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All we are asking for is a vote. If you 

have a better idea, in a democracy, the 
way I was brought up, you put it out 
there, and then, lo and behold, we actu-
ally have a vote—a vote that requires a 
debate and a discussion and then Con-
gress demonstrating what it believes in 
by actually casting a vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE) for a final 
comment. 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
simply say one of the many privileges 
I have in serving as assistant Demo-
cratic leader is having the opportunity 
to see firsthand the way in which my 
colleagues in the House Democratic 
Caucus are able to convert their pas-
sion and conviction on consequential 
public policy issues into action. That is 
precisely what the gentleman from 
Connecticut has done for the better 
part of the last decade, from when he 
first introduced this legislation. 

I am proud to support it. I am proud 
to support his efforts to protect and en-
hance Social Security and to do every-
thing that we can to ensure that our 
colleagues’ plans on the other side of 
the aisle to dismantle this program 
never see the light of day. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my distin-
guished colleague and friend from Con-
necticut for yielding. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his 
comments, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing audience. 

f 

DEMOCRATS ARE DESTROYING 
AMERICAN DREAM, RULE OF LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. ROY) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I notice it 
must be campaign season. My col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are trotting out the age-old push-gran-
ny-off-the-cliff campaign talking 
points. It never fails. 

If my colleagues want to have a con-
versation about how to save Social Se-
curity, the trustees just put a report 
out this week or last week pointing out 
that it is going to be underwater by 
2033. The minority wants to ignore that 
reality. Instead of figuring out how we 
are actually going to deal with the 
problem, Democrats trot out the same 
old story about taxes. 

By any objective measure, by any 
analysis by left, right, center, Liber-
tarian, conservative, or liberal, you 
can tax literally the entirety of the top 
1 percent of earners, but it can’t pos-
sibly balance the budget. Literally, the 
math doesn’t work. 

We can throw all this around in elec-
tion-year rhetoric, but the truth is our 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
are not just watching Social Security 

go bankrupt, but they are bankrupt in 
ideas on what to do about it. 

The fact is you have to actually con-
strain spending, discretionary spend-
ing, deal with the issues we ought to 
deal with on mandatory spending, and 
recognize the fact that we are $34.5 tril-
lion in debt. We are racking up $1 tril-
lion every 3 months. We are now going 
to crack $1.1 trillion of interest this 
year alone—$1.1 trillion of interest, 
which is far more than our entire de-
fense budget. 

The fact is our retirees are going to 
have a problem in 2033. In fact, this 
trustee’s report pointed out that they 
will be getting 79 cents on the dollar in 
2033. We can have a conversation about 
what you want to do about taxes, but 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle are all too happy to regulate and 
crush the entire American economy to 
death and drive up inflation, making 
all those Social Security recipients 
have less value in their Social Security 
dollars. That is the truth. 

The average American can’t afford to 
live, whether they are earning money 
in the prime of their earning potential, 
in their earning years, or whether they 
are a retiree because the dollar value is 
decreasing because we are printing 
money because, frankly, my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle have no 
interest in actually being fiscally re-
sponsible—I am an equal opportunity 
basher of fiscal responsibility—nor do 
my colleagues on this side of the aisle, 
to be honest. 

It is a repeating problem that never 
ends, but it is my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, my radical pro-
gressive Democratic colleagues—and 
there is no other way to characterize 
them—who want to use scare tactics in 
a campaign year rather than address-
ing any of the actual fiscal issues that 
affect our Nation. 

The fact is that Democrats are de-
stroying the American Dream, killing 
the ability of the average American 
family to prosper. Hardworking Amer-
ican families right now are struggling 
to pay bills, struggling to be able to 
buy a car. Why? Because we have regu-
lated them to death. Why? Because, 
chasing climate fantasy, we are killing 
the ability of an American to go buy a 
car with an internal combustion en-
gine. 

We are piling up EVs on the lots of 
dealerships around the country. We are 
now embracing, because the Biden ad-
ministration unilaterally embraced, a 
tailpipe rule that will mandate EV pro-
duction, two-thirds of the fleet being 
produced by 2030. 

My colleagues are crushing the 
American Dream before our very eyes. 

That is what has happened. The so- 
called Inflation Reduction Act, man-
dating massive subsidies of so-called 
green programs, is actually subsidizing 
China and the massive corporations 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle decry. 

Democrats want to increase the cor-
porate tax rate, which will punish 

hardworking Americans who are trying 
to create wealth relative to corpora-
tions around the world, but my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
don’t want to undo the massive cor-
porate subsidies they gave to Green 
New Deal recipients. 

