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He must be brought before this
House. He must be brought before this
House because he disrespects the court,
and he refuses to honor the April 10
order requiring him to facilitate the
return or the release of a person who
was taken from this country to another
country, a Supreme Court mandate. He
has said that he can do it; but he
hasn’t.

If he refuses to honor the Supreme
Court and Federal courts and demeans
the judges and calls for their impeach-
ment, if my colleagues across the aisle
decline to bring him into some sense of
order as it relates to obeying the or-
ders of courts, if they decline to do so,
then what is left?

It is the impeachment.

Whether anyone else agrees with me
or not, I want my record to show that
at a time when democracy was at risk,
I brought impeachment to the atten-
tion of the Congress.

Mr. Speaker, you can do it for two
reasons at least, there may be others,
but two that I will call to your atten-
tion. One, to remove a President—to
remove a President. I don’t know if
that will happen this time. I plan to
bring impeachment more than once. I
did it before, and it led to the impeach-
ment of the President, and he lost an
election as a result of that, I believe. I
plan to bring these Articles of Im-
peachment. Removal is a possibility.

There is always a deterrent effect of
Articles of Impeachment. They can be
used to say to a President: If you don’t
behave, if you don’t cease and desist
with what you are doing, then you can
be removed from office.

I trust that this will become the mes-
sage that the President will receive.
However, knowing what I know about
him, I doubt that he will receive the
message as intended. I think that it
will cause him to become a greater
bully and to do more and say more
things that are unacceptable to try to
normalize his dictatorial behavior.

It is dictatorial in that he believes
that the law should be followed when
he sees the law on his side and that it
should be somehow avoided when it is
not.

Mr. Speaker, dictatorial behavior is
the kind of behavior that you see ema-
nating from dictators. I believe that
this dictatorial behavior has to be put
in check because we have a President
who preaches law and order, but he
doesn’t mean law and order. He means
order and law. He means allow me to
do whatever I choose and then you find
some law to justify my behavior. That
is not law and order. That is order and
law, and that is what he believes.

I believe that we have to do what I
am about to do, and I trust that there
will be others who will join in. How-
ever, if no one else does, then I want
you to know, Mr. Speaker, that while 1
am censured, I am not silenced and
that this is only the genesis of this
process.

The revelations are yet to come, and
in the revelations, I assure you, Mr.
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Speaker, we will come to conclusions
that will cause this President to be re-
moved.

We are now into the countdown for
impeachment. This countdown will
manifest itself in articles being
brought to the floor of the House of
Representatives next week. I fully in-
tend to do so. For edification purposes,
that means that I will first notify my
colleagues by way of written word that
these are my intentions. Thereafter, 1
will come to the House, and I will read
the Articles of Impeachment. After
they have been read, some time will
pass before they will come back to the
floor for a second reading, two legisla-
tive days.

At that time, the articles will be read
again. I will call for a vote on the Arti-
cles of Impeachment. Those who will
vote for it will be known as persons
who have supported what I believe to
be the last effort that we have to pre-
vent this President from becoming a
full-blown dictator. He is right now a
de facto dictator. He has the potential
to becoming full-blown.

What do I mean by de facto?

It is because we are in the nascency
of his dictatorship. Someone, someday,
will write about the first 100 days of his
dictatorship. We are into the nascency
of it.

He is testing to see if there are peo-
ple who have the courage to put him in
check. If he doesn’t see that, then we
will go on to another stage of it.

I am going to come to the floor and
read these articles. Then they will be
read again a second time. I will ask for
the vote.

There will be probably be a motion to
table. The motion to table means that
if it prevails, then the articles will not
go forward and have the debate and
proceed to the possibility of a vote on
the actual articles. A motion to table
is what has happened in the past.

Those who vote for the motion to
table will oppose the Articles of Im-
peachment. Those who vote against the
motion to table will be sending a mes-
sage to the world that they want this
to proceed and that these articles
ought to be given a fair hearing before
this House of Representatives.

The motion to table will ultimately
bring us to a decision that we will have
to consider. It will be a moment of
truth and an hour of decision.

I believe we have to do this. I believe
we have to do it because if we are going
to wait until there are tanks rolling
into major cities, at the capitals of cit-
ies, it will be too late.
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If we are going to wait until you read
and hear about it in some major news-
paper that the President has metamor-
phosed into a dictator, it will be too
late. We have to stop him as soon as
possible. As soon as possible is the
means of doing it by way of impeach-
ment. I believe that he will be im-
peached again.

