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Last night, this body made a public 

policy choice to continue the inequal-
ity and inequitable advantage that cor-
porations have over their lives, their 
families’ lives, their kids’ lives. 

That is not the direction we are 
going in. We will continue the fight 
that we have started here. This now 
goes to the United States Senate, and 
let’s just see how we can influence the 
process there. We will continue until 
there is a permanent child tax credit. 

What is important that has come out 
of this debate in the last several days 
is that we have raised the decibel level 
on a child tax credit, its success, and 
its future and its future as permanent 
for this country. We are going to keep 
it on that front burner, and we are not 
going to let it go. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
SCOTT of Virginia, Congresswoman 
GWEN MOORE, and Congressman CASAR 
for being here this afternoon, and, Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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ISSUES OF THE DAY 

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LOUDERMILK). 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my good friend for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the service of someone who I believe is 
one of the best staff members in this 
institution—Mr. Tim Monahan. 

I first met Tim a few years ago dur-
ing his tenure with the Committee on 
House Administration. As with me, 
Tim has left a lasting impression on 
many here in Congress. 

Anyone who has ever met Tim prob-
ably remembers their first impression 
of the Gettysburg neighbor who some 
refer to as a grizzly with a Philly 
charm. 

As you get to know Tim, you learn 
just how steadfast, generous, and kind 
he really is. He is the kind of person 
who can handle anything that is 
thrown his way, whether it be big feel-
ings, awkward moments, and even the 
most outlandish member requests. 

Tim first started on the Hill at the 
Office of the CAO during Speaker 
Boehner’s years where he learned the 
nuts and bolts of our institution. 

Later serving on the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Subcommittee, 
Tim deepened his institutional rela-
tionship while ensuring his work was 
for the greater benefit of the House. 

He joined ranking member Rodney 
Davis at the Committee on House Ad-
ministration at the beginning of the 
116th Congress where his natural lead-
ership skills quickly stood out, and he 
was soon appointed staff director for 
the committee. 

In 2023, Tim took over the House op-
erations for Speaker Kevin McCarthy 
where he remained a steady hand dur-
ing several unprecedented moments, 
including staying on through the tran-
sitions of Speaker pro tempore 
MCHENRY and now-Speaker MIKE JOHN-
SON. 

So much could be said about Tim’s 
dedication to our institution and the 
people working here. I could talk about 
his vital role in reopening the House 
post-pandemic, his conflict resolution 
skills, his role in the first House fili-
buster, his helping Congressman DAVIS 
carry Representative Wright to safety 
on January 6, 2021, staffing a historic 15 
rounds of votes for the Speaker of the 
House, his mentorship and leadership 
for the past 15 years, or his deep, reso-
lute patriotism. 

Tim possesses an honor and respect 
for the halls of Congress that is ad-
mired by many. He gets to know and 
cares about all of those who work with-
in its walls and works hard to ensure 
that our Capitol remains a functional 
beacon of our constitutional Republic. 
Tim’s legacy in the House will be his 
strong character and his servant lead-
ership. 

Everyone who knows Tim is better 
for it. As he prepares to leave the 
House, our institution is better, thanks 
to his service. 

Tim, we wish you all the best in this 
next chapter of your life. Hopefully 
your departure from the House will 
allow more time with your lovely wife, 
Marissa; your baby daughter, Marian; 
and your puppy, Bella. 

Some of the staffers you have worked 
with have had some parting wishes for 
you. We hope the soup is plentiful in 
the next cafeteria, the nuts are absent, 
and that you have more time to listen 
to JLo and dream of Tiger Woods’ 
comebacks. 

Please, they said, if you ever try the 
grocery store sushi, Pringles, and 
kombucha combo again, please don’t 
share. 

To me, Tim has been not only a great 
member of the House staff, but he has 
been a close confidante and a good 
friend. 

He has been instrumental in helping 
me with some of the greatest moments 
in my tenure as a Member of Congress, 
but he has also helped me through 
some of the most difficult times. Tim 
Monahan is the gold standard of this 
institution, and more should aspire to 
be like him. 

Tim, we will miss you. God bless you. 
Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 

going to comment on a variety of 
things. Like always, I like to use this 
time to bring the Chair’s attention to 
stories that I don’t feel our main-
stream media is doing an adequate job 
of covering. 

A couple comments before I delve 
into these five stories. First of all, Con-
gressman LOUDERMILK gave a shout-out 
to one of his staffers who is leaving. 

