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product so that they would produce
more.

In a related comment on the low-in-
come tax credit, once you say the gov-
ernment is going to pay for 70 percent
of these housing projects, it results in
overspending on the part of the devel-
oper. These projects in California have
sometimes cost $800,000 or almost
$900,000 per unit.

That is not the norm, but think of it.
The government pays somebody 70 per-
cent of the cost of a building. Is it sur-
prising that these people don’t put
marble countertops in? Is it even sur-
prising that it costs $800,000 or $900,000
per unit?
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How in the world under any cir-
cumstances in a budget in which the
government is borrowing 26 percent of
the amount of Federal spending could
we, under any circumstances, allow
this program to continue?

Nevertheless, it not only continues,
but the House of Representatives for
some reason decided to increase the
amount of money in these credits.

I also think it encourages a little bit
of questionable behavior there because,
of course, there is always going to be
more demand for these credits because
so much money can be made off them.
Because there is so much demand, I
think sometimes, on a State level,
when they dole out these credits, the
credits go to a politically favored class.
It obviously encourages developers to
curry favor with politicians who may
directly or indirectly determine who
gets these projects.

I hope our sleeping press corps pays
attention as to what becomes of this
program as it works its way through
the process. Right now, we are spend-
ing about $12.5 billion a year on low-in-
come housing tax credits.

I want to point out that low income
is in the title, but well over half the
people who live in these buildings are
not meeting sub- to low-income quali-
fications. Even if one is technically
low-income, they could have unlimited
assets, as well.

In any event, I really think, in all of
my years in public life, the most ques-
tionable program I have ever come
across is the low-income housing tax
credit.

The press corps likes to run down
politicians. Here is something they
ought to be run down for, so I hope
they pay a little more attention.

The next thing I would like to point
out is what the Republicans do with
the SALT deduction. There are a vari-
ety of changes in the tax code that we
could make that would affect people’s
behavior. Because tax rates are so
high, any change in the tax code af-
fects people’s behavior.

Some people feel we ought to make
reductions to encourage more research
and development. Other people feel
that we ought to—I feel we ought to in-
crease the personal exemption to give a
special benefit to people who have
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more children. Some people feel we
should have an across-the-board cut
and not influence one behavior or an-
other.

There is a small group of people in
this building who apparently feel the
number one problem we have is that
State and local taxes are not high
enough, and they want to bring back a
deduction for State and local taxes.
Right now, we have a low deduction in
there, so they are aiming things at not
the poor or middle class. They are real-
ly aiming things at the well-off people
and encouraging governments, like
California and especially New York, to
raise their taxes.

Recently, on the radio, I was listen-
ing to a guy who, I believe, is running
for Governor there. He wants to raise
the income tax in New York to 11 per-
cent. It is not surprising, then, that I
am sure people, like this person, who
want to dramatically increase the in-
come taxes in New York would want
those taxes to be tax deductible.

Why a Republican would want to do
that, I am not sure. I think it is some-
thing we ought to talk a little bit more
about.

The next area that is going to be
working its way that is affected indi-
rectly by the great big, beautiful bill
but will be more directly impacted by
the appropriations bills that follow is
what happens with the Department of
Defense.

Right now, we have close to 900,000
employees who are not uniformed in
the Department of Defense. I think one
of the great things DOGE did is expose
how hard or not hard some of those em-
ployees are working. We will see what
happens with the overall defense budg-
et and whether Congress is willing to
take the step forward and say that
maybe we don’t need 900,000 employees
in the Department of Defense who are
not uniformed.

The other thing in the Department of
Defense we can look at is what Pete
Hegseth, who I think is going to be a
great Secretary of Defense, has pointed
out. He feels, in today’s world, aircraft
carriers are maybe not entirely obso-
lete but are not as valuable as they
were 30 years ago. That should be obvi-
ous from what happened over the week-
end when Ukraine used drones to wipe
out some aircraft thousands of miles
away in the Soviet Union, showing
that the nature of warfare is changing
rapidly. Our defense budget should
change rapidly with it.

Mr. Hegseth has said we are going to
use less combat troops. We certainly
need a lot less noncombat troops. He
has implied that he feels aircraft car-
riers are becoming a little bit obsolete.
Right now, we have 11 aircraft carriers.
We have three more under construction
to replace the current aircraft carriers.

I think we have to protect our elec-
tric grid. I think we have to protect
ourselves against hypersonic missiles. I
think Israel is doing a good job at that.

