 2025]

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education
and Workforce. H.R. 2270. A bill to amend the
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to exclude
child and dependent care services and pay-
ments from the rate used to compute over-
time compensation; with an amendment
(Rept. 119-413). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education
and Workforce. H.R. 4054. A bill to amend the
Higher Education Act of 1965 to reform ac-
creditation; with an amendment (Rept. 119-
414). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

———

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:
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By Mr. BARRETT:

H.R. 6833. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to reorganize the acquisition
structure of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs and to establish the Director of Cost
Assessment and Program Evaluation in the
Department, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Ms.
SCHRIER, Ms. SALINAS, and Ms. NOR-
TON):

H.R. 6834. A bill to address infrastructure
needs for food banks serving rural commu-
nities and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BERGMAN (for himself, Mr.
BoST, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. GOTTHEIMER,
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. GOLDEN of
Maine, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. DAVIS of
North Carolina, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
LAWLER, Mr. CROW, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr.
VAN ORDEN, Mr. JAMES, Mr. NUNN of
Iowa, and Ms. LEE of Nevada):

H.R. 6835. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to offer annual preventative
health evaluations to veterans with a spinal
cord injury or disorder and increase access to
assistive technologies, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. ALFORD:

H.R. 6836. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come certain gains and other income related
to use of farmland by beginning farmers; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (for himself and
Mr. MACKENZIE):

H.R. 6837. A bill to amend the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 to
ensure that pharmacy benefit managers are
considered fiduciaries, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Workforce.

By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 6838. A bill to amend the Federal
Credit Union Act, the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act, the Revised Statutes, and the Fed-
eral Reserve Act to require Federal banking
agencies to consider economic growth when
conducting supervisory functions; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Ms. BARRAGAN (for herself, Mr.
CARSON, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. DINGELL,
Mr. GARcCIA of Illinois, Mr. GOLDMAN
of New York, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SOTO,
Mr. TONKO, and Mr. VEASEY):

H.R. 6839. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to award
grants for removing transportation barriers
to accessing eligible vaccines for individuals
from low-income communities, minority
communities, or other communities in which
transportation poses a barrier to health care
access, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
MIN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, and Mr. AMO):

H.R. 6840. A bill to require the Secretary of
Defense to certify that the Government of
Azerbaijan has taken certain meaningful
steps with respect to Armenia and the
Nagorno-Karabakh region, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. CHU (for herself and Mr. SMITH
of Nebraska):

H.R. 6841. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to include peer support
services at certain facilities under the Medi-
care program; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
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sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. CHU (for herself, Mr. SHERMAN,

Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms.

PELOSI, Mr. AGUILAR, Ms. BARRAGAN,

Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.

CoSTA, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. FRIED-

MAN, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GARCIA of

California, Ms. JACOBS, Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
LICCARDO, Mr. LIEU, Ms. LOFGREN,

Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MIN, Mr. MULLIN,
Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PETERS, Ms. RIVAS,
Mr. RUIZ, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr.
SWALWELL, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. TRAN,
and Mr. WHITESIDES):

H.R. 6842. A bill to provide tax relief with
respect to certain Federal disasters, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. CISCOMANT:

H.R. 6843. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to establish the Veterans Eco-
nomic Opportunity and Transition Adminis-
tration, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. CONAWAY (for himself, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. NOR-
TON):

H.R. 6844. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require
codes on the labels of tobacco products for
the purpose of tracking or tracing the to-
bacco product through the distribution sys-
tem; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. CONAWAY (for himself, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, and
Ms. MALOY):

H.R. 6845. A Dbill to establish a Federal
multi-agency task force to combat illegal
importation, distribution, and sale of e-ciga-
rettes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, 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 Mr. CRANE himself,
GARBARINO, Mr. McCAUL,
STRONG, and Mr. OGLES):

H.R. 6846. A bill to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to require the Secretary
of Homeland Security to conduct annual as-
sessments on terrorism threats to the United
States relating to the malicious use of un-
manned aircraft systems by covered foreign
adversaries, including terrorist organiza-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself and
Ms. SALAZAR):

H.R. 6847. A bill to direct the Secretary of
labor to use State occupational employment
and wage estimates to calculate the adverse
effect wage rate required to be paid to H-2A
workers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DELUZIO:

H.R. 6848. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to limit the extent to which co-
payments may be required for veterans re-
ceiving Whole Health well-being services,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. DESAULNIER:

H.R. 6849. A Dbill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
2121 Meridian Park Boulevard in Concord,
California, as the ‘“‘Carl Jefferson Post Office
Building’’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

By Mrs. DINGELL:

H.R. 6850. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to require manufacture, sale, or
import of a minimum number of motor vehi-
cles that met certain standards for drunk
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and impaired driving prevention, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. ESPAILLAT (for himself, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. TLAIB, and
Ms. NORTON):

H.R. 6851. A bill to amend the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act to ban the export
of natural gas produced in the United States,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. EVANS of Colorado:

H.R. 6852. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to adjust payment for
skin substitute products under the Medicare
program; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be 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. FALLON:

H.R. 6853. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to identify entities engaged in activi-
ties detrimental to the national security,
economic security, or foreign policy of the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. FINE:

H.R. 6854. A bill to prohibit aliens from re-
ceiving Federal public benefits, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. FINSTAD (for himself and Mr.
DAvVIs of North Carolina):

H.R. 6855. A bill to reauthorize the White
House Conference on Small Business Author-
ization Act, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Small Business.