This will be the final week that Kyle 
Amato of my office will be working for 

me, and I thank him publicly for the 
great job he does, particularly putting 
out the newsletters that everyone 
around the 6th Congressional District 
of Wisconsin likes. 

The second thing I would like to do is 
I really didn’t care for the form of the 
child tax credit that has been discussed 
so much today, but I thank the people 
for putting it together for this one rea-
son. 

Normally around here when we pass 
legislation designed to benefit the chil-
dren, we leave out the children of what 
I will call the working middle class. 

In other words, if you are hardly 
working at all, certainly if there is not 
a man in the house, this institution 
gives more and more benefits to people 
of that demographic. 

We did something the other day, 
which is almost unheard of. We ex-
tended those benefits to the middle 
class. 

While there are certainly problems 
with the way it is laid out, if you are 
a married couple making 120 grand a 
year and have a couple kids, you are 
going to get the child credits just as 
you would if you weren’t working at 
all. Small favors, but I would like to 
point that out. 

Now, the first issue that I don’t think 
has been adequately addressed around 
here is there has been, I think, misin-
formation spread on the conflict be-
tween Israel and Hamas or Israel and 
Gaza. 

We are supposed to be very sensitive 
and say Hamas is one group and Gaza is 
another group; but, in fact, Hamas—at 
least the polls show—is wildly popular 
in the West Bank and also, of course, 
popular in Gaza; and Gaza elected 
Hamas. 

I think too many people feel it is a 
historical conflict, and, in a way, we 
heard this in a speech from a promi-
nent American earlier today. 

They are kind of treated as two sides 
of the same coin. In fact, that is not 
true, and I would like to talk a little 
bit more about how the people in Gaza 
should be so lucky, so grateful—realize 
how lucky and grateful they are that 
they are living so close to Israel. 

There are far too many Americans in 
general, and congressmen in particular, 
who define this conflict as between two 
sides apparently equal or close to 
equal. 

In fact, Gaza has been treated incred-
ibly fairly and generously by Israel. 
When Gaza was set up as kind of an 
independent—I don’t know what you 
would call it—principality a while ago, 
the Israelis removed the Jewish tem-
ples from the area despite the fact that 
in Israel proper, there are 400 Muslim 
mosques. 

In Gaza, Israel felt, well, okay, if 
they don’t want them, they shouldn’t 
have to put up with temples in that 
area. 

Not only that, they physically re-
moved Israelis who were living in Gaza. 
Maybe you remember this. They phys-
ically grabbed and removed them from 
Gaza to the rest of Israel. 
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Apparently, the Gazans did not have 

to put up with Jews living in Gaza. 
That was bending over backward. It 
was almost barbaric. 

Then Gazans were able to work in 
Israel. Israel is a wildly successful 
Western country on the Mediterranean. 
As a result, I think the second biggest 
source of revenue for people in Gaza 
was working in businesses in Israel. 

That is their major source of income, 
along with foreign welfare that they 
didn’t work for at all. It largely comes 
from Europe. 

When Gaza was set up as an inde-
pendent or somewhat independent prin-
cipality, they were given greenhouses 
so they could take over those busi-
nesses and make money. 

Of course, the Palestinians on their 
own destroyed the greenhouses because 
they didn’t want to accept something 
that was tainted by previously being 
Jewish businesses, which is kind of of-
fensive. I don’t think the public really 
knows that. 

I think one way you can tell whether 
you are put upon and have things 
tough or whether you have things easy 
is other people want to be like you, or 
people are running away from you. 

Already, at the time of the barbaric 
acts in October, there were over 10,000 
people from Thailand living in Israel 
and working in Israel. In other words, 
they came halfway around the globe 
from Thailand to Israel to work in 
Israel. 

At first, I was kind of stumped when 
they said that Thai nationals were 
killed by Hamas in Israel or Thai na-
tionals were taken hostage in Israel. 

I thought what in the world are peo-
ple from Thailand doing in Israel. Ac-
tually, they knew it was so wonderful 
working in Israel that they came half-
way around the globe to work there. 

As a practical matter now, since 
Israel can no longer trust the Palestin-
ians, those jobs are going to be opened 
up to people around the world. 

Not enough people know that, right; 
be they people from India—which is a 
booming country in its own right—Sri 
Lanka, Vietnam, Kenya, Malawi. 

They are coming from around the 
world to replace the Palestinian work-
ers who are fortunate enough to have 
jobs in Israel. 