I also know this. If we don’t, and if he
continues in the vein, in the method-
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ology that he has been proceeding
with, if he does this, then there is one
other last word and that will be: We
the people. We the people, with our
voices, with our movement, with our
peaceful protest, we the people will
make that change.

This country will not tolerate a de
facto dictator, and it surely will not
tolerate, and you should not tolerate, a
full-blown dictator. I say a de facto dic-
tator because, in fact, he is a dictator;
not announced but that is what he is,
ruling by executive order.

This country was not designed by the
Framers of the Constitution to be ruled
by executive order such that the Presi-
dent would just ignore those orders, let
things go all the way to the Supreme
Court knowing that he has lawyers
with unlimited resources, and those
who would challenge him are limited in
resources.

So his dictatorial character says to
him you can let that go on to the Su-
preme Court, and you can ignore the
court. Flout the orders of the court.
You don’t have to worry about that.
You have got the Treasury of the
United States of America backing you.
You have got an attorney general who
knows nothing but yes. No way to say
to you, Mr. President, reconsider.

Your Secretary of State is going to
do a similar thing. No one around you
is going to challenge you and say to
you that this is not the appropriate
thing to do. So, yes, he has the charac-
teristics of a de facto dictator with dic-
tatorial behavior being exhibited.

As a result, the moment of truth is
upon us. Next week we shall have the
opportunity to stand on the principles
that I believe were exhibited when we
were campaigning, when we were say-
ing this President would harm our de-
mocracy, that he was a threat. This
will be our opportunity.

I pray that every person will vote
their conscience. I am not asking any-
body to vote a certain way. I am tell-
ing you how I will vote. I speak for no
one but myself and those who agree
with me, but I assure you that there
will be at least one vote to impeach
Donald John Trump, President of the
United States.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

——
BIG, BEAUTIFUL BILL

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of
Wisconsin was recognized for 30 min-
utes.)

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, we
are heading into what many people
hope is the finishing stretch of our leg-
islature, putting through what Donald
Trump calls the big, beautiful bill.

There are a lot of issues yet to be de-
cided, and I would like to address some
of those issues today.
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The first issue I have talked about
once already, but it seems to be a
major holdup, the rumors are, in nego-
tiation.

There are clearly going to be some
tax cuts in this budget. Our goal will
be to continue with tax cuts that were
put in place in 2017 but add some oth-
ers.

As we hear rumors of what tax cuts
will be added, we have to remember
that taxes in the United States are so
high that every tax provision affects
our behavior.

Some people want taxes, and I am
one of them, to be lower on manufac-
turers because manufacturers have to
compete with other countries. A good
way to make sure we have good manu-
facturing jobs, as well as to make sure
we get more research on manufac-
turing in this country, is to aim our
tax cuts at manufacturers.

Some of them specifically aim at re-
search and development. They feel the
most important thing in manufac-
turing is research and development.

Others are made to encourage sav-
ings. In the past year, we have passed
tax cuts to encourage people to put
more money in their IRAs or 401(K)s.

We have a problem in this country
that not enough people are having chil-
dren, and that is not only a problem for
the country; it is a problem for individ-
uals who, I think—I am told, many of
which regret when they are 35 or 40,
not having children when they were
younger.

People want to use the tax code to
incentivize people to have more chil-
dren. There are a variety of ways you
can do that. President Trump floated a
balloon just to give people a large
check. I think that is a big mistake be-
cause we do not want to have people
having children just to get a large
check.

If you want to make it easier to raise
children, maybe raising the personal
exemption to $5,000 would be a good
way to favor parents.

One thing that concerns me. Unlike
people who want to encourage more
manufacturing, encourage more work,
encourage more overtime, encourage
more children, there are people who
want to change the tax code to encour-
age local governments and State gov-
ernments to raise taxes.

There is a provision called the SALT
provision in which they want to make
tax deductible State and local taxes.
They are already, to a degree, tax de-
ductible, but there are people who want
to help the wealthier people deduct
their State and local income taxes as
well.