That is the truth, and it is destroying 
the average American’s ability to live. 
Let’s be very clear. Right now, Ameri-
cans are hurting because of Democratic 
policies. Right now, Americans can’t 
buy a car, can’t go out and afford gro-
ceries, can’t pay their power bills. 
Why? Because of my radical progres-
sive Democratic colleagues and their 
policies regulating our entire economy 
to death and destroying the average 
American family. 

Let’s not talk about the price of 
homes, the price of real estate. All 
these things are things that are in-
creasingly highly and heavily regu-
lated. That is problem number one. 

Let’s talk about what our radical 
progressive Democratic colleagues are 
doing to destroy the rule of law. The 
rule of law is the single greatest thing 
that attracts people to come to the 
United States, the single greatest 
thing that attracts capital to create 
wealth and to create opportunity. It is 
the single greatest thing that has dis-
tinguished the United States of Amer-
ica and Western civilization from the 
rest of the world for now centuries, 
particularly since the founding of this 
Nation. 

b 2000 

The fact is, the rule of law is being 
destroyed by my radical, progressive 
Democratic colleagues, it is purpose-
fully being destroyed. This week, we 
have bills on the floor, and we are talk-
ing a lot about our police, our law en-
forcement officers, but it is not about a 
week. Weeks are stupid. 

We come down here and we do all 
these things. We do ribbons and we do 
all these things that say, Oh, we are 
going to have a week. The fact is every 
week is police week. Every week our 
cops are in danger. Every week our 
cops are being undermined by radical 
progressives in cities around this coun-
try, endangering the people in commu-
nities while endangering the law en-
forcement who are supposed to protect 
them every single week—not just this 
one—every week. 

Last year, November 2023, in Austin— 
a city which defunded our police by 
$150 million, driving down the number 
of cops. We are now at least 350, if not 
500, below the level that we were sup-
posed to be at, the level we were at be-
fore COVID because we don’t have the 
ability to recruit law enforcement 
after decimating the budget. That was 
the radical city council, led by radical, 
progressive Democrats in Austin, 
which are reflected and mirrored by 
the radical, progressive Democrats sit-
ting right here in this Chamber like 
CORI BUSH who said we should defund 
the police, like the ranking member of 
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. NADLER, 
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who signed a letter along with our col-
league, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, saying we 
should defund the Metropolitan Transit 
Authority in New York. They signed 
that letter. 

I asked the ranking member in the 
Rules Committee last night: How is 
that working out? How safe does New 
York feel? How safe is the subway sys-
tem in New York City? Because right 
now I think there is a whole hell of a 
lot of people in New York and around 
this country who are looking at New 
York and they are saying: What hap-
pened? There is a whole hell of a lot of 
people who are looking at the Nation’s 
Capital saying: How can I come see my 
Representatives and come to the Na-
tion’s Capital and feel like I am going 
to be safe? 

Last year in Austin, where the rad-
ical, progressive Democrats on the city 
council defunded the police, we saw the 
unfortunate tragic shooting of police 
officer Jorge Pastore, who is a hero, 
who was shot and killed in the line of 
duty last November. 

In San Antonio, we had three San 
Antonio police officers who were shot 
during a standoff with an armed career 
criminal who had absconded after get-
ting bond and was wanted on multiple 
charges. Why? Because the radical, pro-
gressive Democrat DAs and the radical, 
progressive Democrat judges all funded 
by Soros, all-purposeful, all in a net-
work around this country, they let 
these guys out and then they shot cops. 
378 officers were shot in the line of 
duty in 2023, 138 peace officers died in 
the line of duty in 2023, 48 by gunfire, 10 
by vehicular assault, 7 from a heart at-
tack. 

There were 150 ambush-style attacks 
against police in 2023, which claimed 
the lives of 20 officers. This year, 58 po-
lice officers have died in the line of 
duty. They are under attack every sin-
gle day and my radical, progressive 
Democrat colleagues don’t care be-
cause they are totally fine defunding 
them. They want to come to the floor 
of this body and say it is not true, 
when there are mountains of evidence 
saying it is. In fact, 113 of my col-
leagues voted against the resolution 
which decried the defunding of cops 
just last year. 

In Austin, crime is skyrocketing. 
Seventy-three homicides in 2023 up 
from 71 in 2022. The highest level since 
going back some 40-odd years, all as a 
result of defunding the police to the 
tune of $150 million. The fallout, as I 
said, 350 vacancies. The Austin Police 
Department stopped responding to non-
threatening 911 calls in the fall of 2021. 

Let’s think about that. Austin’s 
crime has increased, and overdoses are 
skyrocketing, in part, due to the law-
lessness of our wide-open borders. You 
see, the rule of law doesn’t matter to 
my radical, progressive Democratic 
colleagues. The rule of law is being un-
dermined, the safety and security of 
the people that I represent is being un-
dermined, and it is being made worse. 