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr.
MEEKS, Mr. BACON, Mr. HOYER, Mr.
LAWLER, Mr. KEATING, Mr. TURNER of
Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. SU0OZZI):

H.R. 6856. A bill to impose sanctions and
other measures with respect to the Russian
Federation if the Government of the Russian
Federation refuses to negotiate a peace
agreement with Ukraine, violates any such
agreement, or initiates another military in-
vasion of Ukraine, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary,
Financial Services, Ways and Means, Over-
sight and Government Reform, Energy and
Commerce, and Rules, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida (for
herself, Mr. BACON, Mrs. MCBATH, Mr.
CISCOMANI, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. EVANS
of Colorado, Mr. NORCROSS, and Mr.
WEBER of Texas):

H.R. 6857. A Dbill to require institutions of
higher education participating in Federal
student aid programs to share information
about title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964,
including a link to the webpage of the Office
for Civil Rights where an individual can sub-
mit a complaint regarding discrimination in
violation of such title, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Workforce.

By Mr. GARBARINO (for himself, Mr.
HiMES, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr.
KEAN, and Mr. DAvVIS of North Caro-
lina):

H.R. 6858. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to conduct a review of the
deaths of certain veterans who died by sui-
cide, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. GOLDMAN of New York (for
himself, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. RYAN, Mr.
GARCIA of California, Mr. GARCIA of
Illinois, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, and Mr. THANEDAR):
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H.R. 6859. A Dbill to direct the Federal Trade
Commission to conduct a study on certain
concession pricing practices, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Ms. HAGEMAN (for herself and Mr.
GROTHMAN):

H.R. 6860. A bill to amend the General Edu-
cation Provisions Act to provide a private
right of action to parents and eligible stu-
dents to protect certain education-related
rights, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona:

H.R. 6861. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to transfer certain functions of
the Department of Labor to the Department
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and
in addition to the Committee on the Budget,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HARDER of California:

H.R. 6862. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to delay, until July 1, 2030,
the termination of authority to award cer-
tain Federal Direct PLUS loans and the im-
plementation of limits on certain loans for
graduate and professional students enrolled
at institutions with certain public health
designations, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. HARDER of California (for him-
self and Mrs. KiMm):

H.R. 6863. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to improve transparency
with respect to the suspension of Medicare
payments pending an investigation into a
credible allegation of fraud; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. HOYLE of Oregon (for herself,
Mr. LAWLER, Mrs. DINGELL, and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 6864. A bill to prohibit any person
from using a motor vehicle to take a mam-
malian predator species on Federal land, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HUNT:

H.R. 6865. A bill to amend section 505 of the
Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996 to prohibit the
provision of Federal financial assistance to
States and public institutions of higher edu-
cation that provide certain higher education
benefits to aliens who are not lawfully
present in the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committees on
Education and Workforce, and Oversight and
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY of New York, Mr. HUIZENGA,
Mr. MRVAN, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Ms.
KAPTUR, Ms. TENNEY, Mrs. DINGELL,
Mrs. HOUCHIN, and Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois):

H.R. 6866. A bill to ensure an equitable geo-
graphic distribution of projects selected
through the Port Infrastructure Develop-
ment Program; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois (for herself
and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 6867. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, acting through
the Director of the National Institutes of
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Health, to take certain steps to increase
clinical trial diversity, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. LANDSMAN:

H.R. 6868. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to direct the
Secretary of Health and Human Services to
apply the least burdensome appropriate
means for supporting certain administrative
order requests with respect to over-the-
counter monograph drugs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ:

H.R. 6869. A bill to amend the Aamodt Liti-
gation Settlement Act to modify a provision
relating to the extension of certain dates for
the completion of the Regional Water Sys-
tem, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Ms. LOFGREN (for herself, Mr.
MOULTON, Ms. ANSARI, Ms. TLAIB, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. LIEU,
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. DAvis of Illinois,
and Ms. CLARKE of New York):

H.R. 6870. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to require the President
to set a minimum annual goal for the num-
ber of refugees to be admitted, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Ms. MACE (for herself,
BURCHETT, and Mr. OGLES):

H.R. 6871. A bill to prohibit actions recog-
nizing the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services, and the Judici-
ary, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. MACKENZIE (for himself and
Mr. MOSKOWITZ):

H.R. 6872. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude holiday bonuses
from gross income, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. MALOY (for herself, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Mr. MOORE of Utah, Mr.
FULCHER, and Mr. HORSFORD):

H.R. 6873. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow amortization of
geological and geophysical expenditures in
connection with the exploration for, or de-
velopment of, geothermal deposits, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. MANN (for himself and Ms. DA-
VIDS of Kansas):

H.R. 6874. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to allow recipients of certain
grants to improve highway safety efforts
through the integration of predictive data
analytics, telematics, and other advanced
technologies, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. MAST (for himself, Mr.
HUIZENGA, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mrs. KM,
Mr. SELF, Mr. CRAWFORD, and Mr.
LAHOOD):

H.R. 6875. A bill to require the Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Industry and Secu-
rity to require a license for the export, reex-
port, or in-country transfer of certain inte-
grated circuits, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. McDOWELL (for himself, Mr.
BRECHEEN, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
STUTZMAN, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. MOORE of
North Carolina, and Mr. HAMADEH of
Arizona):

H.R. 6876. A bill to require the imposition
of visa sanctions with respect to each foreign
person the President determines has per-
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formed or otherwise facilitated chemical or
surgical mutilations of United States mi-
nors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself and
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI):

H.R. 6877. A bill to support and promote
the human rights of Southern Mongolians in
the People’s Republic of China, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committees on
the Judiciary, Financial Services, and House
Administration, 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. MCGOVERN (for himself, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, and Mr. CASTRO of
Texas):