By the way, those Gaza citizens who 
worked in Israel were making far more 
money than your average person in the 
Arab world is making. They just 
lucked out that they were near enough 
to Israel, and they could grab these 
good jobs. 

Now that they kicked them away by 
killing so many Israelis, they are going 
to be replaced by other people all 
around the world. 

One thing that I think has not been 
publicized anywhere near enough is 
there are talks of 25,000 people from Ec-
uador who may come to Israel to work. 

Think about that. The Gazans think 
they are so put upon that they have to 
kill the Israelis, chop off their heads, 
chop off the heads of children, and, 

meanwhile, people in Ecuador are com-
ing halfway around the world with pos-
sible plans of taking 25,000 Ecuadorians 
to live in Israel and take those jobs. 

That is something that every Amer-
ican should know. They don’t know it 
because the American press is not cov-
ering it. 

They are allowing people to believe, 
oh, those poor Gazans. They don’t real-
ize that people from Thailand or Ecua-
dor or the southern part of Africa 
would move halfway around the 
world—goodbye to their families—to be 
in heaven, to work in Israel. 

By the way, there is another item 
that ought to be pointed out with re-
gard to how well the Arabs in Israel 
have it. 

Not long ago, there were efforts made 
for a two-State solution. Bad idea, but, 
nevertheless, they talked about doing 
it. 

At the time when they talked about 
it, they thought okay, in this area of 
land we call Israel, we are going to 
have some of that land be Israel and 
some of that land be Palestine. 

So people don’t have to be offended, 
the Israelis living in what would be-
come Palestine would move to Israel, 
and the Palestinians living in what 
would become Israel will move to Pal-
estine. 

It seemed at first blush kind of a 
commonsense thing. You know who 
screamed bloody murder? The Palestin-
ians who were going to have to move to 
Palestine and leave Israel because 
when push came to shove, they know 
that their children would be a lot freer, 
get a lot better education, and be a lot 
more economically well off living in 
Israel than they would in Palestine. 

Palestine would probably become an-
other State like Gaza, kind of a crook-
ed State in which whatever leadership 
they vote for takes the foreign aid and 
keeps it. 

By the way, some of you older peo-
ple—I don’t know how old the Chair 
is—remember Yasser Arafat who many, 
many years ago was running Gaza. 

Apparently his ancestors now, they 
got out. They are living in Paris. They 
don’t want to live in Gaza. They are 
living in Paris high on the hog with all 
the money that Yasser Arafat managed 
to make off the foreign aid the West 
was sending to Gaza. 
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In any event, I would ask the press to 
report a little bit about these land 
swaps—even that is kind of an old 
story—and in a new story, point out all 
the people from around the world who 
would like to live in Israel and replace 
the Palestinians who kicked away the 
great jobs that they had in Gaza, and 
particularly pay attention to what is 
going on in Ecuador and how many 
people from Ecuador are going to come 
halfway around the world to be grate-
ful to have the jobs that the Palestin-
ians kicked away who were living in 
Gaza at this time on the beautiful Med-
iterranean Sea. 

Now, the next thing I want to talk 
about, and I don’t think has been ade-
quately addressed, we reported on the 
tax bill yesterday. I am not sure you 
could call it a major bill. There were 
good things in the bill and bad things 
in the bill, as you can imagine, because 
it was part of negotiations between Re-
publicans and Democrats. 

As I mentioned, the child tax credits 
probably have an element of welfare in 
them, which is bad. On the other hand, 
they did go to the middle class, which 
is one of the few things that we don’t 
phase out and say because you are 
making $60,000 a year, we are going to 
take them away from you and punish 
you for working, or punish you for get-
ting married. 

There was another provision in there 
that I really disliked, even though I 
voted for the bill, because overall, the 
positives outweighed the negatives, but 
it is a provision that was only in there 
because the press corps does not high-
light it; that is, low-income housing 
tax credits. It is a little bit of a boring 
topic, but I ask the Chair to indulge me 
a little bit. 

There are a variety of ways in which 
the Federal Government—it is none of 
their business to do it, by the way—in 
which the Federal Government tries to 
provide low-income housing for people. 
One is by giving a low-income housing 
tax credit to property developers of 
low-income housing. 

We tweaked that credit for only a 2- 
year period and only a certain subset of 
that credit yesterday in the bill. The 
press corps ought to talk a little bit 
about these credits, because I don’t 
think that they would survive the light 
of day, or survive appropriate atten-
tion by the mainstream media. 

