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delay, and H.J. Res 39 and S.J. Res 15 would
nullify that rulemaking.

Our organizations support both a shift to
cleaner and fairer supply chains for clean en-
ergy, as well as the rapid deployment of
clean energy in order to meet the urgency of
the climate crisis. Thanks in part to the ex-
pansive investments in clean energy manu-
facturing and high quality job standards in-
cluded in the Inflation Reduction Act (IRA),
we are now well positioned to achieve both of
these goals. The administration’s strong im-
plementation of the IRA’s domestic content
provisions is a critical piece to further drive
manufacturing buildout in the U.S. However,
passage of these CRA resolutions would un-
dermine the ability of the U.S. solar indus-
try to succeed in accelerating the shift to
more clean energy on the power grid.

The President’s decision to pause tariffs
for two years is providing U.S. businesses
with much-needed certainty after several
months of project cancellations and delays
last year due to the Commerce Department’s
investigation, which caused solar deploy-
ment to decline by 30 percent—10 gigawatts
below expectations.

We have already seen more than $13 billion
in domestic solar manufacturing announce-
ments since the passage of the IRA. While
more buildout is needed, this demonstrates
that domestic investment is headed in the
right direction. Additional panel shortages,
as we saw during the Commerce Department
investigation, would once again debilitate
U.S. utility-scale solar projects and jobs.
And if a CRA resolution rolls back the Presi-
dent’s two-year tariff pause, then debili-
tating shortages and lost investment capital
could begin this year.

Beyond the harm to solar deployments
across the U.S., there is the larger issue of
the CRA being the wrong tool for Congres-
sional oversight. Congress has always had
the power to create, modify or eliminate
rules using the regular legislative process.
The CRA provides a more extreme path by
repealing a rule in its entirety and pre-
venting an agency from issuing a new rule
that is ‘‘substantially the same,”” an unde-
fined phrase that can essentially freeze the
regulatory process.

In this instance, while the Commerce De-
partment investigation of tariff circumven-
tion was being conducted, the administra-
tion sought to provide enough lead time for
domestic solar panel manufacturing and sup-
ply chains to rapidly expand operations to
meet demand, bring certainty on the prices
of imported panels to the solar companies
deploying clean energy, and job stability for
those workers installing panels. Passing
these resolutions could prevent future ad-
ministrations from being able to find appro-
priate solutions to other tariffs and trade
challenges.

For these reasons, the undersigned organi-
zations urge you to vote NO on H.J. Res 39
and S.J. Res 15. Thank you for your atten-
tion to this matter and for considering our
views.

Sincerely,

League of Conservation Voters, Natural
Resources Defense Council, Sierra Club, Cli-
mate Action Campaign, Environmental Law
and Policy Center, Clean Energy for Amer-
ica, Chesapeake Climate Action Network,
Earthjustice, Environmental Defense Fund,
Union of Concerned Scientists.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
somebody listening from the sidelines
would think that there is a great deal
of disagreement between my honorable
friend from Missouri and me. That is
not the case. We share many of the
same goals, as he knows, with legisla-
tion that I am proposing to try to rein
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in some of the egregious abuses of the
Chinese.

What we are disagreeing about today
is to undercut a process that is work-
ing with the Department of Commerce
for accountability. The goal here is for
another year to be able to work the
process through. I have no doubt that
we are going to end up essentially in
the same place but without compro-
mising the ability of organized labor
and workers to be able to have jobs
without undercutting the opportunity
for the businesses to be able to cope
with these changed circumstances and
to be able to develop a supply chain,
which you cannot do overnight. But
over the course of the next year or so,
we can make significant progress. That
is our goal. We don’t think that we
have to punish American companies
and American workers to achieve that
goal.

I am convinced that over the course
of the next year, we will be largely in
the same place after that process is fin-
ished with the Department of Com-
merce. In the meantime, we are not
going to have American workers and
businesses pay the price for this, frank-
ly, unfortunate demonstration of polit-
ical messaging. We want to reach the
same goal. We don’t want to punish
workers and industry while we get
there.