H.R. 6878. A Dbill to impose sanctions with
respect to the regime of President Nayib
Bukele in El Salvador, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
and in addition to the Committees on the Ju-
diciary, and Financial Services, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MEEKS (for himself, Ms.
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr. CASTRO of
Texas, Ms. TITUS, Mr. STANTON, Mr.
CosTA, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK,
Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, Mr. AMO,
Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. OLSZEWSKI, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. GOTTHEIMER,
and Mr. SHERMAN):

H.R. 6879. A Dbill to prohibit sales of the
most advanced artificial intelligence chips
to countries of concern and facilitate the
safe and efficient transfer of chips to ap-
proved United States persons abroad; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. MENG (for herself, Ms. NORTON,
Ms. TLAIB, and Ms. VELAZQUEZ):

H.R. 6880. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Labor to recognize employers with a com-
mitment to helping employees balance work-
place responsibilities and family obligations;
to the Committee on Education and Work-
force.

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS:

H.R. 6881. A bill to direct the Inspector
General of the Department of Health and
Human Services to investigate certain pay-
ment increases under HHS programs; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committees on Education
and Workforce, Ways and Means, and Nat-
ural Resources, 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. MILLS (for himself and Mr.
HAMADEH of Arizona):

H.R. 6882. A bill to request the Secretary of
Defense to provide preference for offerors
that are United States companies in profes-
sional services contracts, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. MIN (for himself, Ms. TOKUDA,
Ms. RANDALL, Ms. Pou, Ms. McDON-
ALD RIVET, Ms. MCBRIDE, Ms. JOHN-

SON of Texas, Ms. ANSARI, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
WALKINSHAW, Ms. GARCIA of Texas,
Ms. SIMON, Ms. SCHOLTEN, Mrs.

SYKES, Ms. NORTON, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York, and Ms.
ROSS):

H.R. 6883. A bill to define reproductive co-
ercion as a form of domestic violence, to pro-
vide Federal judges the authority to inter-
vene in certain cases of domestic violence,
and to create a private right of action for
victims of domestic violence, and for other
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purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR:

H.R. 6884. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to establish a penalty for a
freight broker that contracts with an unsafe
carrier, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. MOSKOWITZ:

H.R. 6885. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to exempt reimbursements of
certain medical expenses and other pay-
ments related to accident, theft, loss, or cas-
ualty loss from determinations of annual in-
come with respect to pensions for veterans
and surviving spouses and children of vet-
erans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. NEGUSE (for himself and Mr.
KENNEDY of Utah):

H.R. 6886. A bill to amend the General Edu-
cation Provisions Act to allow the release of
education records to facilitate the award of a
recognized postsecondary credential; to the
Committee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. PAPPAS (for himself and Mr.
BUCHANAN):

H.R. 6887. A bill to include in the National
Strategy for Child Exploitation Prevention
and Interdiction certain best practices; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. PETTERSEN (for herself, Ms.
SCHOLTEN, and Ms. STEVENS):

H.R. 6888. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration
to report on certain costs of tariffs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Small
Business.

By Mr. QUIGLEY:

H.R. 6889. A bill to establish a competitive
grant program to provide capital assistance
for the maintenance, replacement, and reha-
bilitation needs of commuter rail bridges; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Ms. MCBRIDE, Mrs.
FOUSHEE, Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACOBS,
Ms. OMAR, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr.
GARCIA of California, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. TLAIB, and Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York):

H.R. 6890. A bill to discontinue a Federal
program that authorizes State and local law
enforcement officers to investigate, appre-
hend, and detain aliens in accordance with a
written agreement with the Director of U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement and
to clarify that immigration enforcement is
solely a function of the Federal Government;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. ROSS:

H.R. 6891. A bill to amend the Truth in
Lending Act and the Consumer Financial
Protection Act of 2010 to apply certain pro-
tections and oversight to buy now, pay later
loans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Ms. SALAZAR:

H.R. 6892. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Treasury to subscribe to additional
shares of the capital stock of the Inter-
American Investment Corporation; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself,
Mr. WITTMAN, Mrs. KIGGANS of Vir-
ginia, and Ms. ELFRETH):

H.R. 6893. A bill to reauthorize the Chesa-
peake Bay Office of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. SEWELL (for herself and Mr.
SMITH of Nebraska):

H.R. 6894. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to expand and expedite
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access to cardiac rehabilitation programs
and pulmonary rehabilitation programs
under the Medicare program, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be 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. SMUCKER (for himself and Mr.

SUO0ZZI):

H.R. 6895. A bill to provide further means
of accountability with respect to the United
States debt and promote fiscal responsi-
bility; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. STANSBURY (for herself and
Mr. MORELLE):

H.R. 6896. A bill to provide for certain re-
quirements and oversight for demolition or
substantial alteration of Federal buildings,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform, and in
addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. STEVENS (for herself and Ms.
UNDERWOOD):

H.R. 6897. A bill to advance research, pro-
mote awareness and education, and improve
health care, with respect to thyroid disease,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. SYKES (for herself and Mr.
JOYCE of Ohio):

H.R. 6898. A bill to amend title 51, United
States Code, to promote advancements and
innovation in United States aeronautical re-
search and technology for enhanced safety,
noise, resiliency, and improved environ-
mental impacts in United States aviation
systems; to the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology.

