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The complaint that they were play-
ing games and some drugs they were
making really expensive and some they
were selling cheaper, that is over. Now,
you actually had one of the major man-
ufacturers say: Screw it. We are going
around this, and we are selling directly
to our customers. The manufactures
now are going to sell directly to the
customers.

Okay. Then you have others, which I
am fascinated with, companies like
Civica, which actually isn’t a company.
It is a co-op. As a co-op, everything
from the State Medicaid system to an
insurance company to hospitals and
this and that, they are taking generic
drugs and they are making them them-
selves. This is one of my arguments
about insulin prices. They are making
eight versions of generic insulins, and
they intend to sell it for less than the
Democrats’ subsidized price.

The Democrats come behind these
microphones and say: We hate Big
Pharma. Then their plan is they turn
around and say: Let’s give $16 billion to
Big Pharma, buy down the price of in-
sulin, and we will tell people we actu-
ally did something. Yet, a co-op is
going to do the same thing without
government money and do it for less.
Does anyone see a problem here?

Then by them doing the $16 billion,
handing that money to Big Pharma,
they actually make the concept of put-
ting together co-ops to actually make
generic drugs more difficult. It is just,
once again, insanity.

One of the weight-loss drugs, one of
the molecules—it is not semaglutide. It
is the first molecule that was patented.
That one came off patent January 1. I
think I am allowed to say it, because
we have actually been having a lot of
conversations with some of the generic
drug manufacturers. Expect in May to
see one of these diet drugs that actu-
ally produce the hormone, do those
things, will be generic. We know some
of those have been just stunning mir-
acles. There are some great studies out
there that actually their effectiveness
may change the U.S. economy.

What else is going on? You just saw
Florida got the right to reimport from
Canada. My understanding in Colorado,
I think there are a couple of Indian
Tribes which are making applications
to the FDA to reimport. Some of the
economists say, oh, that is not going to
make much of a difference.

It is not about it making a dif-
ference. It is the concept that, for
many of us who love markets—you
may see it as chaos. I actually see it as
markets battling each other to bring
things to the public faster, better,
cheaper, provide optionality, different
silos where you can purchase. Through
that, we increase your choice, your
optionality, and we maximize price ef-
ficiency. You actually see these incred-
ible things happening.

Now, there is a whole new world we
are going to have to figure out. If that
is happening on this side of the ledg-
er—and then what did you also see? I
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think it was in December, we had the
first genetic drug that cures sickle cell
anemia come out of the FDA. They
changed the genetics, and it is now ap-
proved and out the door. It is really ex-
pensive. Why it is a miracle is because
now we know how to do it. We actually
know how to do an actual genetic drug.

One of the most powerful things we
can do for this society is no longer en-
gaging in what the left so often does,
which is ration, subsidize, and main-
tain your misery.

There is a group of us here who be-
lieve cures are the greatest morality
and also the best economics.

Mr. Speaker, there is hope, but until
we actually start to tell the truth
about how fast the debt is moving
against us—the window is closing on us
fast. For so many of our Democrat col-
leagues, the con used to be we will
stall, stall, stall, stall, the Republicans
will get squeezed, and they will have to
agree to tax hikes because that will be
the only option that is left. The prob-
lem is the debt is so huge. To quote my
8-year-old, the debt is so ginormous
that the tax option only closes a small
portion. The solution is in policy.

I desperately had hoped we would be
up and working on things like a debt
and deficit commission. For those who
are freaked out that they might raise
taxes, they might cut programs, they
might do everything, but the vast ma-
jority of saving this country from the
death spiral of its debt is actually in
policy.

The problem is, when you do policy,
you take on a whole lot of business
models, bureaucracies, and you force
people to compete differently. This
place is often a protection racket. It is
a protection racket of this business
model or of this bureaucracy. The mo-
rality is in the disruption. It is also our
path where we save ourselves.
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If we wait much longer, it doesn’t
matter; the bond market will be the
one that actually runs this place, runs
this government, because we will have
basically walked away from our chance
to be the influencers.