The fact is, now, we have a fentanyl 
crisis all across this country and, par-

ticularly, in places like Austin, Texas, 
where just 2 weeks ago, we had—I don’t 
even know the exact number—but 
there were 75 reported cases of individ-
uals overdosing in a matter of a 72- 
hour stretch, killing at least nine peo-
ple. I can’t remember the number of 
people they had to resuscitate by 
Narcan. It is the largest fentanyl poi-
soning in Austin for over a decade, and 
it is happening because this stuff is 
pouring across our southern border, 
which brings me to a point: the rule of 
law. 

The rule of law, being undermined by 
our radical Democratic colleagues, who 
are undermining cops, defunding cops, 
the same radical, progressive Demo-
cratic colleagues who are leaving our 
border wide open and exposed, bla-
tantly disregarding the law, under-
mining the rule of law, the very rule of 
law that attracts immigrants to come 
to our country and we have police offi-
cers killed by illegal aliens. 

In March 2024, an illegal alien from 
Mexico was charged with crashing his 
car that killed a 27-year-old Wash-
ington State Trooper. 

New York police officers were as-
saulted by a mob of illegal aliens. Five 
illegal aliens savagely assaulted two 
officers. The suspects were back on the 
streets without bail. I think they have 
been recently given some very minor 
sentences. 

Let’s never forget DUI fatalities as a 
result of those who are here illegally, 
including in Kerr County, which I rep-
resent in Texas, where you had a 
drunk, illegal alien crashing into mem-
bers of the Thin Blue Line Motorcycle 
Club, made up of Active-Duty service-
members, law enforcement officers, 
and retired officers, killing retired Of-
ficer Joseph Paglia of Chicago, United 
States Army Lieutenant Colonel Jerry 
Wayne Harbour of Houston, and retired 
U.S. Army Officer Michael White of 
Chicago. 

Right here in our Nation’s Capital, it 
has become a region of lawlessness and 
disorder. Crime in D.C. is up 30 percent. 
Violent crime up 37 percent from 2022 
to 2023. We had one of our own Mem-
bers of Congress who was carjacked 
just 10 blocks from here, another Mem-
ber of Congress who was assaulted. We 
have had staff members, such as the 
staff member of Senator RAND PAUL 
who was stabbed. We had a teenage 
gunman just a few weeks ago spraying 
AR–15 rounds and then pretty much 
was just let go. 

This is the state of things in our Na-
tion’s Capital. It is the state of things 
in New York City. It is the state of 
things across our country. It is a re-
turn to lawlessness. If you don’t have 
the rule of law, what do you have? 

When you let violent criminals out of 
jail, what do you think is going to hap-
pen? By the way, there are people on 
my side of the aisle who are guilty of 
that. In the false name of compassion, 
we are letting people out on the streets 
who are endangering our own people. 

The rule of law matters and you 
can’t have the rule of law if cops can’t 

enforce the rule of law and then be 
abandoned by the very people that are 
supposed to support them, and that is 
what is happening. You can’t have the 
rule of law if the borders are wide open. 

If you are ignoring the law, parole— 
which is supposed to be on a case-by- 
case basis—to pump thousands of peo-
ple into our country, including, by the 
way, the individual who killed Laken 
Riley. He was unlawfully paroled into 
the United States by this administra-
tion. But guess what? There wasn’t any 
consequence, except for Laken Riley, 
who is no longer with us. 

That is what happened. That is the 
truth. It is lawlessness. Ignoring the 
rule of law, endangering the American 
people, and now you have the rank law-
lessness of a sham trial against the 
former President in New York. 

A bootstrap charge that relies on an 
unreliable witness being presided over 
by a biased judge. That is the truth, 
and anybody with eyes knows it. It is 
not the rule of law; it is the use of the 
law for political purposes and gain. It 
is, as some refer to it, ‘‘lawfare’’ 
against the former President of the 
United States. 

I don’t care what you think of Presi-
dent Trump, President Biden, anybody 
else, when you weaponize our system of 
justice for political purposes, you are 
nothing more than a third-rate banana 
republic. That is precisely what is hap-
pening in the State of New York right 
now by a lawless judge, a biased 
judge—who, frankly, should be inves-
tigated himself—who is targeting the 
former President for political purposes. 

It is clearly obvious. No citizen, no 
citizen would be treated to the same 
attack as what is happening right now 
to former President Trump. 