I have talked to both my State legis-
lators, and last weekend I talked to a
county executive, and they both gave
me the same story. They are both con-
servative people. They said they were
shocked that there were Republicans
who want to increase the tax deduction
for State and local taxes because what
does that incentivize? It doesn’t
incentivize more children. It doesn’t
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incentivize more research and develop-
ment. It doesn’t incentivize more man-
ufacturing.

What it does is it incentivizes State
and local governments to raise taxes
and spend more money. I had to ex-
plain to my State legislators these
were Republicans who wanted it. They
found it hard to believe. It sounds like
a tax provision that you would be more
likely to hear Democrat legislators
want.

In any event, I think we have to fol-
low the negotiations that are going on,
and we have to see whether within the
Republican Party we wind up with a
product to encourage more work, en-
courage families, or whether we wind
up with a bill designed to encourage
State governments to raise the income
tax or sales tax, or encourage local
governments to raise their property
tax.

I am going to be very disappointed. It
would certainly be a defeat for, I guess
what I will call, traditional Repub-
licans, such as myself, but that is one
of the negotiations going on behind
closed doors.

There is another provision that they
are going to use the IRS code in—
which concerns me a little because
there are rumors that this may be out
there as well. Quite frankly, I have a
suggestion how we could cut taxes and
put ourselves in a stronger position.

Right now there is a provision in the
tax code called low-income housing tax
credits, and what it means is that if a
developer wants to build a new develop-
ment, they would get a credit equal to
10 percent of the cost of the building
over 9 years, which, right off the bat,
sounds like the government is paying
for 90 percent of the value of the build-
ing.

That is not quite right because there
is a time value to money, and if you
are getting a building that you paid $10
million for, if you get a credit worth $1
million 10 years out, you have got to
wait for that credit, and there is a time
value to money.

Nevertheless, even taking into ac-
count the time value of money, a po-
tential developer has the government,
through tax credits, pay for 70 percent
of the cost of a building.

Now, this is not open-ended. Usually
these credits go to politically well-con-
nected developers picked by State
agencies or State organizations.

I think, personally, of all the tax
cuts particularly, people complain
about tax cuts for the rich. Of all the
provisions in the Internal Revenue
Code, I can think of no provision more
questionable than having the Internal
Revenue Service reduce somebody’s
taxes so that you get 70 percent of the
value of your project paid for.

Now, people do not earn enough in-
come to use, say, in the case of $100
million, a building, they don’t have
enough credits to offset $70 million in
taxes. So they have to sell the credits
to somebody else. This means getting
lawyers and experts from LIHTC in-
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volved so that these credits can be
transferred.

A significant number of these credits
20 to some of the largest banks in the
country. And, of course, the largest
banks in the country, I am sure, would
love to have Congress change the provi-
sions so that they were able to use still
more tax credits.

Why at a time when we can do so
many other good things would we do
that? I don’t know, but they have been
very active in this building, and they
are looking to get more tax credits.

The next thing to remember about
this is there are some units, but not all
units, which have restrictions on the
amount of rent that can be charged.
Quite frankly, there is no guarantee
that any of these rents will be below
market rate. In fact, some of the peo-
ple who live in these projects will be
able to use vouchers, what we call Sec-
tion 8 vouchers.

So the government, first of all, sets
aside money for somebody to get free
rent, and then the vouchers are given
to a property developer or a syndicate
that is going to wind up owning the
building, and they wind up with a
voucher as well. It is kind of hard to
believe it is developed that way, but it
has developed that way.

I had always wondered before hearing
about these things why sometimes low-
income housing developments look
nicer or more elaborate than regular
old apartments. Part of that is they
are newer, and, of course, newer build-
ings are usually nicer. A lot of it is we
are paying these developers 70 percent
of the cost of their building.

And just like if you at home were
building a new house and the govern-
ment said we will give you 70 percent
of the cost of that new house, if a de-
veloper is building something new and
the government says we will pay for 70
percent of the cost of your apartment
building, of course the building be-
comes more lavish, which, of course,
makes the property developer wealthy
as well.

And you can begin to see, as we work
our way through here, that the devel-
oper is the big beneficiary here.

Then what happens is the building is
sold to a syndicate of a variety of
wealthy people who get the tax bene-
fits of depreciation for about 15 years,
and then eventually it is returned to
the original developer.