We have to prepare for the next war,
not prepare to refight World War II.
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I think it is important for our press
corps to publicize people who talk
about the new type of munitions and
the new type of armaments we are
going to need in a new war. Given that
we are so entirely broke and that 26
percent of our budget is borrowed, we
have to make sure now more than ever
that our defense dollars are spent wise-
ly and not on things that, to a certain
extent, are a little bit outdated.

I hope the press covers whether we
still need 11 aircraft carriers and asks
Pete Hegseth if he still believes that
they are overrated because, in today’s
world, with hypersonic missiles and
drones, as the Russians found out, big
stationary things, even temporary sta-
tionary things, are sitting ducks.

Looking at the clock here, I think I
should probably not deal with my other
issues, so I will stop speaking. I believe
we have somebody else ready to go.

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

———

CONSEQUENCES OF DOGE

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. MIN of Cali-
fornia was recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the minority leader.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. MIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
speak about Elon Musk and the De-
partment of Government Efficiency, or
DOGE, and the deadly and devastating
consequences of their illegal actions,
which will reverberate long after they
are gone. The theme of today’s Special
Order hour is that the Musk is gone,
but the stench remains.

Elon Musk supposedly has left the
Federal Government. I just want to re-
mind people that when President
Trump issued his executive order cre-
ating the Department of Government
Efficiency, or DOGE, and appointed
Elon Musk in the role related to DOGE,
DOGE was created as a temporary or-
ganization.
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Elon Musk was appointed as a special
government employee, and this was to
avoid having any kind of Senate con-
firmation or congressional creation of
the agency or any confirmation of Elon
Musk.

Mr. Speaker, I will remind you that
the entire time that Elon Musk was in
office or as a Federal employee, he was,
in fact, exercising powers that were far
greater than any special government
employee would be allowed to have. He
was exercising powers that would be at
the highest levels of government, high-
er than an agency or department head,
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in effect, exerting powers that the
President himself does not hold.

He violated the law every single day
he was a special government employee.
DOGE employees continue to remain
today. Even though Elon Musk is gone,
there are something like a hundred or
more DOGE special governmental em-
ployees and other employees scattered
around the Federal Government that
are in a position to continue the
wreckage that Elon Musk created.

I know that Elon Musk and Donald
Trump have created a lot of news with
their catfighting earlier today, but I
will just remind folks, again, that the
damage Elon Musk did is going to take
a long time to repair. What he did, es-
sentially, was try to upend the Con-
stitution.

Elon Musk, as a special government
employee, purported to be able to undo
acts of Congress, to illegally impound
funds that Congress had appropriated,
to undo laws we have created, and to
undo agencies we have created. There
is a long list of stuff that he did, that
DOGE did, including illegally deleting
or ending the Department of Edu-
cation, ditto with USAID, the U.S. In-
stitute for Peace, and the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau.

Importantly, most of these were in-
stitutions created through acts of Con-
gress, funded with appropriations au-
thorized by Congress. Even my children
know that the Constitution is clear on
this point: Congress and only Congress
has the power to enact laws. Congress
and only Congress has the power to ap-
propriate funds.

It is very clear in our Article I au-
thorities. The President does not have
the authority to try to undo our laws
or to impound funds that we have ap-
propriated. Certainly a special govern-
ment employee like Elon Musk does
not have that authority.

This is about a core tenet of the Con-
stitution of the United States that
every single one of us in Congress
swears to support and defend when we
take office. Yet, too many on the other
side of the aisle during this entire time
pretended like this wasn’t happening,
pretended like Elon Musk was not vio-
lating the law every single day.

Now he is apparently gone from the
Federal Government, but the vast
amount of wreckage that he did during
his time with DOGE is something that
we are going to have to analyze and un-
derstand because there has been a com-
plete lack of oversight from Congress,
including from the Oversight Com-
mittee that I sit on, over these past
few months.

There had been reports that Elon
Musk and DOGE were given complete
God-level access to the Federal Gov-
ernment’s top systems: including pri-
vate and sensitive data for all Ameri-
cans, classified information, budget in-
formation, and payment systems, et
cetera.

From a conflict of interest stand-
point, Elon Musk has vacuumed up
many billions of dollars in Federal con-
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tracts for his companies and enriched
himself. Tesla, SpaceX, Starlink have
all profited under Musk’s time as a
Federal employee. At the same time,
he went out of his way to kill several
enforcement actions that were under-
way by different Federal agencies
against his businesses, allowing his
companies and himself to evade over-
sight. He was able to help place key
personnel in agencies that now are
looking to benefit his companies finan-
cially.