I am not afraid to call out Members 
on both sides of the aisle. I am not 
afraid to call about President Biden. I 
am not afraid to call out former Presi-
dent Trump. I am not paid to be a loy-
alist. I am not paid to be biased. I am 
not paid to wear a red shirt versus a 
blue shirt. 

I am paid to represent 750,000 Texans, 
to follow the Constitution, to honor 
my duty to the Lord, and to do my job. 
That is what I am paid to do. But to 
watch the former President of the 
United States being hauled into court 
day after day with a sham trial, and 
you cannot describe it as anything but 
a sham trial. 

The DA’s office previously deter-
mined that its theory of criminal li-
ability under New York law would not 
hold up. That is the truth. So they 
bootstrapped it into a felony because, 
frankly, it would have been time- 
barred if they hadn’t done that. You 
have got to have the felony charge 
proving that Trump was concealing an-
other crime. That is why they are now 
trying to pull in a Federal campaign 
charge, but the campaign laws in ques-
tion are Federal and when New York’s 
penal code speaks of concealing an-
other crime, it must refer to a crime 
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under New York law, but they are try-
ing to bootstrap it into Federal law. 
That is the truth. 

It is hard to see how the government 
could meet the burden of proof. Accord-
ing to my good friend, Andy McCarthy, 
a former Federal prosecutor, he wrote 
that: ‘‘ . . . not unless there is as-yet- 
undisclosed evidence that Trump actu-
ally paused to consider the possibility 
that these payments were in-kind cam-
paign expenditures, believed they 
might well be, yet went through with 
them anyway.’’ All bootstrapped Fed-
eral law into State crime charges. 

Neither the Justice Department nor 
the Federal Election Commission bu-
reaucrats, whose expertise lies in the 
operation of the relevant laws, alleged 
wrongdoing by Trump. Yet here we are. 

By the way, the whole theory hinges 
on Michael Cohen, who is widely 
viewed to have committed perjury in 
multiple locations, including before 
this very body in the House Oversight 
Committee as Chairman COMER has 
laid out for the public to see. 

By the way, a convicted felon he is. 
By the way, disbarred he is, previously 
pleading guilty to perjury, financial 
crimes, and campaign finance viola-
tions. 

The Southern District of New York 
decided it was best not to give him a 
cooperation agreement because they 
would have to rely on his testimony. 
Yet here we are. We have got this case 
proceeding with Bragg doing it for po-
litical purposes all in front of a biased 
judge. 

Judge Merchan refused Trump’s legal 
team’s request that he recuse himself 
over bias because his daughter, Lauren, 
worked as a Democratic political con-
sultant. 

One of our own colleagues, Mr. GOLD-
MAN—formerly a lawyer for Schiff, 
Representative SCHIFF, during Trump’s 
first impeachment—is her client, and 
has also been working to prep Cohen 
for testimony this week. 

By the way, the daughter of the judge 
has worked for prominent Democrats— 
Kamala Harris, Gavin Newsom, Con-
gressman ADAM SCHIFF, and has made 
multiple contributions to Democratic 
campaigns. Meanwhile, Bragg con-
tinues. 

This whole sham of a trial under-
mines the rule of law and the faith of 
the American people in it. You do not 
have to love the political target, in 
this case, former President Trump to 
recognize the extraordinary damage 
that this is doing to the rule of law and 
our institutions. By the way, the pur-
poseful damage that is attempting to 
be done is to President Trump himself. 
That is the purpose. 

b 2015 

Not allowing this kangaroo court in 
New York to undermine his ability to 
continue to campaign to try to garner 
the votes necessary to win in Novem-
ber, come in here and clean up the 
mess that is being created by the law-
less Biden administration. 

The Biden administration is engaging 
in lawless behavior on a daily basis, 
whether it is student loans, ignoring 
the courts, wide-open borders, fentanyl 
pouring into our communities, perpet-
uating this undermining of cops, that 
is all happening in real time. It is hard 
to keep up with the rampant level of 
lawlessness coming out of the current 
administration and the abject failure 
of my radical, progressive Democratic 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
to do a thing about it. 

I might note, as an equal opportunity 
basher of all Members of Congress, that 
nor has the Republican side of the aisle 
really done much to check the current 
President. 

Wide-open borders? Funded. 
FBI lawlessness, political witch 

hunts, weaponized against the people 
and the former President? $200 million 
new headquarters. If you fund it, you 
own it. 

I can tell you that this lawlessness is 
demonstrably undermining the faith of 
the American people in the institution 
of Congress and of our institutions 
upon which our entire society rests. 

Right now, people do not believe that 
our political system is working. They 
do not have faith in elections. They do 
not have faith that our borders are 
being protected. They do not have faith 
that our police are being supported, 
that our streets are safe. They do not 
have faith in a system of justice that 
will target a former President for polit-
ical purposes and a Department of Jus-
tice that will be weaponized against 
the people. 