By Mr. TAYLOR (for himself and Ms.
BROWN):

H.R. 6899. A bill to amend the Commodity
Exchange Act to improve the administration
of advisory committees at the Commodity
Futures Trading Commission; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. SANCHEZ,
Ms. SEWELL, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. CHU,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. BOYLE
of Pennsylvania, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
EVANS of Pennsylvania, Mr. SCHNEI-
DER, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
HORSFORD, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr.
Svuozzi, Mr. BELL, Ms. CRAIG, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GOLD-
MAN of New York, Ms. JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. KENNEDY of New York,
Ms. MATSUI, Ms. MCBRIDE, Ms.
MCDONALD RIVET, Mr. MCGARVEY,
Mr. MRVAN, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. SALI-
NAS, Ms. TITUS, and Ms. SCHOLTEN):

H.R. 6900. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to address the nation’s
cost-of-living crisis; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and Workforce, and
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. TOKUDA (for herself, Mr. CASE,
Ms. T1TUS, and Mr. HORSFORD):

H.R. 6901. A bill to establish the Atomic Ci-
vilians Commemorative Service Medal, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. TRAN (for himself, Mr. HURD of
Colorado, and Ms. DEAN of Pennsyl-
vania):
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H.R. 6902. A bill to promote public service
announcement campaigns targeted at youth
substance use prevention, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. VAN DUYNE (for herself and
Mr. PANETTA):

H.R. 6903. A bill to require the Secretary of
State to revoke any United States passport
issued to an individual, on receipt of a cer-
tification by the Secretary of Health and
Human Services that the individual has a
child support arrearage exceeding $2,500; to
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. VAN ORDEN:

H.R. 6904. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to make certain improvements
to rehabilitation programs for veterans with
service-connected disabilities, and for other
purposes.amend title 38, United States Code,
to make certain improvements to rehabilita-
tion programs for veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities, to establish a new bar to
certain benefits under laws administered by
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. B

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 6905. A bill to require the Comptroller
General of the United States to study and re-
port to the Congress on the 2025 financial cri-
sis in Argentina; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 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. VINDMAN (for himself, Mr.
BENTZ, and Mr. RULLI):

H.R. 6906. A bill to require the Attorney
General and the Comptroller General of the
United States to submit to Congress reports
on the drug addiction treatment and recov-
ery industry; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. VINDMAN (for himself and Mr.
CRENSHAW):

H.R. 6907. A bill to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to enhance capabilities
for outbound inspections at the southern
land border, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Homeland Security, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary,
and Ways and Means, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. VINDMAN (for himself, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana,
and Mr. MOORE of Alabama):

H.R. 6908. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
authorize the use of Byrne grants for blue
envelope programs, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VINDMAN (for himself and Mr.
PFLUGER):

H.R. 6909. A bill to direct the Director of
National Intelligence to produce a National
Intelligence Estimate on artificial intel-
ligence systems developed or deployed by en-
tities in the People’s Republic of China; to
the Committee on Intelligence (Permanent
Select).

By Mr. OLSZEWSKI (for himself and
Mr. BACON):

H.J. Res. 135. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to limit the pardon power of
the President; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. DUNN of Florida (for himself
and Mr. CARTER of Georgia):
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H. Res. 959. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that il-
licit fentanyl-related substances are a weap-
on of mass destruction and should be classi-
fied as such, and recognizing President
Trump’s efforts to mitigate illicit narcotics
from entering the United States through
such actions as signing an Executive Order
“Designating Fentanyl as a Weapon of Mass
Destruction” and declaring the crisis caused
by the rise of fentanyl a national health
emergency; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, 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 Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania (for
himself and Mr. LAWLER):

H. Res. 960. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of November 2025 as ‘‘Na-
tional Lung Cancer Awareness Month” and
expressing support for early detection and
treatment of lung cancer; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. FOSTER,
Ms. BUDZzINSKI, Ms. UNDERWOOD, and
Mr. SORENSEN):

H. Res. 961. A resolution recognizing the
schools selected as National Blue Ribbon
Schools for 2025 and celebrating the history
of the Blue Ribbon Schools Program; to the
Committee on Education and Workforce.

By Mr. GREEN of Texas:

H. Res. 962. A resolution honoring Harriet
Tubman’s extraordinary courage, unyielding
opposition to the institution of slavery, and
lasting contributions to American history;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. JACOBS (for herself, Mr.
BACON, Mr. CISCOMANI, Ms. FRIEDMAN,
Mr. NADLER, Ms. ANSARI, Mr. GOLD-
MAN of New York, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr.
LATIMER, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Ms. BALINT, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. PETERS, Mr. MAGAZINER,
Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, Mr. SOTO,
Mr. VARGAS, Mr. BELL, Mr. STANTON,
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. Suo0zZl, Mr.
CoSsTA, and Mr. SHERMAN):

H. Res. 963. A resolution condemning anti-
semitism in all its forms, including the pro-
liferation and amplification of antisemitic
content on artificial intelligence (AI) plat-
forms, urging robust, transparent safeguards
for AI, and recognizing stakeholders working
to counter this threat; to the Committee on
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. MCCLELLAN (for herself, Mr.
BACON, and Mr. BEYER):

H. Res. 964. A resolution recognizing the bi-
centennial of the historic DACOR Bacon
House; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Ms. PRESSLEY:

H. Res. 965. A resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1689) to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to des-
ignate Haiti for temporary protected status;
to the Committee on Rules.