My problem with them is in addition 
to my problem with all Federal muck-
ing around in low-income housing, par-
ticularly low-income housing that is 
not for the elderly. For the elderly, I 
guess I can say positive things for it. 
For the disabled, I can say positive 
things about it. 

The low-income housing tax credit 
means that when the Federal Govern-
ment gets involved, a huge beneficiary 
is, quite frankly, well-off property de-
velopers. So you understand what hap-
pens, when developers take advantage 
of low-income housing tax credits, they 
get a credit equal to 9 percent of the 
total cost for a 10-year period. Because 
there is a time value of money, it 
means that when they build low-in-
come housing, the government pays for 
70 percent. 

In other words, if I am a well-off 
property housing developer, the gov-
ernment gives me 70 percent of the cost 
of that building and I only have to put 
in 30 percent, at a minimum. There are, 
I am told, places around the country 
where the States and local govern-
ments give them further incentives. 

I think a lot of these people, by the 
way, make campaign contributions. I 
think they are politically well-con-
nected, as you can imagine, to take ad-
vantage of such a generous credit. 
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In any event, it is a very complicated 

thing. You might say what happens if 
the property developer does not have 
income tax to offset with the credit. 
What happens is, then they sell the 
credits to somebody else, frequently 
banks. We not only have beneficiaries 
of what is supposed to help with the 
low-income people go to an incredibly 
generous subsidy to property devel-
opers, but banks are able to use the 
credit to show the FDIC, or whoever, 
the banking regulators, that they are 
socially conscious, so they get a little 
bit of a benefit there as well. 

There are some anecdotes I have 
heard about this—by the way, an ac-
counting firm puts out an explanation 
of the tax credit. The tax credit by 
itself kind of makes your eyes glaze 
over. People wonder where paperwork 
comes from. The accounting firm that 
puts it out devotes 1,400 pages to an ex-
planation for a credit. Even if there are 
other things you like, you should know 
if Congress is passing a program that 
takes 1,400 pages to explain, you know 
it is a bad program. 

I think, by the way, it is complicated 
on purpose so you confuse Congressmen 
into voting for it. Because the govern-
ment, not surprising, is paying for 70 
percent of the cost of that apartment, 
that apartment, in general, costs 30 
percent more than an apartment would 
if it was built in the private sector 
without having the government muck 
around. Right off the bat, there is a big 
problem there. 

I know a property developer in Wis-
consin who builds normal apartments, 
not aimed for low-income housing, not 
taking advantage of the generous cred-
it. He tells me that the people with the 
low-income housing credit frequently 
outbid him for the land, because the 
government is paying for 70 percent of 
the cost. Think about that. If you want 
somebody to build apartments for the 
middle class, they can’t get the prime 
location in town because the low-in-
come credit is so generous that the per-
son with the low-income housing will 
always outbid them. 

Another thing that happens when the 
government pays 70 percent of the cost 
of something, you have a nicer apart-
ment—because after 20 years it is no 
longer low-income housing—a nicer 
apartment than people who don’t have 
low-income housing have. I have heard 
that complaint. I have heard people 
looking for new apartments, and they 
find the nicest apartments in town 
they are not eligible for because they 
are the low-income housing units. That 
is what happens when the government 
pays for 70 percent of the cost of the 
unit. Not to mention, there is the pos-
sibility for crookedness there, because 
if the government is paying 70 percent 
of the cost of anything, doesn’t it en-
courage your subcontractors to jack up 
the prices because the government is 
paying for 70 percent? Of course it does. 

Now, this new increase in generosity 
in the low-income housing credit will 
expire in 2 years. They were able to get 

this thing through because naive peo-
ple, first of all, thought it was the Fed-
eral Government’s business to get in-
volved at all, but nice people felt that 
the low-income housing tax credit ben-
efited low-income people. They didn’t 
realize it was a payoff to well-con-
nected property developers. 

If the press corps would wake up and 
write articles about this program, it 
would not survive the next 3 or 4 years. 
The only reason this program, which I 
consider to be about the most question-
able part of the Internal Revenue 
Code—the only reason this thing is 
able to survive is because the slum-
bering press corps does not report on 
it. 

Now, there are a lot of programs on 
it. I don’t like to highlight one non-
profit, but the Cato Institute has a 
great expose about this program out 
there, if you want to find it on the 
internet. It is about 5 years old, but it 
is as accurate today as it was then. If 
you think the Internal Revenue Code is 
used by well-heeled people to get 
things in there, this is for you. 