A woman just yesterday or two days 
ago was sentenced to 57 months in jail, 
almost 5 years, because she protested 
at an abortion clinic in Washington, 
D.C. By the way, a progressive activist. 
A progressive activist in jail for 57 
months. It is extraordinary. 

What are we doing about it? We are 
Congress. It is right here in D.C. Does 
anybody care about this woman’s life? 
Maybe it is a misdemeanor. Maybe she 
should pay a fine. I don’t know, maybe 
a misdemeanor like 30 days in jail if 
she did something that was blocking 
people’s access or something—I don’t 
know—but 5 years in jail under a FACE 
Act, Federal prosecution? That is ex-
traordinary. Does anybody care about 
what is happening to the 
weaponization of government against 
the people? 

Again, do you believe that your Na-
tion is sovereign and secure when our 
borders are wide open and terrorists 
and criminals come in? The answer is 
no. 

The county attorney of Kinney Coun-
ty, Texas, was just testifying this week 
in the Budget Committee, and he said 
in 2021 they had about 150 prosecutions. 
Last year, they had 6,700. 

My Democratic colleagues shrug that 
off like it is no big deal. They shrug off 
the $13 billion that Texas has to pay to 
deal with the wide-open borders. They 
shrug off the death of Laken Riley like 
it is just some happenstance because 

the President is violently disregarding 
our laws and pumping people into the 
United States in violation of parole 
laws. 

Our cops are being targeted. They are 
not being prosecuted. Soros DAs are 
letting criminals out on the street. We 
are funding the lawlessness, letting 
people out on the streets. All of that is 
continuing while a judge goes after a 
former President of the United States, 
while a radical DA in New York, an-
other Soros DA, is going after the 
former President for clearly political 
purposes with a sham trial. 

All of that is happening. Why would 
the American people believe in the in-
stitutions of this country? You would 
think we would be doing something to 
try to restore that. Here we are. There 
is one thing we can do. One thing we 
should do to restore some semblance of 
confidence in our system this year. 

House Republicans must pass the 
SAVE Act. House Republicans have the 
opportunity to make clear what 87 per-
cent of Americans believe, that only 
citizens of the United States should 
vote in elections; and in this case in 
the SAVE Act, if they vote in Federal 
elections, they must be a citizen. They 
must produce documentary evidence of 
being a citizen of the United States to 
vote in a Federal election. There is 
vast bipartisan support across this 
country—87 percent of Americans—to 
ensure that you can believe in our sys-
tem of elections, that only citizens will 
be voting. 

Just last week, my radical, progres-
sive Democratic colleagues unani-
mously opposed the bill to exclude non- 
United States citizens from the Census 
used to allocate congressional seats. 
Also last week, in a very clearly Freud-
ian slip, President Biden described the 
millions of illegal aliens he has allowed 
into the United States as ‘‘voters.’’ 
Washington, D.C., fairly notoriously, 
just had a training program in April, 
training people to be able to make it 
possible for illegal aliens in D.C. to 
vote. 

Now, they will all say, Chip, it is al-
ready unlawful for people to vote in 
Federal elections if they are not a cit-
izen. Do you believe it? Do you believe 
that the jurisdictions across this coun-
try, including the Nation’s Capital, in-
cluding San Francisco, Oakland, and 
multiple places around this country 
that have embraced allowing illegal 
aliens to vote in local and State elec-
tions, do you believe that they are 
being checked to ensure that they are 
not voting in Federal elections? 

Let me tell you this: Current law, in 
all of our infinite wisdom as Congress— 
because we get so many things right 
here—current law put forward by the 
Congress restricts the ability of States, 
restricts the ability of States to check 
to make sure that you are a citizen. 
True. True story. The brilliance of 
your United States Congress, they say 
by law you must be a citizen to vote, 
but then they say: You, State, can’t 
check to make sure that the voter is a 
citizen. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:11 May 16, 2024 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00062 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K15MY7.123 H15MYPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3269 May 15, 2024 
Arizona has two systems for voting: 

State-based. Why? Because they passed 
a law saying only citizens can vote. 
They have a system to check. State 
elections, State races, local races, they 
are required to check for citizenship 
for that. For Federal elections, they 
don’t. Now, how messed up is that? 

The Constitution gives authority to 
the Congress to be able to ensure the 
integrity of our elections. Yes, the 
States can set the time, place, and 
manner of how the elections are car-
ried out, but Congress has the power to 
step in to ensure that our elections are 
carried out appropriately. 