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

———

PLACER COUNTY RETAIL THEFT
INITIATIVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from California (Mr. KILEY)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commend a new initiative by the busi-
ness community and law enforcement
in Placer County spearheaded by the
district attorney’s office called the
Placer County Retail Theft Initiative.

You can see here a printout of win-
dow signs that businesses in Placer
County can now display. It says: ““This
business is protected by Placer Coun-
ty’s Retail Theft Initiative. Warning,
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Placer County is invested in holding
those who steal from our residents and
businesses accountable to the greatest
extent the State law allows.”

Now, the reason this is necessary is
that there has been an epidemic of re-
tail theft in California, owing to very
misguided changes to the State’s
criminal laws, as well as very mis-
guided choices by certain jurisdictions
to defund police and to have prosecu-
tors who refuse to enforce the law.

What Placer County, a county in my
district, is doing is saying that we are
not one of those jurisdictions. We are a
pro-public safety county and, what’s
more, even though the State’s criminal
laws around retail theft are very weak,
the county is using the full authority
that exists in those laws, maximizing
the accountability that can be brought
to bear on those who choose to steal.

Therefore, these signs have been dis-
tributed. You can actually get them
from the district attorney’s office. My
office has some, as well, if you are a
business and would like to display one
in your window. It serves as a real de-
terrent.

What is making this possible is: the
Placer County Board of Supervisors
has voted to accept a $2 million grant
for the Placer County District Attor-
ney’s Office new retail theft vertical
prosecution team. With these grant
funds, the DA’s office will add a full-
time deputy district attorney, a dis-
trict attorney investigator, and a
crime analyst to work on the inves-
tigation and prosecution of retail theft
crimes.

The vertical prosecution structure
provided by the grant allows for cases
to be handled by the same investigator
and ©prosecutor from case filing
through adjudication.

You can see here the broad coalition
that is behind this initiative. It is not
just the DA’s office. It is the sheriff’s
office; it is the Roseville Police Depart-
ment; it is the Rocklin Police Depart-
ment; the Auburn Police Department;
the Lincoln Police Department; Colfax,
as well as the business community of
the Roseville area chamber.

You have the Lincoln chamber, you
have the Rocklin area chamber, you
have the Auburn chamber, the
Foresthill chamber, Colfax chamber,
Loomis Basin chamber, an entire coali-
tion that has come together in order to
make this a very clear deterrent.

Again, this is an actual sign that
businesses can have in their window so
that thieves who are walking by will
see that, if they choose to prey upon
this business, if they choose to steal,
then that crime is going to be reported,
and they are going to be held account-
able to the full extent that the law al-
lows.

In this way, I believe Placer County
is setting a model for jurisdictions
across California. In fact, this isn’t the
first time that Placer has done this.
Placer County was also the first coun-
ty in the State of California to obtain
a murder conviction for fentanyl.
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Again, the State’s laws, similar to re-
tail theft, on fentanyl are not as strong
as they should be. The legislature and
Governor have refused to act to pass
stronger laws, but the district attor-
ney’s office has managed to use the au-
thority within existing law to bring
the full measure of accountability on
those who prey on the public.

As Placer County District Attorney
Morgan Gire said: ‘‘Placer County is
known as a problem solver on key
issues affecting our State. Our county’s
collaborative and innovative approach
to statewide problems, coupled with
our ability to address those problems
proactively, makes Placer County a
leader in addressing challenges affect-
ing our quality of life. This retail theft
initiative shows that we are united and
dedicated to fighting retail theft in our
region.”

It is one reason, by the way, why
folks want to come to our county.
While the population of California has
been steadily declining, it has actually
been increasing in our county, and a
major reason is the dedication of those
who are in public safety roles and sup-
port that exists in our community for
supporting law enforcement as a key
facet of maintaining our quality of life.