So there are many people making
money here. Certainly the banks are
making money. Above all, the devel-
opers are making money. The lawyers
are making money, as they have to
constantly draft documents between
the banks and the syndicate and the
developer. And, like I said, the syn-
dicate itself, which is made up of a va-
riety of wealthy individuals or wealthy
limited partnerships, is able to get
money here as well.

When I think of all the things we
can—well, I digress. Again, the devel-
oper who gets this is determined by a
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State agency. It is naive to think any-
thing other than these developers are
politically well-connected people.

I do not know why, if we think it is
the Federal Government’s business to
provide housing to people—which, of
course, it is not—we would set up a sys-
tem in which a private developer gets
such a large chunk of money that the
Federal Government is laying out.
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Right now, as a matter of fact, the
money is so great, even though new
projects are spread out or the tax cred-
its are spread over nine years, we are
spending over $13 billion a year on this
method of so-called creating workforce
housing or low-income housing.

I will also point out that there are
some people who would say this is nec-
essary because nobody builds any hous-
ing anymore. Well, I am from Wis-
consin, which is not what you normally
consider a booming State. It is not like
Florida. It is not like Texas. As I go
around my district, everywhere I look
there is new housing. There is single
family housing and new apartments.

For a variety of reasons, it is gro-
tesquely expensive. We can deal with
that by working our way towards more
of a balanced budget, so interest rates
are not so high. As the cost of energy
goes down, it will lower the cost of
anything and lower inflation on other
goods as well. Anybody who remotely
believes in the free market believes
there will always be a market for new
housing.

There are apparently some places
around the country where it is hard to
build new housing, but that, in general,
is because there are State governments
and local governments which are hos-
tile to business in general and hostile
to developers in particular. People then
don’t want to do more building in this
city or that city.

In any event, as we work our way
through the process, I hope the nego-
tiators who are meeting in unknown
rooms in this building, if they need to
balance the budget, think about get-
ting rid of the low-income housing tax
credits and use the $13 billion a year
that is primarily benefiting some well-
connected and wealthy property devel-
opers and use it somewhere else. I
think that is one of the things that we
have to look at carefully.

There was another topic I wanted to
take up. I have been talking to some
people who wonder why we have dem-
onstrations in this country hostile to
Israel, and even more bizarre, dem-
onstrations favorable to Hamas and
people who live in the Gaza Strip.

It has been my belief—and I give this
conversation privately to people, but I
should make my case more public—
that when people take bizarre posi-
tions, in other words, when they see
Hamas invade Israel and Kkill over a
million people with pride, not even em-
barrassingly and hiding it, but taking
pictures of it, and their sympathy goes
towards the people Kkilling the thou-
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sand people, including young children,
one has to wonder if something psycho-
logical is going on here.

My belief is that anybody who is hos-
tile to Israel in this conflict and is
demonstrating in favor of Hamas has
some sort of psychological problem. I
will refer to this psychological problem
as—we will name it after the young
girl who was obsessed with global
warming in Sweden.

We will call it Thunberg syndrome.
You all remember the little girl whose
father said she was depressed and un-
happy, but then she read about global
warming and decided to obsess over it.
She, all of a sudden, became happy be-
cause she could run around and had a
purpose in life. Prior to that time, like
a lot of wealthy people in the West, she
really didn’t have a good purpose, but
it gave her a purpose. Like I said, she
could run around, she would give
speeches and feel she was saving the
world.

of course, eventually, Greta
Thunberg also wound up siding with
the Palestinians, who had killed the
Israelis, against the Israelis. I think it
was for the same reason. She wanted to
adopt a cause to feel she had a purpose
in life.

When one particularly has Kkind of a
spoiled life, the people you want to
help are people who are kind of opposed
to the successful society we have here
in the West, be it America, be it Eu-
rope.

There is a certain hierarchy of needs
that everybody has, right? We need
food, we want safety. Once you take
care of food and safety, you also need a
purpose in life. There are sadly many,
many people in America and Western
Europe who don’t have that purpose.

I think this is particularly a problem
for people who may not have a family
to devote time to. They may not have
children to devote time to. They may
be financially well enough off.

You very rarely see Thunberg syn-
drome on somebody who has three jobs.
They are busy with their life. They are
going from job to job and working all
the time. You would rarely see
Thunberg syndrome in, say, somebody
with four Kkids, because four kids is
very time-consuming. You have to earn
money to take care of the Kkids, spend
time with the kids. That is a purpose
in life.