We have a simple bill, the SAVE Act. 
It has 50-odd cosponsors in the House 
and growing. My colleague, Senator 
MIKE LEE, in the Senate introduced it 
over there. It has multiple cosponsors 
and growing. This bill is simple—every 
single Republican should support it, 
and if they don’t support it, they 
should answer why—should voters in 
the United States who are voting in 
Federal elections be citizens of the 
United States? 87 percent of Americans 
say yes. Anybody sensible says yes. 
Should anyone who is going to vote in 
those Federal elections in Congress, 
Senate, and for the Presidency, have to 
demonstrate that they are, in fact, 
citizens, by presenting a passport, by 
presenting a voter ID, a real ID from a 
State-issued driver’s license, combined 
with a birth certificate, other forms 
that we lay out, like anything else you 
have to do. If you want to fly in this 
country, all the things that you have 
to do to prove you are who you say you 
are. 

To my radical, progressive Demo-
cratic colleagues who protest, saying 
this is crazy, it is already a require-
ment that you be a citizen to vote. 
Then what are you afraid of? What are 
you worried about? 

I will tell you what they are worried 
about. They are worried about making 
sure it is true. They worry about the 
fact that the vast majority of my rad-
ical, progressive Democratic colleagues 
would be perfectly fine getting rid of 
that law requiring citizenship to vote. 

We need to call the question. We have 
a piece of legislation that is supported 
by vast numbers of election law experts 
and groups, supported by the Speaker 
of the House, supported by 50-odd Re-
publicans and growing. This bill needs 
to be brought forward. It needs to be 
brought to the House Admin Com-
mittee. It needs to be brought to the 
Rules Committee and to the floor of 
the House. It needs to be voted out by 
my Republican colleagues or they need 
to explain why. 

It is a simple question. If you want 
people to believe in their country, if 
you want them to believe in the rule of 
law, if you want them to believe in 
their system of government, if you 
want them to believe in the elections 
of their Representatives and of the 
President of the United States, so that 
we can avoid what happened in 2016 
when my radical, progressive Demo-

cratic colleagues questioned the elec-
tion of President Trump over Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton, and did so vo-
cally and loudly and repeatedly ques-
tioning. Again, in 2020, questions about 
the election; all the way right up and 
through January. 

If you want to get rid of those prob-
lems, then make sure our elections are 
believable. Make sure that you know 
who is voting and, importantly, make 
sure that only citizens of the United 
States of America are voting in Fed-
eral elections. This is not a hard ques-
tion. You either believe it or you don’t. 

To my Republican colleagues who 
want to hide behind federalism, don’t. 
The Constitution of the United States 
is clear: Both in terms of our ability to 
deal with the election of Members of 
Congress and the President, as well as 
issues like naturalization, our power in 
this area is clear. Our ability to make 
sure that we can do it without unduly 
burdening the ability of a citizen to 
vote is clear. Get busy fixing it if you 
have got a concern, but don’t hide be-
cause there is going to be nowhere to 
hide. 

The future of our country depends on 
the faith the people of the United 
States have in our institutions. We 
should support our police. We should 
support the rule of law. We should put 
criminals behind bars. We should have 
a sovereign nation and a secure border. 
We should know who is here. We should 
remove illegal aliens. We should secure 
the border of the United States. We 
should make sure that only citizens 
vote in our elections. We should end 
the dangerous flow of fentanyl into our 
communities. We should stop counte-
nancing the sham trials and the 
politicization of our judiciary system 
against the former President of the 
United States or the politicization of 
the Department of Justice against the 
American people. 

If you want to restore the greatness 
of this country, if you want to create 
prosperity, if you want to be able to be-
lieve in a country, if you want to be 
able to restore the American Dream 
and pass it down to our kids and 
grandkids, the birthright of being an 
American, it all begins and ends with 
the rule of law. 

The rule of law is why people have 
come to our country to achieve great-
ness. They don’t come here for free 
lunches, not historically. Maybe more 
recently. As the great economist Mil-
ton Friedman said, he is all for open 
borders if you get rid of the social wel-
fare state. 

Well, ladies and gentlemen, we have 
a social welfare state. We need to limit 
the flow of people coming into the 
country and taking advantage of the 
social welfare state. We need to restore 
sovereignty. We need to make sure 
that criminals and terrorists aren’t 
coming here. We need to secure the 
border, end the flow of fentanyl, make 
sure only citizens vote, support our law 
enforcement, keep criminals in jail, 
and keep the American people safe. 

If you do that, there is a small 
chance that if combined with any kind 
of ounce of fiscal restraint by this 
body—I will not hold my breath on 
that one right now—we might be able 
to save this country for our kids and 
grandkids. 