Having this additional year requested
by the Biden administration that
would be achieved by sustaining his
veto is a reasonable outcome and I
think gets us where we want to be.

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully suggest
that we reject this resolution, allow
the process to work, do not penalize
American workers, and strengthen sup-
ply chains so that a year and a half
from now, we can, in fact, be in the
same place, having a robust domestic
industry and enforcing our goals and
objectives.

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

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

For years, China has been engaged in
a long list of unfair trade practices. It
is these practices that are harming
American workers. They cost commu-
nities their jobs and create an unfair
playing field.

We are here today to end the mis-
guided reward that the White House
gave China for one of those unfair prac-
tices: shipping solar products through
four Southeast Asian nations to dodge
paying U.S. tariffs.

That is simply what we are talking
about here. That is it. That is how you
protect American workers.

It is not allowing the Chinese, the
CCP, to have a competitive advantage
over our manufacturers and over our
American workers. But if it is for solar
panels, wait, it is okay for the Chinese
to subsidize that. It is okay for Amer-
ican workers to lose their jobs unfairly
because we don’t want to put a tariff
on the CCP.

It is extremely important that even
the Department of Commerce, Presi-
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dent Biden’s Department of Commerce,
is the one that suggested there should
be tariffs on these four countries be-
cause they are the ones that identified
these four countries being misused by
the CCP.

That is what we are trying to do, is
to follow Biden’s Department of Com-
merce. Unfortunately, Biden himself is
not even following his own Department
of Commerce because he is more on the
side of his special interest groups in-
stead of the American workers who are
losing their jobs because this resolu-
tion, his veto, basically allows more
Chinese solar panels in without tariffs,
and they are not doing anything about
it.

That is why, in a bipartisan measure,
both in the House and in the Senate,
we voted to reverse President Biden,
including the Finance Committee chair
over on the other side, a Democrat,
who voted to reverse the President’s
proposal.

The problem is we don’t have enough
Democrats that will join us. We have
just a few, but I am thankful for the
few who want to stand up to the CCP.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered.

There was no objeciton.

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

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

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

the vote

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 26 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
O 1630
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MIKE GARCIA of Cali-
fornia) at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Passage of H.J. Res. 39, the objec-
tions of the President to the contrary
notwithstanding;

Passage of H.J. Res. 45; and

The motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 1669.
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The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

DISAPPROVING THE RULE SUB-
MITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT
OF COMMERCE RELATING TO
“PROCEDURES COVERING SUS-
PENSION OF LIQUIDATION, DU-
TIES AND ESTIMATED DUTIES IN
ACCORD WITH PRESIDENTIAL
PROCLAMATION 10414

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question of wheth-
er the House, on reconsideration, will
pass the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 39)
disapproving the rule submitted by the
Department of Commerce relating to
“Procedures Covering Suspension of
Liquidation, Duties and Estimated Du-
ties in Accord With Presidential Proc-
lamation 10414, the objections of the
President to the contrary notwith-
standing.

In accord with the Constitution, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 214, nays
205, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 233]