By Mrs. TORRES of California (for her-
self, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr. RUIZ,
Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. SALINAS,
Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. GAR-
CIA of California, Ms. RANDALL, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Ms. FRIEDMAN, Ms. RIVAS,
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Mr. LICCARDO, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Ms. GARCIA of
Texas, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. BROWNLEY,
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MIN, Ms. MATSUI,

Mrs. GRIJALVA, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr.
GOMEZ, Ms. BARRAGAN, and Mr.
WHITESIDES):

H. Res. 966. A resolution recognizing the
admirable contributions of Senate President
Pro Tempore Monique Limoén; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

By Mr. VAN DREW (for himself, Mrs.
LUNA, Mr. MOORE of Alabama, Mr.
FITZGERALD, and Mr. HUNT):

H. Res. 967. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
European laws and regulations unfairly and
unreasonably burden American speech and
innovation; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, 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. WATERS:

H. Res. 968. A resolution recognizing the
90th anniversary of the National Council of
Negro Women and honoring its historic leg-
acy and continued service to the Nation; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements regard-
ing the specific powers granted to Con-
gress in the Constitution to enact the
accompanying bill or joint resolution.

By Mr. BARRETT:

H.R. 6833.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. BONAMICI:

H.R. 6834.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. BERGMAN:

H.R. 6835.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. ALFORD:

H.R. 6836.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 “The Con-
gress shall have power to . . . provide for the

. general welfare of the United States;
By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R. 6837.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 6838.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution. i

By Ms. BARRAGAN:

H.R. 6839.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States
Constitution
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By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 6840.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. CHU:

H.R. 6841.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Ms. CHU:

H.R. 6842.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. CISCOMANT:

H.R. 6843.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. CONAWAY:

H.R. 6844.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution, The General Welfare Clause.

By Mr. CONAWAY:

H.R. 6845.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution, The General Welfare Clause.

By Mr. CRANE:

H.R. 6846.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8 of the
U.S. Constitution.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:

H.R. 6847.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. DELUZIO:

H.R. 6848.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. DESAULNIER:

H.R. 6849.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. DINGELL:

H.R. 6850.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitutional authority of Congress
to enact legislation provided by Article 1,
Section 8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. ESPAILLAT:

H.R. 6851.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. EVANS of Colorado:

H.R. 6852.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. FALLON:

H.R. 6853.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. FINE:

H.R. 6854.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Spending Clause, Article I,
Clause 1

Necessary and Proper Clause, Article 1,
Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. FINSTAD:

H.R. 6855.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8,
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
By Mr. FITZPATRICK:

H.R. 6856.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII, Clause 18

By Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida:

H.R. 6857.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. GARBARINO:

H.R. 6858.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. GOLDMAN of New York:

H.R. 6859.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into the Execution for the foregoing
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or any Department or Officer
thereof”

By Ms. HAGEMAN:

H.R. 6860.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona:

H.R. 6861.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 12 of the United
States Constitution, which grants Congress
the power ‘“To raise and support Armies.”

Article I, Section 8, Clause 13 of the United
States Constitution, which grants Congress
the power ‘“‘To provide and maintain a
Navy.”

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United
States Constitution, which grants Congress
the power ‘“To make Rules for the Govern-
ment and Regulation of the land and naval
Forces.”

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution, which grants Congress
the power ‘“To make all Laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other
Powers vested by this Constitution in the
Government of the United States, or in any
Department or Officer thereof.”’

By Mr. HARDER of California:

H.R. 6862.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Mr. HARDER of California:

H.R. 6863.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Ms. HOYLE of Oregon:

H.R. 6864.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. HUNT:

H.R. 6865.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Sec. 8

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio:

H.R. 6866.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois:

H.R. 6867.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 18
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By Mr. LANDSMAN:

H.R. 6868.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ:

H.R. 6869.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. LOFGREN:

H.R. 6870.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 4 provides Con-
gress with the power to establish a ‘‘uniform
rule of Naturalization.”

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 6871.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. MACKENZIE:

H.R. 6872.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Ms. MALOY:

H.R. 6873.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. MANN:

H.R. 6874.

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. MAST:

H.R. 6875.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3.

By Mr. MCDOWELL:

H.R. 6876.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States of America

By Mr. MCGOVERN:

H.R. 68717.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. MCGOVERN:

H.R. 6878.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. MEEKS:

H.R. 6879.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Ms. MENG:

H.R. 6880.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII.

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS:

H.R. 6881.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion: ““To make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
the foregoing powers, and all other powers
vested by this Constitution in the govern-
ment of the United States, or in any depart-
ment or officer thereof.”

By Mr. MILLS:

H.R. 6882.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution
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By Mr. MIN:

H.R. 6883.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18.

By Mr. MOOLENAAR:

H.R. 6884.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. MOSKOWITZ:

H.R. 6885.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to clause 3(d)(1) of rule XIII of
the Rules of the House of Representatives,
the Committee find the authority for this
legislation in article I, section 8 of the Con-
stitution.

By Mr. NEGUSE:

H.R. 6886.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. PAPPAS:

H.R. 6887.

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. PETTERSEN:

H.R. 6888.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. QUIGLEY:

H.R. 6889.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I

By Mr. QUIGLEY:

H.R. 6890.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Ms. ROSS:

H.R. 6891.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution pro-
vides Congress the authority to regulate
commerce.