I want to be very clear, in particular 
to my Republican colleagues, if you 
think you are going to hide behind 
election season, if you think you are 
going to hide behind talking about 
what rules go down, what don’t go 
down, if you think you are going to 
hide behind the Presidential election 
and the first 100 days of an agenda, if 
you think you are going to be able to 
hide behind that to avoid answering to 
the American people on what we said 
we would do—cutting spending, bal-
ancing the budget, securing the border 
of the United States, ensuring our mili-
tary is strong, has the tools to carry 
out its job with a clear mission and 
care when they get home, but is spar-
ingly used and not in endless wars, if 
you want to make sure that you can go 
to the doctor of your choice, get the 
healthcare of your choosing and not an 
insurance bureaucrat, if you want to 
make sure you can have a car that you 
can afford and electricity in your 
home, and if you want to be able to be 
free from the bureaucracy of a Federal 
Government strangling the American 
family, if you want to be able to send 
your kid to the school of your choice 
and be able to make sure that they are 
being taught that America is great and 
that God is real and that we can do 
great things, if you want those things, 
then you have to actually fight for 
them. 

b 2030 

You can’t just pass empty bills with 
empty titles because that is all we do 
in this damn place every day. We did it 
today. 

We passed multiple bills that won’t 
do a damn thing, all with fancy titles 
that make it hard for people to vote 
against whatever that additional 
spending or additional bureaucracy is. 

That is what we did. We did it today. 
We will do it tomorrow. We will then 
try to campaign on those empty, non-
sense bills. 

Why don’t we do something that 
matters? Why don’t we actually do one 
thing we said we would do? Yes, I said 
it again to my Republican colleagues 
who excoriate me because of a speech I 
gave before Thanksgiving saying: 
Name one thing. 

Well, we passed the TikTok bill on a 
bipartisan basis. We will require China 
to divest TikTok. I support that, all 
right. 

We have this great SAVE Act we are 
moving. I hope we can actually pass it 
off the floor. We haven’t done that yet. 
When are we going to step up to the 
plate and do the things we said we 
would do? 

Have we cut spending? No. Did we 
honor the caps to even hold spending? 
No. Have we secured the border? No. 
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Have we reined in what I might refer to 
as endless wars and endless conflict for 
the last 25 years? We have had a per-
petual war, funding other people’s 
wars. No. Have we restored energy free-
dom? No. Have we restored healthcare 
freedom, go to the doctor of your 
choice? No. 

When are we going to do one of those 
things? That is why we are here. That 
is why the voters sent us here. 

We should get busy doing the things 
that we said we would do, and it all be-
gins and ends with restoring the rule of 
law in this country: Stand by cops, bad 
guys in jail, sovereign Nation, stop let-
ting people coming in, stop letting 
fentanyl come in, require that only 
citizens vote, and pass the SAVE Act 
to ensure that we can believe in our 
elections and that only citizens are 
voting in them. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing office. 

f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Kevin F. McCumber, Acting Clerk of 
the House, reported that on May 10, 
2024, the following bill was presented to 
the President of the United States for 
approval: 

H.R. 8289. To extend authorizations for the 
airport improvement program, to extend the 
funding and expenditure authority of the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 33 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, May 16, 2024, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

MOTION TO DISCHARGE A 
COMMITTEE 

MAY 15, 2024. 
TO THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REP-

RESENTATIVES: 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XV, I, W. 

GREGORY STEUBE, moved to discharge 
the Committee on Rules from the con-
sideration of the resolution, (H. Res. 
961), entitled, a resolution providing for 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 5863) 
to provide tax relief with respect to 
certain Federal disasters, which was 
referred to said committee January 11, 
2024, in support of which motion the 
undersigned Members of the House of 
Representatives affix their signatures, 
to wit: 