Mr. Speaker, going back to the data
privacy point, Elon Musk and DOGE
have allegedly used Musk’s AI chatbot,
Grok, within Federal agencies. This
model has likely been trained on non-
public data by incompetent DOGE
workers. DOGE has also sought access
to sensitive government data for mil-
lions and millions of Americans, while
likely violating the Privacy Act of 1974
repeatedly.

This is not just a matter of our infor-
mation being out there, potentially
being used by Musk’s AI systems in
violation of all laws; it is also a major
national security concern. Bad actors
will now have a much easier time si-
phoning off U.S. data due to the cyber-
security vulnerabilities that Elon
Musk has created.

Earlier this morning, the Oversight
Committee held a hearing on how arti-
ficial intelligence has been integrated
into the Federal Government by Elon
Musk and DOGE. Entrusting DOGE
with our personal data is not only a
terrifying thought but one that will
have terrible consequences for Ameri-
cans throughout the country. Trying to
automate the Federal Government
through AI without a true plan or any
data privacy safeguards, while firing
haphazardly many of the technology
support workers who understood those
systems, is going to have a massive
negative impact on Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I see that I have here
with me a fellow Member, and I will
concede in just a few moments.

I will continue by saying that many
of my constituents right now are com-
plaining about some of the effects we
are already seeing from the haphazard
and illegal cuts to personnel made by
Elon Musk and DOGE, including many
who are complaining now that they are
having difficulty accessing their Social
Security benefits because of the mass
cuts in SSA.

These are real people that are not
getting their benefits. They can’t get
anyone on the phone when they try to
call Social Security. The reality is that
Elon Musk, again, illegally fired a
bunch of workers, even though he had
no such authority to do so.

I will emphasize that this body, Con-
gress, has refused to engage in any
oversight to date over Elon Musk, and
the only reason that we may be able to
do so right now is because Elon Musk,
apparently, is in a tit for tat with Don-
ald Trump.

I suspect some of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle will finally
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wake up to some of the wrongdoing,
some of the illegal actions that Elon
Musk has been engaged in since Janu-
ary 20.

I will also point out that this has
never been about waste, fraud, and
abuse. It has certainly never been
about efficiency. You don’t eliminate
entire agencies and departments as
Elon Musk has done, you don’t get rid
of 50 percent of the personnel at Social
Security, or the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration if you are
simply trying to improve efficiency
and get rid of waste, fraud, and abuse.

This was always about finding
enough cuts to try to partially pay for
the massive $7 trillion tax cuts for bil-
lionaires that House Republicans, Don-
ald Trump, and Senate Republicans
want to pass right now. That is what
this is about.

There is a slash-and-burn attitude to
firing many thousands of Federal em-
ployees. They have attempted to fire
hundreds of thousands of Federal em-
ployees, including those at the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau,
the Department of Labor, and other
critical agencies.

We have seen this firing be so hap-
hazard that they have had to hire some
of them back, including the decision to
fire all the National Nuclear Security
Administration personnel responsible
for overseeing our U.S. nuclear weap-
ons stockpile and then having to rehire
them once they had realized who they
had actually fired. He fired key sci-
entists and pandemic experts, as well,
and he repeatedly miscalculated and
misrepresented the savings that DOGE
cuts had made to our budget.

They have also made the Federal
Government much more bureaucratic
and less efficient. I have a lot of bur-
geoning life sciences industry in my
district, lots of companies doing med-
ical devices and innovative drugs. They
have all reported to me that they are
deeply concerned about the massive
cuts at the Food and Drug Administra-
tion because those cuts mean that they
can’t get anyone on the phone. They
can’t find people to try to prove their
drugs and devices, and this has created
additional red tape and hurdles that
made it very difficult.

There is a lot of uncertainty right
now. These are companies that, again,
are creating thousands and thousands
of jobs, providing billions of dollars in
collective impact to the southern Cali-
fornia area. We are seeing this story
writ large across the board right now.

Mr. Speaker, I will talk some more
about the enormity of DOGE’s illegal
cuts, as well as how they have fared in
the legal system.