By Ms. SALAZAR:

H.R. 6892.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 6893.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. SMUCKER:

H.R. 6895.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section VIII of Article I of the U.S. Con-
stitution

By Ms. STANSBURY:

H.R. 6896.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. STEVENS:

H.R. 6897.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
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8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.
By Mrs. SYKES:

H.R. 6898.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution

By Mr. TAYLOR:

H.R. 6899.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 6900.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Article I,
Section 8, Clause 18

By Ms. TOKUDA:

H.R. 6901.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

clause 14 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution

By Mr. TRAN:

H.R. 6902.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 section 8 of the United States
constitution

By Ms. VAN DUYNE:

H.R. 6903.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section VIII

By Mr. VAN ORDEN:

H.R. 6904.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress shall have power to lay and
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to
pay the debts and provide for the common
defense and general welfare of the United
States; but all duties, imposts and excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States. B

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 6905.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. VINDMAN:

H.R. 6906.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. VINDMAN:

H.R. 6907.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. VINDMAN:

H.R. 6908.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. VINDMAN:

H.R. 6909.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. OLSZEWSKI:

H.J. Res. 135.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:
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H.R. 7: Mr. ROSE.
H.R. 135: Mr. HERNANDEZ.
H.R. 169: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
H.R. 210: Mr. RYAN.
H.R. 293: Mr. PAPPAS.
H.R. 349: Ms. GOODLANDER

HERNANDEZ.
H.R. 379: Mr.
H.R. 498: Mr.
H.R. 539: Mr.
H.R. 553: Mr.
H.R. 583: Mr.
H.R. 611: Mr.
H.R. 621: Mr.
H.R. 748: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
H.R. 759: Ms. GOODLANDER.
H.R. 783: . MCBRIDE.

. 863: . MIN.

. 915: . MRVAN.

. 929: . MCDONALD RIVET.

. 958: . TRAN.

. 1004: Mr. TRAN and Ms. MCDONALD

and Mr.

BENTZ.

GROTHMAN.

HERNANDEZ.

SU0ZZI.

SU0ZZI.

MOORE of North Carolina.
MIN.

. 1027: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
. 1028: Mr. MCGUIRE.

. 1038: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
. 1061: Mr. SWALWELL.

H.R. 1065: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 1076: Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania and
Mrs. TORRES of California.

H.R. 1106: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 1175: Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 1227: Mr. CLEAVER and Mr. AMO.

H.R. 1254: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 1319: Mr. DONALDS.

H.R. 1329: Ms. RANDALL, Mr. MFUME, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. BARRETT,
Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. IVEY, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. LOF-
GREN, Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Ms. R0SS, Mr. THANEDAR, Mrs. FLETCHER,
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. POCAN, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
TAKANO, Mr. EvANS of Colorado, Mr.
BRESNAHAN, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. BEAN of
Florida, Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr. BOST, Ms.
McDONALD RIVET, Mr. LAHOOD, and Mrs.
McCLAIN DELANEY.

H.R. 1330: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 1355: Mr. MOULTON.

H.R. 1363: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 1410: Mr. MIN and Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 1464: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 1470: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 1475: Mr. HERNANDEZ.

H.R. 1521: Mr. FRY.

H.R. 1522: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 1538: Mr. RILEY of New York and Ms.
SALINAS.

H.R. 1548: Mr. RILEY of New York.

H.R. 1576: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 1613: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 1616: Mr. RILEY of New York and Mr.
NEGUSE.

H.R. 1628: Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. HAMADEH of
Arizona, Mr. GILL of Texas, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. LIEU, Mr. AMODEI of Nevada, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Pennsylvania, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of Utah, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr.
LOUDERMILK, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
OWENS, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. WILLIAMS of
Texas, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. DONALDS, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. BIGGS of Arizona, Mr. TONKO, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. MCCORMICK, Mr. GIMENEZ,
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine,
Mrs. HARSHBARGER, Mrs. MILLER of West Vir-
ginia, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. HUNT, Mr. FEENSTRA,
Mr. FIELDS, Ms. PEREZ, Ms. TENNEY, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
PFLUGER, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. MOORE of
North Carolina, Mr. GOLDMAN of Texas, Mr.
CISCOMANI, Mr. MANN, Mr. SORENSEN, Mr.
VEASEY, Mr. EZELL, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Mr.
WALBERG, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
LAWLER, Mr. HARRIGAN, Mr. MEUSER, Mr.
Suozzi, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, Ms. VAN
DUYNE, Mr. BRESNAHAN, and Mr. ROGERS of
Kentucky.

H.R. 1661: Mr. CoSTA, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, and Mr. FIELDS.

December 18, 2025

TRAN.

LANDSMAN.
BRESNAHAN.
BRESNAHAN.
MCDONALD RIVET.
PAPPAS.

DAVIDSON.

MCDONALD RIVET.
BRESNAHAN.
BRESNAHAN.

PETERS.

TRAN.

BRESNAHAN.
MCDONALD RIVET.
1889: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

1941: Mr. KENNEDY of New York.
1943: Mr. BRESNAHAN and Mrs. DIN-

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.
GELL.

H.R. 1960: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 1965: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 1993: Mr. STAUBER and Ms. CASTOR of
Florida.

H.R. 2004:

H.R. 2008:

H.R. 2023:

H.R. 2028:

H.R. 2049:

H.R. 2089:

H.R. 2095:

H.R. 2103:

H.R. 2145:

H.R. 2213:

H.R. 2228:

H.R. 2232:

H.R. 2244:

H.R. 2245:

H.R. 2253:
CLARKE of
Florida.

H.R. 2343: Mr. GARBARINO and Mr. RILEY of
New York.

H.R. 2353: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 2362: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 2383: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 2410: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Mrs. HAYES,
Mrs. KiM, and Mr. DELUZIO.

H.R. 2429: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 2496: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 2514: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 2531: Mrs. FOUSHEE.

H.R. 2538: Mr. MORELLE.