1. W. Gregory Steube. 
2. Anna Paulina Luna. 
3. Cory Mills. 
4. Lauren Boebert. 
5. Matt Gaetz. 

6. Jared Moskowitz. 
7. Gus M. Bilirakis. 
8. Kat Cammack. 
9. Byron Donalds. 

10. Tim Burchett. 
11. Doug LaMalfa. 
12. Diana Harshbarger. 
13. Katie Porter. 
14. Jill N. Tokuda. 
15. Mike Thompson. 
16. Jimmy Panetta. 
17. Salud O. Carbajal. 
18. Dwight Evans. 
19. Robert Garcia. 
20. Linda T. Sánchez. 
21. Grace F. Napolitano. 
22. Juan Vargas. 
23. Darren Soto. 
24. Doris O. Matsui. 
25. Earl Blumenauer. 
26. Ted Lieu. 
27. Troy A. Carter. 
28. Bonnie Watson Coleman. 
29. Anna G. Eshoo. 
30. James P. McGovern. 
31. Mark Takano. 
32. Haley M. Stevens. 
33. Morgan Luttrell. 
34. Danny K. Davis. 
35. Raul Ruiz. 
36. Clay Higgins. 
37. Beth Van Duyne. 
38. Mark DeSaulnier. 
39. Zoe Lofgren. 
40. C. A. Dutch Ruppersberger. 
41. J. Luis Correa. 
42. Scott Franklin. 
43. Jim Costa. 
44. Kevin Hern. 
45. Mike Levin. 
46. Adam B. Schiff. 
47. Pete Aguilar. 
48. Kevin Mullin. 
49. Ami Bera. 
50. Eric Swalwell. 
51. Brad Sherman. 
52. Maxine Waters. 
53. Shri Thanedar. 
54. Thomas R. Suozzi. 
55. Nancy Pelosi. 
56. Julia Brownley. 
57. Christopher R. Deluzio. 
58. Josh Harder. 
59. Norma J. Torres. 
60. John Garamendi. 
61. Tony Cárdenas. 
62. Ro Khanna. 
63. Betty McCollum. 
64. Colin Z. Allred. 
65. Judy Chu. 
66. Bradley Scott Schneider. 
67. Barbara Lee. 
68. Debbie Dingell. 
69. Troy E. Nehls. 
70. Sydney Kamlager-Dove. 
71. Debbie Wasserman Schultz. 
72. Jimmy Gomez. 
73. Nanette Diaz Barragán. 
74. Nancy Mace. 
75. Daniel T. Kildee. 
76. Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick. 
77. Charles J. ‘‘Chuck’’ Fleischmann. 
78. Emilia Strong Sykes. 
79. Frederica S. Wilson. 
80. Jennifer L. McClellan. 
81. Hillary J. Scholten. 
82. Yvette D. Clarke. 
83. Carlos A. Gimenez. 

84. Delia C. Ramirez. 
85. James E. Clyburn. 
86. Robin L. Kelly. 
87. Jamie Raskin. 
88. Timothy M. Kennedy. 
89. Kathy E. Manning. 
90. Marc A. Veasey. 
91. Mike Carey. 
92. Suzan K. DelBene. 
93. Diana DeGette. 
94. Lisa Blunt Rochester. 
95. Vicente Gonzalez. 
96. Maxwell Frost. 
97. Elissa Slotkin. 
98. Marilyn Strickland. 
99. Richard E. Neal. 

100. Jared Huffman. 
101. Joyce Beatty. 
102. Shontel M. Brown. 
103. Donald S. Beyer. 
104. Neal P. Dunn. 
105. Tracey Mann. 
106. Kim Schrier. 
107. Kathy Castor. 
108. Andrea Salinas. 
109. Becca Balint. 
110. Melanie A. Stansbury. 
111. Dina Titus. 
112. Ilhan Omar. 
113. Marcy Kaptur. 
114. Jasmine Crockett. 
115. Pramila Jayapal. 
116. Lloyd Doggett. 
117. John B. Larson. 
118. Terri A. Sewell. 
119. Teresa Leger Fernandez. 
120. Val T. Hoyle. 
121. Derek Kilmer. 
122. Gabe Vasquez. 
123. Suzanne Bonamici. 
124. Scott H. Peters. 
125. Brendan F. Boyle. 
126. Warren Davidson. 
127. Lori Trahan. 
128. David J. Trone. 
129. Susan Wild. 
130. Matt Cartwright. 
131. Bill Pascrell. 
132. Sara Jacobs. 
133. Deborah K. Ross. 
134. Mary Sattler Peltola. 
135. Dean Phillips. 
136. Nikki Budzinski. 
137. Grace Meng. 
138. Lois Frankel. 
139. Ann M. Kuster. 
140. Rosa L. DeLauro. 
141. Eric Sorensen. 
142. Mary Gay Scanlon. 
143. Chrissy Houlahan. 
144. Morgan McGarvey. 
145. Paul Tonko. 
146. Wiley Nickel. 
147. Bennie G. Thompson. 
148. Frank J. Mrvan. 
149. Joseph D. Morelle. 
150. David Scott. 
151. Jahana Hayes. 
152. Alma S. Adams. 
153. Sylvia R. Garcia. 
154. Madeleine Dean. 
155. Valerie P. Foushee. 
156. Nydia M. Velázquez. 
157. Sanford D. Bishop. 
158. Nikema Williams. 
159. Donald G. Davis. 
160. Steve Cohen. 
161. Robert C. ‘‘Bobby’’ Scott. 
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