I strongly encourage the press corps 
to pay attention to the low-income 
housing tax credits. Like I said, it is a 
waste of taxpayer money. I am the 
type of Congressman who tries to look 
out for the average guy. These are pro-
visions stuck in the Internal Revenue 
Code to benefit the well-off, the politi-
cally well-connected. Just because they 
put kind of a nice-sounding title to it, 
‘‘low-income housing tax credit,’’ you 
think they are looking out for the 
poor. They are looking out for the well- 
heeled property developer. That is the 
second thing that our slumbering press 
corps should pay attention to. 

The third thing I want to talk about 
is an issue we have talked about many 
times before, but since I last addressed 
the Chair, we released the figures on 
the number of people coming across the 
border. 

Now, I had guessed the last time I 
was up here that for the first time ever 
we would have over 300,000 people a 
month crossing the border. I remind 
people that back in the days of Presi-
dent Trump, that number was, depend-
ing on the month, around 10,000 or 
12,000. We have gone from 10,000 or 
12,000 people a month crossing our bor-
der what I will call illegally—because I 
think they are asking for asylum they 
don’t deserve—from 10,000 or 12,000 to— 
this is just shocking; whenever I look 
at it, I can’t believe it—370,000. We 
have gone up about 30 times as many 
people crossing into the United States 
as we did 3 years ago. 

The American public ought to be ab-
solutely appalled. We have an adminis-
tration with Joe Biden, who fumbles 
around and says: Well, I guess maybe 
we should do something about that. 
Maybe Congress should meet with me, 
and we should try to do something. 

The American public should know, 
the fact that we have gone up from 
12,000 to 370,000 has nothing to do with 
Congress; it is the inability of the 

Biden administration to want to en-
force the law. This is something they 
want by design. Instead of 12,000 people 
coming here illegally every month, 
they want 370,000. If they went back to 
the policies of President Trump, the 
stay-in-Mexico situation, we would re-
duce this number by 85 percent. 

Now, it would still be over 50,000. We 
still have more work to do. It would 
still be a disaster. Just by the signing 
of a piece of paper, he could knock that 
370,000 figure back down to 40,000 or 
50,000. 

Pointing out other things that are 
going on that the mainstream media is 
not doing a very good job on. In the 
370,000, there were about, one more 
time, 12,000 unaccompanied minors. 
There is another thing that has gone 
up exponentially under this adminis-
tration. 

The mainstream media purports to 
care when families are separated. I will 
tell you, when you have 12,000 people 
cross the border without their parents, 
that is family separation. Those kids 
should be turned around and sent back 
to their parents or contact their par-
ents. Now, we don’t do anything like 
that at all. If the child shows up and 
they have got a piece of paper on their 
T-shirt that says ‘‘deliver me to Uncle 
Joe in Portland, Oregon,’’ we buy them 
the plane ticket, we deliver them to 
Uncle Joe. We don’t do DNA testing to 
see if it really is Uncle Joe. It is a rec-
ipe for human trafficking when people 
want to take advantage of young chil-
dren, but the press allows it to happen. 

Under President Trump, they 
screamed about family separation 
when it was only a very temporary 
thing for a very small number of kids. 
Now, you have 10,000, 11,000, 12,000 kids 
a month, no big deal. We don’t talk 
about it. 

The next thing to remember is that 
even once these kids are placed with 
sponsors, the Biden administration 
does not follow up to see where they 
are. Estimates vary, but somehow, I 
think somewhere between 30,000 and 
80,000 kids we have lost track of. In 
other words, we have let 15-year-olds, 
14-year-olds, and 12-year-olds in the 
country, and after a few months, we 
don’t even know where they are. 

I would strongly encourage the press 
corps to report on the volume of people 
who came here in December. Even I, as 
opposed to the Biden administration as 
anybody, was expecting that number to 
come in 310,000, 320,000. Instead, it is 
370,000. They blew away the old record 
by about 50,000, more than I ever would 
have dreamed. 

We have to remember, in addition to 
all the people coming into our country, 
changing our country, committing 
crimes in our country, in addition to 
that, we have a situation in which they 
are bringing drugs in the country. We 
have to remember that over 100,000 of 
our citizens are dying every year from 
illegal drug overdoses. 