H.R. 2548: Mr. ScHMIDT, Mr. CASTEN, Mr.
PAPPAS, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. SALI-
NAS, Mr. CARSON, Mr. BISHOP, Ms. BROWNLEY,
Mr. HARDER of California, Mr. LYNCH, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. PANETTA, Ms.
Lois FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
LEVIN, Mrs. TRAHAN, Ms. RANDALL, Mr. CAR-
TER of Louisiana, Mr. NORCROSS, Ms.
MCBRIDE, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. ELFRETH, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr.
TRAN, Mr. MIN, and Ms. DEAN of Pennsyl-
vania.

H.R. 2630: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 2672: Mr. FINSTAD and Mr. STEIL.

H.R. 2678: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 2692: Mrs. FOUSHEE.

H.R. 2767: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 2810: Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 2812: Mr. VASQUEZ.

H.R. 2831: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 2864: Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 2910: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 2921: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 2937: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 2939: Mr. MIN.

H.R. 2940: Mr. LEVIN.

H.R. 2950: Mr. VINDMAN.

H.R. 2978: Mr. TRAN and Mr. VASQUEZ.

H.R. 3045: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Ms.
CROCKETT.

H.R. 3069: Ms. ELFRETH.

H.R. 3107: Ms. GOODLANDER.

H.R. 3112: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. GARBARINO, and Ms. CASTOR of
Florida.

H.R. 3117: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 3119: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 3122: Mrs. KIM.

1684:
1731:
1733:
1734:
1735:
1753:
1776:
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1826:
1827:
1845:
1849:
1858:
1884:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

BRESNAHAN.
TRAN.
HERNANDEZ.
MCDONALD RIVET.
MCDONALD RIVET.
SESSIONS.
TRAN.
MCDONALD RIVET.
SUO0ZZI.
GILLEN.
PAPPAS.
NEGUSE.
Mr. VASQUEZ.
Mr. TRAN and Mr. PAPPAS.
Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms.
New York, and Ms. CASTOR of
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H.R. 3144: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 3151: Ms. HOULAHAN.

H.R. 3164: Mr. ADERHOLT, Ms. MCDONALD
RIVET, Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. HUD-
SON, Ms. BYNUM, and Mr. CROW.

H.R. 3178: Ms. MCBRIDE, Mrs. FLETCHER,
and Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 3183: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 3206: Mr. MIN.

H.R. 3223: Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania and
Mr. HORSFORD.

H.R. 3262: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 3277: Mr. TRAN, Ms. MCDONALD RIVET,
and Mr. ONDER.

H.R. 3295: Mr.

H.R. 3304: Mr.

H.R. 3316: Mr.

H.R. 3335: Mr.

H.R. 3340: Mr.

H.R. 3385: Mr. LAHOOD.

H.R. 3389: Mr. MIN.

H.R. 3392: Mr. NEGUSE and Ms. MCDONALD
RIVET.

H.R. 3418:

H.R. 3463:

H.R. 3497:

H.R. 3513:

H.R. 3534:

H.R. 3565:

H.R. 3591:

H.R. 3649:

H.R. 3684:

H.R. 3686:

TRAN.

BRESNAHAN and Mr. RYAN.
MOULTON and Mr. ESPAILLAT.
MCGARVEY.

TRAN.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

PAPPAS.
TRAN.
MIN and Mr. CARBAJAL.
QUIGLEY.
TRAN and Mr. PAPPAS.
Mr. TRAN.
Mr. SIMPSON.
Mrs. TRAHAN.
Mr. NEGUSE.
Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 3694: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
H.R. 3743: Mr. SWALWELL.
H.R. 3747: Mr. TRAN, Mr. NEGUSE, and Mr.
CARTER of Georgia.
H.R. 3783: Ms. HOULAHAN.
H.R. 3885: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 3946: Mr. NEGUSE and Mr. PAPPAS.
H.R. 3959: Mr. MOORE of North Carolina.
H.R. 3979: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 4032: Mr. MESSMER.
H.R. 4047: Ms. MCBRIDE.
H.R. 4074: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 4101: Mr. NEGUSE and Mr. PAPPAS.
H.R. 4110: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
H.R. 4206: Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania and
Mr. STAUBER.
H.R. 4235: Mr. VINDMAN.
H.R. 4245: Ms. HOULAHAN.
H.R. 4253: Mr. HERNANDEZ.
H.R. 4282: Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. LOFGREN, and
Mr. CROW.
H.R. 4296: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 4398: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
H.R. 4400: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 4418: Mrs. FOUSHEE.
H.R. 4473: Mr. SUOZZI.
H.R. 4528: Mrs. FOUSHEE.
H.R. 4546: Mr. BAUMGARTNER.
H.R. 4575: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
H.R. 4582: Mr. NEGUSE and Mr. TRAN.
H.R. 4583: Mr. NEGUSE and Mr. TRAN.
H.R. 4669: Mr. PAPPAS.
H.R. 4698: Mr. NEGUSE.
H.R. 4703: Mr. TONKO.
H.R. 4731: Mr. CORREA, Mr. PETERS, and Mr.
VARGAS.
H.R. 4782: Mr. TRAN
RIVET.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

and Ms. MCDONALD

4784: Mr. BRESNAHAN.
4840: Ms. SEWELL.
4935: Mrs. MCCLAIN DELANEY.
4936: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 4945: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 4948: Mr. THANEDAR.

H.R. 4957: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS and Mr.
NEGUSE.

H.R. 4965: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 4979: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 4980: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 4987: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 4994: Mrs. FOUSHEE.

H.R. 4996: Mr. TRAN.
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H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

5004:
5037:
5052:
5074:
5106:
5128:
5138:
5152:
5164:
5168:
5198: Ms.

H.R. 5199: Ms.

H.R. 5206:
MCGARVEY.