Now, of course, you can look at other
parts of the State, like San Francisco,
where you are seeing precisely the op-
posite, where there is this downward
spiral of retailers continuing to close.
It is like a new business every day
seems to shut down. The city itself is
losing population faster than any
major city in U.S. history.

Ultimately, the State of California
needs to reform its broken criminal
justice system. Initiatives like Prop 47
have dramatically reduced the con-
sequences that are available for retail
theft, and for open drug use. Other
policies like Prop 57, Realignment, and
many more have weakened our ability
to hold offenders accountable.

What Placer County has shown is
that, even with being dealt a bad hand
by the State, it is still possible for the
community to come together to insist
on accountability, and I think that
what they are doing is a great model. I
would certainly encourage any busi-
nesses within Placer who are seeing
this to pick up one of these signs in
order to protect your establishment.

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR RULE

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, the Biden
administration’s Department of Labor
has announced a new independent con-
tractor rule that amounts to one of the
most potentially harmful economic
policies that has come out of this ad-
ministration or any administration in
recent history. It is estimated that this
new rule, which restricts significantly
the ability to be an independent con-
tractor, to work as a freelancer, to be
your own boss, could cost upwards of
3.2 to 3.6 million full and part-time
jobs.

Also, here is the thing. This is not a
matter of speculation. Sometimes,
when you have a proposed policy, you
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can do an economic analysis and try to
forecast what the effects might be.
However, in this case, we know exactly
what the effects are going to be, be-
cause we have already seen them play
out in California.

This new independent contractor rule
is based upon California’s infamous
ABb law, which was signed by Governor
Gavin Newsom in 2019.

The effects of that law have been ab-
solutely devastating. In fact, a study
out of George Mason University just a
few weeks ago found that the law, in
and of itself, has reduced self-employ-
ment in California by over 10 percent
and has reduced overall employment by
over 4 percent. That is potentially hun-
dreds of thousands of jobs that have
been lost in California because of this
one law. That is what really makes
this law uniquely devastating.

California has a lot of very harmful
labor and economic policies, and we are
seeing a lot from this administration,
as well. Oftentimes, as a worker, as an
entrepreneur, as a small business
owner, there is a death-by-a-million-
cuts effect where the costs imposed on
your enterprise just add up to the point
that things don’t pencil out and you
have to close down shop, lay people off,
or move out of the State.

Well, AB5 was different in that it was
one particular law that, by itself, cost
many, many people their livelihoods,
completely upended their whole career
with a stroke of a pen. We saw this ef-
fect immediately after AB5 passed in
2019.

Before it had even taken effect, we
heard countless stories of people who
all of a sudden had no ability to earn a
living. The careers that they had built
over years, over decades, were snatched
from them, were taken away with the
effect of this one single law.

Therefore, after the law went into ef-
fect, in a matter of weeks, we compiled
a whole book full of stories, AB5 sto-
ries, and many, many more have been
added since. As this new rule is about
to take effect, I am planning to share
some of those stories with the Amer-
ican public so that folks who are out-
side California know what is in store if
and when this new Biden administra-
tion labor rule takes effect.

For today’s story, this is from John,
who is a guest orchestral conductor.
Very shortly after AB5 took effect, he
said: I depend on my contractor status
to maintain sustainable fees while not
fleecing orchestras. He says: Because of
this bill, AB5, I just lost my first
scheduled job with an orchestra. That
is $9,000 that would have put a dent in
my student loans or helped pay my in-
surance, or paid for food and shelter is
now gone, all because of AB5.

There are countless other stories
that I will be sharing from this floor.

If you are an independent contractor
in California who lost your livelihood
because of ABbS, please feel free to
reach out and share your story with
my office so that I can share it with
folks across the country and certainly
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folks here in this House of Representa-
tives as a warning about what the ef-
fects of this legislation are going to be.

Now, we are fighting against this pol-
icy, this new independent contractor
rule, which will destroy millions of
livelihoods. We are fighting against it
in every way that we can, using every
tool available.