YEAS—214
Aderholt Dunn (FL) Johnson (SD)
Alford Edwards Jordan
Allen Ellzey Joyce (OH)
Amodei Emmer Joyce (PA)
Armstrong Estes Kaptur
Arrington Ezell Kean (NJ)
Babin Fallon Kelly (MS)
Bacon Feenstra Kelly (PA)
Baird Ferguson Khanna
Balderson Finstad Kiggans (VA)
Banks Fischbach Kildee
Barr Fitzgerald Kiley
Bean (FL) Fitzpatrick Kim (CA)
Bentz Fleischmann Kustoff
Bergman Flood LaHood
Bice Foxx Lamborn
Biggs Franklin, C. Langworthy
Bilirakis Scott Latta
Bishop (NC) Fry LaTurner
Boebert Fulcher Lee (FL)
Bost Gaetz Lesko
Brecheen Gallagher Letlow
Buchanan Garcia, Mike Loudermilk
Buck Gimenez Lucas
Bucshon Golden (ME) Luetkemeyer
Burchett Gongzales, Tony Luttrell
Burgess Good (VA) Mace
Burlison Gooden (TX) Malliotakis
Calvert Gosar Mann
Cammack Granger Mast
Carey Graves (LA) McCarthy
Carl Graves (MO) McCaul
Carter (GA) Green (TN) McClain
Carter (TX) Greene (GA) McClintock
Chavez-DeRemer  Griffith McCormick
Ciscomani Grothman Meuser
Cline Guest Miller (IL)
Cloud Guthrie Miller (OH)
Clyde Hageman Miller (WV)
Cole Harris Mills
Collins Harshbarger Moolenaar
Comer Hern Moore (AL)
Crane Higgins (LA) Moore (UT)
Crawford Hill Moran
Crenshaw Hinson Mrvan
Davidson Houchin Murphy
De La Cruz Hudson Nehls
Deluzio Huizenga Newhouse
DesJarlais Issa Norman
Diaz-Balart Jackson (TX) Nunn (IA)
Donalds James Owens
Duarte Johnson (LA) Palmer
Duncan Johnson (OH) Pence

Perez

Perry

Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Santos
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcla (IL)

Auchincloss
Beyer
Higgins (NY)
Hunt
LaMalfa
Luna

Sessions
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stewart
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner

NAYS—205

Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson Lee
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
LaLota
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawler
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Massie
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Miller-Meeks
Molinaro
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mullin
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
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Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym

Zinke

Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Peltola
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Underwood
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—16

McHenry
Mooney
Napolitano
Obernolte
Ogles
Quigley

Scanlon
Simpson
Trone
Vargas
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Mr. PASCRELL changed his vote
from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative), the veto of the President
was sustained, and the joint resolution
was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
GREENE of Georgia). The veto message
and the joint resolution are referred to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

The Clerk will notify the Senate of
the action of the House.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL

DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE DEPART-
MENT OF EDUCATION RELATING
TO “WAIVERS AND MODIFICA-
TIONS OF FEDERAL STUDENT
LOANS.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the pas-
sage of the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
45) providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5,
United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Edu-
cation relating to ‘“Waivers and Modi-
fications of Federal Student Loans”,
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the joint resolution.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
203, not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 234]

The

YEAS—218
Aderholt Cole Gimenez
Alford Collins Golden (ME)
Allen Comer Gonzales, Tony
Amodei Crane Good (VA)
Armstrong Crawford Gooden (TX)
Arrington Crenshaw Gosar
Babin Curtis Granger
Bacon D’Esposito Graves (LA)
Baird Davidson Graves (MO)
Balderson De La Cruz Green (TN)
Banks DesJarlais Greene (GA)
Barr Diaz-Balart Griffith
Bean (FL) Donalds Grothman
Bentz Duarte Guest
Bergman Duncan Guthrie
Bice Dunn (FL) Hageman
Biggs Edwards Harris
Bilirakis Ellzey Harshbarger
Bishop (NC) Emmer Hern
Boebert Estes Higgins (LA)
Bost Ezell Hill
Brecheen Fallon Hinson
Buchanan Feenstra Houchin
Buck Ferguson Hudson
Bucshon Finstad Huizenga
Burchett Fischbach Hunt
Burgess Fitzgerald Issa
Burlison Fitzpatrick Jackson (TX)
Calvert Fleischmann James
Cammack Flood Johnson (LA)
Carey Foxx Johnson (OH)
Carl Franklin, C. Johnson (SD)
Carter (GA) Scott Jordan
Carter (TX) Fry Joyce (OH)
Chavez-DeRemer Fulcher Joyce (PA)
Ciscomani Gaetz Kean (NJ)
Cline Gallagher Kelly (MS)
Cloud Garbarino Kelly (PA)
Clyde Garcia, Mike Kiggans (VA)
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