I know there are some hardhearted 
people who say: They took the drugs 
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themselves; we don’t care. Apparently, 
the Biden administration is in that 
category, because they don’t do much 
to stop it. You would think any normal 
President, just to save the 100,000 lives 
and prevent all of these drugs from 
coming into our country, would close 
the border on that alone. The press, 
again, does not report it. 
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I was old enough to remember the 
Vietnam war. In 12 years in the Viet-
nam war, 57,000 American troops died, 
and it was reported constantly and 
should have been reported constantly. 
That was news when our troops were 
dying in Vietnam, 57,000 over 12 years. 

Now, we have 108,000, every year, 
dying from illegal drug overdoses. It 
happens in county after county, and it 
is swept under the rug because the 
mainstream media doesn’t want to em-
barrass the Biden administration, so 
we don’t talk about 108,000 people a 
year dying. 

Of course, is there any effort made to 
close the border or any effort made to 
prevent it? No. No effort is made to 
prevent it. 

It is a story that every local news-
paper in the country—they are easy to 
find—ought to be reporting, not only 
the number for America as a whole; 
they ought to be pointing out how 
many people died, say, in the State of 
Wisconsin, or whatever State their 
paper is sent. They should be reporting 
how many people are dying in the 
county. 

You will find out, I would think, for 
almost every county in the country, 
probably every county in the State, if 
you added up all the murders and all 
the car accidents together, the number 
of people who are dying of illegal drugs 
is way over that total. We put car acci-
dents with fatalities in the paper all 
the time because it is a tragic thing; 
people like to read about it or want to 
be informed about it. We obviously put 
local murders in the paper all the time. 

There are 108,000 Americans dying 
every year with spouses, with parents, 
with children. Let’s sweep it under the 
rug, says the mainstream media. I will 
tell you, if you put that in there, peo-
ple would pay attention to those sto-
ries. 

The next issue that I don’t think has 
been covered enough and I will talk 
about more next week, but we had one 
more committee hearing in my sub-
committee on wokeness in the mili-
tary. 

Our current General Brown, who was 
previously head of the Air Force and is 
now head of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
prior to coming in the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, publicly said he wanted to reduce 
the number of officers in the military 
from 67 percent White men down to 43 
percent White men. 

I walk around my district, and I ask 
average people. I said: Do you know the 
most important member of the mili-
tary in the country has said his public 
goal is to reduce the number of White 

officers in the military from 67 percent 
to 43 percent? Almost nobody knows. 
The rest of the people are shocked. 

I told this to a Vietnam veteran who 
fought in Vietnam. I thought he was 
going to break down and cry right 
there when he found out what was hap-
pening to our military. They have 
taken the single most important agen-
cy in the United States, and they run it 
like it is some stupid community col-
lege, where it doesn’t matter who we 
promote, where we don’t have to pay 
attention to merit. Who cares? I can go 
to a cocktail party and brag about how 
many Hispanics or how many Asians or 
how many Native Americans are in the 
military. I no longer brag about how 
good my military is or how strong it is. 
I brag about how diverse it is. 

The press does not know what is 
going on here. In my committee, there 
were inferences that we also were play-
ing games with who gets into our mili-
tary academies—West Point, Air Force 
Academy, Annapolis. I nominate those 
people, like all Congressmen do every 
year, but the testimony was they are 
putting a thumb on the scale as to who 
gets into them. 

It is just offensive. It mirrors what is 
going on in other parts of the country. 

They pay people $190,000 a year to be 
diversity experts, to say: Oh, this per-
son is registered as this, this person is 
registered to that. I believe, when they 
do it, they do it like they do in the pri-
vate sector and have been doing this 
for 50 years. You self-identify, so we 
keep this fiction going that, if you are 
one-quarter Peruvian, that you are a 
protected minority and you bring a di-
verse view of the world. 

I don’t know why, if somebody has a 
grandmother who is Peruvian and grew 
up in Silver Spring, Maryland, you 
have a unique view of the world and it 
is important to give you preferences to 
get a promotion in the military, but 
that is apparently how we are oper-
ating right now. In any event, all of 
the American public should be aware of 
that. 

If our military is not number one in 
the world, we are going to be in big 
trouble, baby. One of the only reasons 
why we are number one in the world is 
because we do have the strongest mili-
tary in the world, and to begin to say 
our promotions should no longer be 
based on merit but should be based on 
looking around and finding somebody 
from—I don’t know—South Africa or 
whatever is preposterous. 