First, I am introducing legislation
under the Congressional Review Act to
nullify the new rule. This is a fast-
track procedure where Congress can
override an executive agency.

Second, I have secured language in
the Labor Appropriations bill providing
that no funds may be spent to enforce
the rule. This would effectively render
it a dead letter.

Third, I have joined with Representa-
tive ELISE STEFANIK to author the
Modern Worker Empowerment Act,
which creates a clear legal standard to
protect independent workers.

Fourth, I have endorsed the Depart-
ment of Labor Succession Act, which
has already passed through committee,
which is going to stop Acting Sec-
retary Julie Su from remaining in that
position indefinitely.

Julie Su is Biden’s nominee to be
Secretary of Labor. She was rejected
by the Senate. Her nomination was re-
turned after almost a year last year in
the face of bipartisan opposition, yet
President Biden has insisted on keep-
ing her at the helm of the Labor De-
partment as an unconfirmed Secretary.

Why is that? Because Julie Su was
the architect of AB5 itself. She was
Gavin Newsom’s Secretary of Labor in
California and was the chief enforcer of
ABS5. That is why, for anyone who ques-
tions that the new national policy is
based on ABbS, why in the world would
they promote, of all people, the archi-
tect and lead enforcer of AB5 into this
new role, if not to do the exact same
thing for the whole country?

Fifth, as chair of the House Sub-
committee on Workforce Protections, I
will continue to conduct rigorous over-
sight of the Department of Labor, and
we will do everything possible to pro-
tect American workers against this
independent contractor rule and other
administration overreaching policies.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that
there are now two different lawsuits, as
we anticipated, challenging the inde-
pendent contractor rule.

One is reviving a previous challenge
to a previous version of this rule on
procedural grounds.

The second, which was recently filed
by a group called Fight for Freelancers
that has partnered with Pacific Legal
Foundation, is challenging the rule
itself on a few grounds—on the ground
that it doesn’t comply with the statu-
tory authority that has been granted
to the agency, that it violates a stat-
ute that prohibits arbitrary rule-
making by an agency, and, finally, it is
a constitutional challenge saying that
the vagueness of the law essentially
amounts to a violation of due process.

That is all to say that we have hope
of stopping this destructive policy from
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taking effect, and I will continue to
share the stories of those who have al-
ready been affected in California in
hopes that we can save millions of
American workers the same fate.
HOMELESSNESS CRISIS IN CALIFORNIA

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, we recently
received some good news, as the United
States Supreme Court has decided to
hear a case called City of Grants Pass
v. Johnson, which could mark a turn-
ing point for the homelessness crisis in
California.

Just to provide some context, let’s
consider the full breadth of that crisis.

O 1900

It has been 20 years since Governor
Newsom rolled out his plan—he was
then the mayor of San Francisco at the
time—to end homelessness in San
Francisco within a decade. It has now
been 20 years since he announced that,
and this anniversary happened to coin-
cide with the Department of Housing
and Urban Development’s annual
homelessness report to Congress.

Among the findings of the HUD re-
port are that California has the highest
homelessness rate of any State. Cali-
fornia has had a 30.5 percent increase
in homelessness from 2007 to 2023. That
is the highest increase of any State.

California accounts for 28 percent of
America’s homeless and about 50 per-
cent—that is half—of the Nation’s
unsheltered homeless. San Francisco,
for its part, has the second highest per-
cent of unsheltered homeless youth and
unsheltered veterans of any city in the
country.

So there are a lot of reasons for these
appalling statistics and the tragic re-
alities that they represent. It is polit-
ical failure where we have had policies
dealing with crime, for example, that
have released many people from pris-
ons too early and don’t have appro-
priate consequences for criminal activ-
ity. There is our State’s soaring cost of
living that is a result of many different
political failures. There is the inad-
equacy of our State’s approach to men-
tal health and substance abuse. Then
there is the complete wastefulness and
lack of accountability when it comes
to the billions and billions and billions
of dollars that are being spent at the
State and local level to address the
homelessness crisis.