Since DOGE was stood up by Presi-
dent Trump and Elon Musk, it has cut:
About $6.5 billion for the U.S. Agency
for International Development; $502
million from the Department of Edu-
cation; $232 million from the Social Se-
curity Administration; $192 million
from the General Services Administra-
tion; $173 million from the Department
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of Agriculture; $152 million from the
Department of Health and Human
Services; $133 million from the Depart-
ment of Transportation; and $119 mil-
lion from the Department of Com-
merce.

We didn’t have any transparency into
what these cuts were justified on, what
they were meant to do. These were in
addition to the attempts to shutter
USAID, the Department of Education,
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau, the U.S. Institute for Peace, and
many other critical agencies, depart-
ments, and programs.
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Mr. Speaker, I will note that the
courts have continued to find that
these cuts were, by and large, illegal,
that Elon Musk did not have any au-
thority to undo acts of Congress, and
that Congress and only Congress can
shut down agencies that we have cre-
ated. Congress and only Congress can
defund agencies from funds that we
have previously appropriated.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New  Mexico (Ms.
STANSBURY), the ranking member of
the House Oversight Committee’s Sub-
committee on Delivering on Govern-
ment Efficiency.

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Mr. MIN for convening this Spe-
cial Order hour. As we are getting set
up, I know that we have a poster that
we want to get up here, so let me just
start out.

Mr. Speaker, breakups are hard.
They are really, really hard, and you
know they are especially hard when
they play out in the public eye. I think
anyone who is online right now and
watching the very public breakup of
Donald Trump and Elon Musk would
understand that.

I mean, if you have watched over the
last several days, it has really been an
epic breakup for the ages. In fact, I
think it is fit for the ‘“Real House-
wives”’ if you have been watching what
is unfolding, even just in the last sev-
eral hours.

In fact, just a couple of hours ago,
Elon Musk affirmed a statement about
actually impeaching the President. I
mean, who would have thought that we
would end up here because, literally,
less than a week ago, they were having
a bromance in the Oval Office? It is
really just incredible to think about
what has happened over the last T2
hours when you think about it.

I think it is important to understand.
I mean, Donald Trump is in office as
the most powerful human on planet
Earth as the President of the United
States. Rather than thinking about
balancing the budget, addressing eco-
nomic free-fall, trying to figure out
what to do with our foreign adver-
saries, how to help the American peo-
ple, engaging in the debate on how to
save healthcare for millions of Ameri-
cans, or making sure our children are
fed in the United States and across the
world, he has instead been so embroiled
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in the breakup of his bromance with
Elon Musk that they have been going
hard at each other all day long.

I wanted to take this opportunity,
while we have it, honestly, to share the
tea with all of you because I think, I
mean, we all kind of knew this was
coming, right? I mean, we have kind of
seen the signs for the last few days, es-
pecially the last few weeks, but I don’t
think that many of us thought it would
come in such a dramatic form. I want
to kind of break down and put in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD what has actu-
ally transpired over the last 72 hours.

I think many of us were shocked
when we saw just a couple of days ago
when, on Tuesday at 1:30, Elon Musk
tweeted the following. He said: ‘“‘I'm
sorry, but I just can’t stand it any-
more. This massive, outrageous, pork-
filled Congressional spending bill is a
disgusting abomination. Shame on
those who voted for it: you know you
did wrong. You know it.”

I mean, really, we were quite
shocked. I mean, let’s be clear: All 215
Democrats have been saying this for
weeks, but obviously, things really
boiled over for Mr. Musk on Tuesday.

Then, just a few minutes later, he
followed up with another shot at Don-
ald Trump, where he says: ‘It will mas-
sively increase the already gigantic
budget deficit to $2.5 trillion (!!!) and
burden America citizens with
crushingly unsustainable debt.”

He went on in the following hours to
literally accuse Republicans of making
Americans debt slaves. I mean, this is
actually what has been unfolding on
the internet for the last several days,
but this bromance is so messy. This
breakup is messy as all hell, let me tell
you.

Okay, you all know that THOMAS
MASSIE, who is a true fiscal conserv-
ative and is pretty much the only Re-
publican in this Chamber who stands
by his convictions and is not willing to
sell out his soul for politics and power,
voted against this bill because he read
the CBO report and was not going to go
and toe the line for the Republican
Party.

He knew that Speaker JOHNSON was
not telling the truth about deficit
spending. He knew that Donald Trump
in his sales pitch was not selling the
truth. He knew it was going to cost $2.5
trillion, at least. We don’t even know
what the final cost is going to be.