H.R. 5217:
LAMALFA.

H.R. 5221: Mr. LANDSMAN.

H.R. 5269: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
NEGUSE, and Mr. PFLUGER.

H.R. 5280: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 5298: Mrs. FOUSHEE.

H.R. 5309: Mr. BERA and Ms. SIMON.

H.R. 5351: Mrs. KIM and Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5366: Mr. MIN and Mr. CROW.

H.R. 5387: Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. TRAN, and Ms.
MCDONALD RIVET.

H.R. 5390: Ms. SCHRIER.

H.R. 5415: Mr. ONDER and Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 5434: Mr. GOMEZ and Ms. KAMLAGER-
DOVE.

H.R. 5438: Mr. FINE.

H.R. 5452: Mr. LATIMER.

H.R. 5459: Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona.

H.R. 5461: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 5469: Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS.

H.R. 5476: Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. GOODLANDER,
Ms. MCBRIDE, and Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 5479: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5482: Mr. TRAN and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina.

H.R. 5483: Mr. MOORE of North Carolina.

H.R. 5490: Mr. TRAN and Mrs. K1Mm.

H.R. 5496: Ms. STANSBURY and Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 5519: Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. HURD of Colo-
rado, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. TRAN,
and Mr. PALMER.

H.R. 5556: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5573: Mr. MIN.

H.R. 5584: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5586: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5593: Mr. HARDER of California and Ms.
KING-HINDS.

H.R. 5594: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 5598: Mr. NEGUSE and Ms. MCDONALD
RIVET.

H.R. 5614: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 5616: Mr. MOORE of North Carolina,
Mr. BARR, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr.
TRAN, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 5622: Mrs. FLETCHER.

H.R. 5625: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 5626: Mr. TRAN.

H.R. 5703: Mr. BRESNAHAN.

H.R. 5722: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 5755: Ms. HOULAHAN and Mr. CARTER of
Georgia.

H.R. 5783:

H.R. 5862:

H.R. 5905:

H.R. 5945:

H.R. 5961:

H.R. 5964:

H.R. 5973:

H.R. 5996:

H.R. 6022: Mr. SUOZZI.

H.R. 6054: Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 6085: Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. DAvVIS of Illinois,
and Mr. WALKINSHAW.

H.R. 6088: Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 6123: Mr. MAGAZINER.

H.R. 6124: Ms. CASTOR of Florida.

H.R. 6130: Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 6166: Ms. DELBENE, Ms. WATERS, and
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NEGUSE.
VASQUEZ.
TRAN.
TRAN.
MESSMER and Mrs. FOUSHEE.
BRESNAHAN.

NEGUSE and Mr. TRAN.

TRAN.

HERNANDEZ.

LATIMER and Ms. RANDALL.
STANSBURY.
STANSBURY.
Mrs. FOUSHEE

and Mr.

Ms. STANSBURY and Mr.

Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

TENNEY.

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.
NEGUSE.

NEGUSE.

NEGUSE.

GARAMENDI.

BELL.

MCBRIDE.

H6119

KELLY of Pennsylvania.
MCDONALD RIVET.
BELL.
MIN.
TIFFANY.
SoTo.
NORTON.
TLAIB.
FEENSTRA.
MFUME.
SCHOLTEN.
: Mr. PFLUGER.
: Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE.
: Mrs. HAYES.
: Mr. NEHLS.
: Mr. BILIRAKIS.
: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina.
. : Ms. NORTON.
. 6547: Mr. MOSKOWITZ.
. 6552: Mr. MOSKOWITZ.
. 6567: Mr. CARSON.
H.R. 6591: Ms. LOFGREN and Ms. WILSON of
Florida.
H.R. 65697: Mr. BELL.
H.R. 6601: Ms. STANSBURY and Mr. CARSON.

: Mr.
: Ms.
: Mr.
: Mr.
: Mr.
: Mr.
: Ms.
: Ms.
: Mr.
: Mr.
: Ms.

H.R. 6650: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina.
H.R. 6685: Ms. CRAIG.

H.R. 6696: Mr. BERA.

H.R. 6731: Mr. LYNCH, Mr. CROW, Mr.

OLSZEWSKI, and Mr. WALKINSHAW.
H.R. 6734: Mr. ONDER and Mr. BIGGS of Ari-

. 6736:
. 6756:
. 6757:
. 6766:
. 6769:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

CASAR.

CARSON.

CARSON.

MANNION and Ms. BROWNLEY.
MOULTON.

. 6781: Ms. BOEBERT.

H.R. 6793: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 6797: Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
GIMENEZ, Mrs. KiM, and Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 6815: Mr. FROST and Ms. TLAIB.

H.J. Res. 118: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

Con. Res. 12: Ms. GOODLANDER.
Res. 70: Mr. STAUBER.

Res. 76: Mr. SUOZZI.

Res. 99: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 120: Mr. CASTRO of Texas.
Res. 254: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 317: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.
Res. 366: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 401: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 542: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 547: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia.
Res. 602: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 617: Mr. NEGUSE.

Res. 723: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 744: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 793: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 822: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 832: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.
Res. 854: Mr. VINDMAN.

Res. 866: Mr. BAUMGARTNER.
Res. 869: Ms. MCDONALD RIVET.

. Res. 920: Mr. Suozzl and Ms. MCDONALD
RIVET.

H. Res. 929: Mr. OLSZEWSKI, Ms. OMAR, and
Ms. MCBRIDE.

H. Res. 956: Mr. NADLER, Ms. FEDORCHAK,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr.
BISHOP, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, and Mr. TRAN.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 1566: Mrs. RAMIREZ.
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