Now, I will remind the Chair one 
more time that we are adding a new 
minority group to be given preferences 
right now. President Biden wants 
North Africans and Middle Eastern 
people—people, if you draw a line from 
Morocco all the way to Iran, he wants 
them considered as a special group who 
is in need of protection, as well. This 
will mean that if somebody emigrates 
here from, say, Egypt, and President 
Biden gets what he wants, they will 
also be considered a special case, in 
need of special protection, and being 
given preference over the native born. 

It is so divisive. Not only do you not 
have the best people necessarily get-
ting the job, but it is so divisive be-
cause you are teaching our military— 
rather than you are one, we are all one 
unit, we are all American, you are tak-
ing the military and saying: You 
should walk around with a chip on your 
shoulder. You are a Hispanic American, 
you are an African American, you are a 
Native American, you are an Asian 
American, you are a Middle Eastern 
American, and it is just the beginning 
of the end. 

I strongly hope, when we come to the 
appropriations bill—and we made some 
progress—not as much progress as we 
wanted in the authorizing bill, but I 
hope that our team, when it comes to 
the appropriations bill, removes all of 
these horrible DPI positions. 

Our military, a lot of people tell us it 
is underfunded. I am not sure that is 
true, but people tell us that. To pay 190 
grand a year for these people is, quite 
frankly, ridiculous, and it is something 
that should be reported in the main-
stream media. 

My fifth story that we are going to 
cover today that the mainstream 
media is not going to pay attention to 
is we had a prayer breakfast earlier 
this morning in the Capitol. In the 
past, we had that prayer breakfast out-
side the Capitol. We would take a bus a 
mile away or rent something in a 
hotel. Today, we did it right here in 
the Capitol, which is fine, saved a few 
bucks; that was good. President Biden 
came over, gave a little speech, which 
was good. 

In any event, the main speaker was 
the Chaplain of the Senate, and the 
Chaplain of the Senate was very ani-
mated, gave quite a long sermon. How-
ever, it was an interesting sermon, be-
cause I believe he called for a fast of all 
Americans of once or twice a week. It 
wasn’t a full fast. I mean, you could 
drink water. The fast would end every 
day at 3 o’clock. 

Nevertheless, I thought it was inter-
esting that Reverend Black from the 
U.S. Senate, who claimed there are a 
lot of Senators or Members of the Sen-
ate—I think maybe he was mentioning 
staff, too—who fasted frequently. Of 
course, he quoted several Bible verses 
in both the Old and New Testament in 
which the Israelis fasted. Jesus’ disci-
ples, after he left, were going to fast. 

I thought it was interesting that we 
had such a student of the Bible, the 
Chaplain of the Senate, who has been 
here since 2003 that was calling for a 
fast. 

I think it is something interesting 
and ought to be in your local news-
paper if you want to know what is 
going on around here. I mean, it was a 
prayer breakfast. A significant number 
of U.S. Senators and Congressmen at-
tended. The President of the United 
States attended. Wouldn’t you think 
they would cover it? 

I bet, if I look in the mainstream 
newspapers tomorrow—the Washington 
Post, the New York Times, et cetera, 
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the Milwaukee Journal in my area— 
they will not cover the fact that the 
longtime Chaplain in the U.S. Senate 
called for a fast. 

So those are five stories that have 
been underreported. We will ask, if 
there are any members of the main-
stream media that we see, whether 
their newspapers covered them. If the 
stories are even a little bit old, it 
doesn’t mean they shouldn’t be in 
there. 

To me, if you are a mainstream news-
paper, a citizen who reads you every 
day should be informed, and every one 
of these five issues, I think somebody 
who reads the Washington Post; the 
Philadelphia Inquirer, if that is still 
around; the Milwaukee Journal, would 
not know these five issues. 

I am going to go through them again: 
The degree to which people all 

around the world are looking to replace 
these Palestinians as far as doing work 
in Israel. 

The horribleness, the waste of the 
low-income housing tax credits which 
would not survive the mainstream 
media paying attention to it. 

What is going on at the border, the 
degree to which, in December, we just 
blew away any previous totals of peo-
ple coming across there, and the degree 
that we have to do something. 

The wokeness in the military—that 
is the fourth issue—the degree to which 
the current head of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff is overtly saying that he does not 
want the best people running the mili-
tary if they happen to be White. 

Also, that the Chaplain of the Senate 
was such a Bible-believing guy that he 
called on the Congressmen and Sen-
ators who were there today to begin to 
fast, and he actually told us that a lot 
of the U.S. Senators are already fast-
ing. 