I think, as we have more and more
young, single people not having chil-
dren in the West, you have more and
more people looking for a purpose in
life. For whatever psychological rea-
son, they want that purpose to be hos-
tile to the West in general.

If they are in the United States, they
frequently want that purpose to be
anti-American. Of course, when Greta
Thunberg wants to get involved in for-
eign affairs, it is not surprising that
she picks global warming because then
her enemy is the West and the factories
and the cars.

It is interesting that when people
have Thunberg syndrome, they do not
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get mad at things done by what used to
be called Third World countries, right?
People who have Thunberg syndrome,
well, they may object to a new, clean
power plant in the United States. They
never worry about the plethora of new
coal plants going up in Red China or
going up in India, and that is because
those aren’t Western countries. There,
miraculously, they don’t care.

When it comes to the attacks on the
Jews in Israel put out there by the Pal-
estinians, they will purport to care
about the Palestinians who lose their
life when the Israeli Army inevitably
had to go back into Gaza, but they
don’t care about Muslims who are
dying in other wars. They don’t care
that many, many Muslims are dying in
Syria.

That is because those people are
being killed by other Syrians, and it
doesn’t fit the narrative of, I want to
hate the West. They don’t care about a
civil war going on in Ethiopia, they
don’t care about the conflicts currently
going on in Iraq.

They don’t care at all about all the
suffering of the Muslims in Western
China, the Uyghurs. Why doesn’t the
left or why don’t these demonstrators
care about all the Uyghurs being killed
or persecuted in the western part of
China? It doesn’t solve their psycho-
logical need to hate the West.

I think more research should be done
on Thunberg syndrome to see how we
can prevent it from growing because
inevitably the United States and the
West will fall if a significant number of
their populous winds up for some psy-
chological reason adopting causes that
are hostile to the West.

That is what is going on right now,
be it in global warming, be it in the
Palestinian situation, be it the bizarre
opinions that President Biden had
about the United States being such a
racist community.

I mean, here you have a country, the
wealthiest people are Indian Ameri-
cans, the second wealthiest are Fili-
pino Americans. People come here
from Cuba and do fantastically well.

Another cause adopted by these peo-
ple with Thunberg syndrome, despite
the fact that anybody could open their
eyes and see the wild success of people
from all around the world coming to
the United States, these people have
decided to adopt an ideology in which
they have to fight this imaginary rac-
ism in the United States with people
like Joe Biden or other opportunistic
politicians egging them on.

I strongly encourage this body, or if
not this body, some universities to
look at people who have these bizarre
opinions that will inevitably destroy
this country. They hate wealth produc-
tion, they certainly hate energy pro-
duction even when it is new energy
that is fantastically clean, so much
cleaner than it was when I was a child.

They hate it when Western countries
wind up in armed conflict with horrific
opponents like Hamas, but for psycho-
logical reasons they side with Hamas.
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Those are some of the issues that I
think we ought to be paying attention
to over the weekend. I think I have
used up enough of my time.

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

————

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

Kevin F. McCumber, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly an en-
rolled joint resolution of the House of
the following title, which was there-
upon signed by the Speaker:

H.J. Res. 61. Joint Resolution providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Environmental Protection
Agency relating to ‘‘National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants:
Rubber Tire Manufacturing’’.

———

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 12 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, May 9, 2025, at 1 p.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

EC-918. A letter from the Senior Bureau
Official, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting Transmittal
No. DDTC 25-029, Report of Proposed Ex-
ports, pursuant to Sec. 40(g)(2) of the Arms
Export Control Act; ; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

EC-919. A letter from the Chair, Federal
Mine Safety and Health Review Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s FY 2024 No
FEAR Act Report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301
note; Public Law 107-174, Sec. 203(a) (as
amended by Public Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f));
(120 Stat. 3241); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

EC-920. A letter from the Chairman, Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, transmitting
the Board’s Semiannual Report of the Office
of the Inspector General, for the period Octo-
ber 1, 2024 — March 31, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

EC-921. A letter from the Chair, United
States Sentencing Commission, transmitting
amendments to the federal sentencing guide-
lines, policy statements, and official com-
mentary, together with the reasons for the
amendments, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 99%4(p);
Public Law 98-473, Sec. 217(a) (as amended by
Public Law 100-690, Sec. 7109); (102 Stat. 4419);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