In fact, as the State has continued to
spend more and more—many, many
times more—than it has ever spent, the
homelessness problem has only contin-
ued to get worse, and, there is, in fact,
an audit coming in California that is fi-
nally going to look at homelessness
spending.

Nonetheless, on top of all of these po-
litical and policy failures, there have
been significant judicial impediments
to dealing with the homelessness crisis;
that is, a series of decisions by the
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals begin-
ning with the Boise case and its prog-
eny that have made it difficult, if not
impossible, to enforce anti-camping or-
dinances and to otherwise clear out
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homelessness encampments from pub-
lic spaces.

Mr. Speaker, if you talk to city lead-
ers, county leaders, and leaders of mu-
nicipalities across California, they will
tell you that this line of cases is the
bane of their existence and that it is a
significant obstacle in the way of com-
monsense policies for dealing with
homelessness.

So the Supreme Court has now taken
up this case, and I am very hopeful
that the Court is going to do the right
thing and that it is going to restore the
proper authority to local officials to
deal with homelessness in public
spaces.

The initial line of cases that the
Court will be examining is based on a
very distorted view of the Eighth
Amendment, and so I believe that the
legal argument here is one that will co-
incide with what is best from a policy
perspective. So I will be urging the
Court to make the right decision here,
but at the same time, if and when the
Court does that, when it provides these
new tools to folks at the local level, we
will finally have the political account-
ability for our State leaders to address
homelessness in the right way so that
we don’t another 20 years from now
continue to set the standard for having
the most homelessness of any State in
the entire country.

IMPORTANT TAX RELIEF

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, we have
some good news in the bill that has
just been released that is a major tax
bill here in the House of Representa-
tives that will be moving through the
House and likely coming up for a vote
very soon. The good news is that sev-
eral measures that I have cosponsored
that provide important tax relief have
made it into this tax bill.

I wanted to provide a few examples
because these are significant ways in
which we are now using the tax code in
order to stimulate the right kinds of
economic activity.

One of the measures that made it
into the bill is H.R. 2673, the American
Innovation and R&D Competitiveness
Act. What this does is it eliminates the
b-year amortization requirement for re-
search and experimental expenditures
thereby allowing continued expensing
of such expenditures in the taxable
years in which they are incurred.

What this does is it enhances the
competitiveness of U.S. companies par-
ticularly when it comes to competition
with China and otherwise across the
board.

Another provision that is very impor-
tant that has found its way into this
bill is H.R. 2406, the ALIGN Act. What
it does is it makes permanent the ex-
pensing of certain new business equip-
ment. This expensing allows the deduc-
tion of the full amount of an
expensable item in the same taxable
year instead of being depreciated under
the current IRS rules. Once again, this
is a very important provision for stim-
ulating manufacturing and enhancing
our competitiveness here in the United
States.
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A third measure which has made its
way into this tax bill is H.R. 4970; that
is the Protect Innocent Victims of Tax-
ation After Fire Act. This measure
which I have cosponsored excludes
from gross income for income tax pur-
poses any amount received after 2019
and before 2026 by an individual tax-
payer as a qualified wildfire relief pay-
ment.

It defines such payment as compensa-
tion for expenses or losses incurred as
a result of a federally declared forest
or range fire disaster.

So this is just common sense and
much-needed. It corrects an injustice
for Californians who had suffered
greatly because of our State’s cata-
strophic wildfires and then found they
were going to be taxed on the settle-
ments and compensation that they re-
ceived.

Finally, within this broader tax bill
is another measure that I have cospon-
sored, H.R. 3238, the Affordable Hous-
ing Credit Improvement Act. Now, this
does a number of things to stimulate
housing production that we so direly
need in the State of California.

It increases the per capita dollar
amount of the affordable housing cred-
it and its minimum ceiling amount be-
ginning in 2023, and it extends the in-
flation adjustments for such amounts.