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

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Avery M. 
Stringer, one of his secretaries. 

f 

IMPOSING CERTAIN SANCTIONS ON 
PERSONS UNDERMINING PEACE, 
SECURITY, AND STABILITY IN 
THE WEST BANK—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 118– 
102) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Pursuant to the International Emer-

gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 
1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), the National 
Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), 

section 212(f) and section 215(a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act of 
1952 (8 U.S.C. 1182(f) and 8 U.S.C. 
1185(a)), and section 301 of title 3, 
United States Code, I hereby report 
that I have issued an Executive Order 
declaring a national emergency to deal 
with the threat posed by the situation 
in the West Bank, including in par-
ticular high levels of extremist settler 
violence, forced displacement of people 
and villages, and property destruction. 
Such actions constitute a serious 
threat to the peace, security, and sta-
bility of the West Bank and Gaza, 
Israel, and the broader Middle East re-
gion and undermine the foreign policy 
and national security objectives of the 
United States. I find that these actions 
constitute an unusual and extraor-
dinary threat to the national security 
and foreign policy of the United States, 
and I have declared a national emer-
gency to deal with that threat. 

The order authorizes the blocking of 
property and interests in property of 
any foreign person determined by the 
Secretary of State, in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, or 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of State: 

(i) to be responsible for or complicit 
in, or to have directly or indirectly en-
gaged or attempted to engage in, ac-
tions—including directing, enacting, 
implementing, enforcing, or failing to 
enforce policies—that threaten the 
peace, security, or stability of the West 
Bank; 

(ii) to be responsible for or complicit 
in, or to have directly or indirectly en-
gaged or attempted to engage in, plan-
ning, ordering, otherwise directing, or 
participating in certain actions—in-
cluding acts of violence or threats of 
violence targeting civilians, efforts to 
place civilians in reasonable fear of vi-
olence, property destruction, or seizure 
or dispossession of property by private 
actors—affecting the West Bank; 

(iii) to be or have been a leader or of-
ficial of certain entities that have en-
gaged in, or whose members have en-
gaged in, such activities; 

(iv) to have materially assisted, spon-
sored, or provided financial, material, 
or technological support for, or goods 
or services to or in support of, any per-
son blocked pursuant to the order; or 

(v) to be owned or controlled by, or 
to have acted or purported to act for or 
on behalf of, directly or indirectly, any 
person blocked pursuant to the order. 

The order also authorizes the block-
ing of property and interests in prop-
erty of any foreign person determined 
by the Secretary of State, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, to have committed or have at-
tempted to commit, to pose a signifi-
cant risk of committing, or to have 
participated in training to commit acts 
of terrorism affecting the West Bank. 
In addition, the order suspends the 
entry into the United States of any 
noncitizen determined to meet one or 
more of the above criteria. 

The order authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in consultation with the 

Secretary of State, to take such ac-
tions, including the promulgation of 
rules and regulations, and to employ 
all powers granted to the President by 
IEEPA as may be necessary to carry 
out the purposes of the order. It directs 
the Secretary of State, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, to implement the order as it ap-
plies to visas, and it directs the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of State, 
to implement the order as it applies to 
the entry into the United States of 
noncitizens. All executive departments 
and agencies of the United States are 
directed to take all appropriate meas-
ures within their authority to imple-
ment the order. 

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order I have issued. 

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 1, 2024. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 29 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Feb-
ruary 5, 2024, at noon for morning-hour 
debate. 

f 

RULES AND REPORTS SUBMITTED 
PURSUANT TO THE CONGRES-
SIONAL REVIEW ACT 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(d), executive 
communications [final rules] sub-
mitted to the House pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1) during the period of 
September 14, 2023, through January 3, 
2024, shall be treated as though re-
ceived on February 1, 2024. Original 
dates of transmittal, numberings, and 
referrals to committee of those execu-
tive communications remain as indi-
cated in the Executive Communication 
section of the relevant CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–3016. A letter from the Director of 
Oversight, USDA Office of Congressional Re-
lations, Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Im-
portation of Fresh Beef From Paraguay 
[Docket No.: APHIS-2018-0007] (RIN: 0579- 
AE73) received January 30, 2024, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

EC–3017. A letter from the Associate Gen-
eral Counsel, Corporation For National and 
Community Service, transmitting the Cor-
poration’s final rule — Annual Civil Mone-
tary Penalties Inflation Adjustment (RIN: 
3045-AA86) received January 25, 2024, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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