—————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Mrs.
McBATH, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. BEYER, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SOTO, Ms.
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MCCLELLAN, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCOR-
MICK, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mrs. HAYES,
Mr. KEATING, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
LYNCH, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. POCAN, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. JAYAPAL, and
Ms. TOKUDA):

H.R. 3265. A bill to prohibit the use of cor-
poral punishment in schools, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Workforce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. MCCLELLAN (for herself and
Mr. BACON):

H.R. 3266. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to make loans
and loan guarantees for planning, con-
structing, or renovating pediatric or adult
mental health treatment facilities and pedi-
atric or adult substance use disorder treat-
ment facilities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. HOULAHAN (for herself and
Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 3267. A bill to ensure that borrowers
who have performed qualifying public service
are eligible for Public Service Loan Forgive-
ness; to the Committee on Education and
Workforce.

By Mr. GRIFFITH (for himself and Mr.
QUIGLEY):

H.R. 3268. A bill to amend title 40, United
States Code, to direct the Administrator of
General Services to incorporate practices
and strategies to reduce bird fatality result-
ing from collisions with certain public build-
ings, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
DOGGETT, Mr. ISSA, Ms. JAYAPAL, and
Mr. PFLUGER):

H.R. 3269. A bill to address patent thickets;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself, Mr. STAN-
TON, Ms. GOODLANDER, Mr. MANN, Ms.
SCHOLTEN, Mr. TAYLOR, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. STAUBER, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas,
Ms. KING-HINDS, Mr. MOULTON, Mrs.
KIGGANS of Virginia, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr.

FITZPATRICK, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
BACON, Ms. GILLEN, and Ms.
FEDORCHAK):

H.R. 3270. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to provide for air traffic control
training improvements, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 3271. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase funding for So-
cial Security and Medicare; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. BROWNLEY (for herself and
Ms. PINGREE):

H.R. 3272. A bill to require the designation
of composting as a conservation practice and
activity, and to provide grants and loan
guarantees for composting facilities and pro-
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for
herself, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. GOMEZ,
Ms. MCCLELLAN, Ms. PETTERSEN, and
Ms. TOKUDA):

H.R. 3273. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to carry out
an early childhood educator loan assistance
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Workforce.
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By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for
herself, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. GOMEZ,

Ms. MCCLELLAN, Ms. PETTERSEN, and
Ms. TOKUDA):

H.R. 3274. A bill to provide assistance with
respect to child care infrastructure; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. CRAIG:

H.R. 3275. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to lower the corporate tax
rate for small businesses and close the car-
ried interest loophole, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. DINGELL (for herself and Mr.
CLINE):

H.R. 3276. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to establish the Urban Bird
Treaty Program; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. DUNN of Florida (for himself,
Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr.
BABIN, Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
NEHLS, Mr. YAKYM, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. LANDSMAN, Mr.
FIELDS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. MRVAN,
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. MANNION, Mr.
LyYNCH, Ms. OMAR, Ms. HOULAHAN, Ms.
TOKUDA, and Mr. NEGUSE):

H.R. 3277. A bill to provide health insur-
ance benefits for outpatient and inpatient
items and services related to the diagnosis
and treatment of a congenital anomaly or
birth defect; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and Workforce, and
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. FALLON (for himself, Mr.
MOSKOWITZ, Mrs. LUNA, and Mr.
MOYLAN):

H.R. 3278. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to increase penalties for certain
computer fraud and related offenses that in-
volve critical infrastructure, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. FALLON (for himself,
COMER, and Ms. FOXX):

H.R. 3279. A Dbill to require the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget to es-
tablish a limit for the total amount of addi-
tional unfunded regulatory costs that may
be imposed in a fiscal year, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, and in addition to the
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. FEENSTRA (for himself, Mrs.
MILLER-MEEKS, Mr. BOST, and Ms.
STANSBURY):

H.R. 3280. A bill to increase access to
broadband telecommunications services in
rural areas, to increase minimum broadband
speeds in rural areas, and to provide grants,
loans, and loan guarantees to finance the
costs of the construction, improvement, and
acquisition of facilities and equipment for
broadband service in rural areas, and other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture,
and in addition to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr.
MCcCLELLAN,

Mr.

FIGURES (for himself, Ms.
Ms. SEWELL, Mrs.
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