The low-income housing tax credit
subsidizes the acquisition, construc-
tion, and rehabilitation of affordable
rental housing for low- and moderate-
income tenants. That is what we are
talking about here. This measure that
has now been included in the broader
tax bill extends and updates it to cre-
ate new housing opportunities in Cali-
fornia and across the country.

It also increases the number of cred-
its allocated to each State; that is, the
legislation would increase the number
of credits available to States by 50 per-
cent for the next 2 years and make the
temporary 12.5 percent increase se-
cured in 2018 permanent which has al-
ready helped build more than 59,000 af-
fordable housing units nationwide.

It also increases the number of af-
fordable housing projects that can be
built using private activity bonds. This
provision would stabilize financing for
workforce housing projects built using
private activity bonds by decreasing
the amount of private activity bonds
needed to secure housing credit fund-
ing. As a result, projects will have to
carry less debt and more projects will
be eligible to receive funding.

Finally, this improves the housing
credit program to better serve at-risk
and underserved communities. This
legislation would also make improve-
ments to the program to better serve
veterans, victims of domestic violence,

formerly homeless students, Native-
American communities, and rural
Americans.

I look forward to the opportunity to
support this bill and enact these provi-
sions into law that will stimulate our
economy, will stimulate housing, and
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will provide the full measure of com-
pensation for wildfire victims in our
State.

TAX RELIEF FOR FIRE HARDENING HOMES

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, last week 1
introduced the SAFE HOME Act which
provides a tax credit for folks to
harden their homes against wildfires.

Right now in California we have not
only experienced devastating cata-
strophic wildfires in recent years, but,
as a result, we are now in the thick of
an insurance crisis where folks’ rates
for fire insurance have absolutely sky-
rocketed. People are losing their plans
left and right, insurance companies are
pulling out of California, and more and
more people are being kicked on to
what is called the FAIR Plan, which is
not a good option for a lot of folks and
imposes enormous costs.

This is having ramifications for
homeowners, for businesses, for folks
looking to buy a home, and for folks
looking to sell a home. In one of my
counties it has even impeded an afford-
able housing project from even getting
off the ground, and the situation con-
tinues to get worse and worse and
worse.

We have seen State Farm and All-
state say they are now no longer
issuing plans in California. Other in-
surance companies such as Merastar,
Unitirn, and Kemper Independence
have said they are not going to renew
policies in 2024 for homeowners.

Unfortunately, we have not seen
much, if any, meaningful action from
the Governor or from the legislature in
California.

So folks really, really need relief.
People are having to pay thousands
more than they anticipated, and a lot
of people simply cannot afford it.

So I have proposed a number of poli-
cies over the last few years to try to
provide individuals with relief. What
the SAFE HOME Act does is it at least
provides folks with some relief based
upon the work that they themselves
have done to try to reduce the risk of
wildfire.

What is so frustrating to a lot of peo-
ple is they do everything they possibly
can to mitigate the risk of fire in their
home, to harden their home, and to
create a firebreak. Nonetheless, they
don’t get rewarded for it. The insur-
ance companies don’t take that into
account, and they still see their rates
skyrocket just like anyone else.

So what we want to do with this bill
is provide some relief to those people,
and at the same time, to create an in-
centive for more people to harden their
homes so as to reduce the risk of
wildfires. So, specifically, the SAFE
HOME Act which I have introduced
creates a 25 percent refundable tax
credit for wildfire mitigation.

It includes a phaseout starting at
$200,000, and it drops by 25 percent
every $25,000 in income above $200,000.
At $300,000 in income the credit is
phased out. There is also an inflation
adjustment for any year after 2024
equal to the cost-of-living adjustment.
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The credit is only made available for
a primary home that a Federal natural
disaster declaration has been made
within the preceding 10-year period
with respect to a wildfire or is adjacent
to an area that has had a disaster dec-
laration, and it would sunset on De-
cember 31, 2032.

So it is a modest measure. It is not
going to impose enormous costs, but it
will provide real relief to folks who
really need it and who are doing the
right thing by trying to reduce the
risks to themselves and their neigh-
bors.

So I am hoping that this is a measure
that will receive broad bipartisan sup-
port, but I recognize that it is not a
comprehensive solution to this very se-
rious problem. So I call upon my col-
leagues especially in California but
also other States who are seeing simi-
lar issues to come together to provide
a backstop, the needed policies to do
whatever we can at the Federal level to
stop this crisis from continuing to spi-
ral out of control. I also call upon the
State leaders in California to do their
part, as well.

Finally, we need to recognize ulti-
mately that the way to truly get the
insurance crisis under control is to
stop having catastrophic wildfires in
California on a regular basis which, of
course, come with loss of life, loss of
property, and destruction of commu-
nities, as well as not to mention a tre-
mendous amount of environmental
harm.

We have seen effective forest man-
agement practices work, and we have
seen ineffective forest mismanagement
practices lead to tragedy.

Mr. Speaker, I will give you just an
example from one fire in California
which leveled the town of Grizzly Flats
in my district and spread far elsewhere
and almost consumed the city of South
Lake Tahoe. This is the Caldor fire in
El Dorado County.

The Federal Government was sup-
posed to have done a mitigation project
that could well have stopped the Caldor
fire from ever spreading, but years and
years and years went by and the
project never got done. The fire start-
ed. It leveled Grizzly Flats. It put
many, many people out of their homes.

By the way, the Biden administra-
tion has still not delivered the indi-
vidual assistance that was promised to
the residents of Grizzly Flats. As the
fire spread and it made its way toward
Tahoe, Mr. Speaker, you might remem-
ber these surreal scenes of ski slopes
that are just aflame. However, it didn’t
end up destroying or even making a
dent in the city of South Tahoe be-
cause of the absolutely heroism of the
firefighters there and the first respond-
ers, but also because there had been
mitigation work done in the Christmas
Valley thanks to a policy change that
had fairly recently been made in this
Congress which provided a categorical
exclusion from environmental reviews
for projects in the Tahoe area. If it
were not for that policy, that work
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likely would not have been done, and
the fire could have been that much
more devastating.

So I am sponsoring legislation that
would build on that success story, and
it would have a policy change where
you could have the same expedited
process for doing fire mitigation work
throughout the national forest system.

Mr. Speaker, when you go and talk to
folks in the Forest Service and the
other groups and stakeholders and
folks in government who are working
to mitigate the risk of wildfire, they
will all tell you this would make an
enormous difference.

O 1915

In order to get the fire insurance cri-
sis under control, it is above all nec-
essary that we do everything we pos-
sibly can to stop these tragedies from
continuing to occur in California.

I am sponsoring a number of meas-
ures to do that, but we have to act with
urgency because the risks will continue
until we do.

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

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 15 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, January 31, 2024, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-2972. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health
and Human Services, transmitting the Fiscal
Year 2023 Ryan White HIV/AIDS Program
Parts A and B Supplemental Awards Report
to Congress, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 300ff-13(e);
July 1, 1944, ch. 373, title XXVI, Sec. 2603(e)
(as amended by Public Law 109-415, Sec.
104(e)); (120 Stat. 2776) and 42 U.S.C. 300ff-
29a(d); July 1, 1944, ch. 373, title XXVI, Sec.
2620(d) (as amended by Public Law 109-415,
Sec. 205(2)); (120 Stat. 2798); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-2973. A letter from the Program Ana-
lyst, PPM/OMD, Consumer and Govern-
mental Affairs Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Telecommunications
Relay Services and Speech-to-Speech Serv-
ices for Individuals with Hearing and Speech
Disabilities [CG Docket No.: 03-123] Struc-
ture and Practices of the Video Relay Serv-
ices Program [CG Docket No.: 10-561] Petition
for Rulemaking and Interim Waiver of Convo
Communications, LLC received January 22,
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-2974. A letter from the Director, Office
of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S. Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s topical report — Final
Safety Evaluation by the Office of Nuclear
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