This love triangle got even messier
because both THOMAS MASSIE and Sen-
ator RAND PAUL got in on the mess
here, so we have THOMAS MASSIE here
retweeted Elon Musk, and he said:
‘“He’s right.” We saw, just around that
same timeframe, Senator RAND PAUL
also got involved.

Then, oh my gosh, well, Elon Musk—
in a fit of passion, I am sure—I mean,
he dialed it up even further. He said
later in the day here—it looks like it
was about 3:32 p.m. on X. It looks like
Elon Musk was retweeting what other
people were saying about his attacks
on the President and this big abomina-
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tion of a bill, and Elon Musk says: ‘‘In
November next year, we fire all politi-
cians who betrayed the American peo-
ple.”

I mean, we cannot make this up. This
is like the real tea that is going on, on
the internet.

Elon Musk dumped almost $300 mil-
lion on Donald Trump’s election, and
he even weighed in and was like, yo,
bro, you wouldn’t even be President
and wouldn’t have the majority if I
hadn’t dropped all my dollars on you.

Then, Elon Musk—actually, this was
yesterday afternoon because this went
on all night, right? We were all watch-
ing it unfold in real time, and even just
a couple of hours ago, here on this
floor, we were all glued to our phones.
We were, like, oh, man, this lovers’
quarrel is getting messy.

Elon Musk, around 2:50 p.m. yester-
day afternoon—we were in the DOGE
Subcommittee when it happened. He
tweeted this. Elon Musk tweets: ‘““‘Call
your Senator, Call your Congressman,
Bankrupting America is NOT ok! KILL
the BILL.”

You know, I appreciate it. I am a ’90s
kid. He also tweeted a picture of ‘‘Kill
Bill,” a Quentin Tarantino reference.
We all know where Elon is coming
from.

I want to be clear: I am not a fan. I
think we all know that.

We have tried to subpoena you sev-
eral times to come testify in front of
the Oversight Committee. You have
been giving yourself billions of dollars
in contracts. You have been stealing
American data. You have been break-
ing the law with impunity.

A couple of people asked me earlier
how I felt about what is going on in
this lovers’ quarrel. I am, like, you
know what? You get mixed up with
messy people, you get a messy out-
come. It is very clear that that is ex-
actly what is going on.

I think we have all been hearing the
rumors here in Washington, the break-
up rumors. In fact, I think many of us,
even on this floor on both the Demo-
cratic and the Republican sides, have
heard the rumors that Donald Trump
was getting frustrated with Elon, that
he wanted to be on the helicopter all
the time, and that he was following
him around, going to Mar-a-Lago,
showing up to these Cabinet meetings,
and throwing all his money around and
all that stuff.

In fact, in response to all the drama,
Donald Trump fired back on Truth So-
cial: ‘““Elon was ‘wearing thin,” I asked
him to leave, I took away his EV Man-
date that forced everyone to buy Elec-
tric Cars that nobody else wanted (that
he knew for months I was going to do!),
and he just went CRAZY!”

I mean, this is getting out of hand.
This is really, really getting out of
hand.

Then, Donald Trump—really, this is
just the tip of the iceberg because what
else does the leader of the free world
have to do all day? I mean, he could try
to end wars in the Middle East. He
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could try to negotiate peace deals in
Europe. Oh, wait, no. Actually, he is
cutting funding for NATO. Sorry, I for-
got about that. In fact, he just spent
his entire day attacking his aggrieved
lover.

Donald Trump—Ilet’s see, this is June
5 at 2:37—on Truth Social says: ‘“The
easiest way to save money in our Budg-
et, Billions and Billions of Dollars, is
to terminate Elon’s Governmental Sub-
sidies and Contracts. I was always sur-
prised that Biden didn’t do it!”

There is not a lot that Mr. Trump
and I agree on, but I am totally with
you, Mr. President. If you want to go
after Elon Musk’s contracts, we are
here for the fight, bro. Give me a ring,
like, for real. We can get this across
the finish line because, I mean, obvi-
ously, I know you guys were feeling the
feelings for the first 130 days, and there
is always a honeymoon period, espe-
cially after you go through a big thing
together like an election. I know he
helped you win your election, but obvi-
ously, now the honeymoon has worn
off.
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Mr. Speaker, if you really want to
root out waste, fraud, and abuse—even
Donald Trump is saying it. Donald
Trump apparently, even this week,
asked his own staff if the entire DOGE
effort was bullshit.

I am not trying—I know we are on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives. To all of the people monitoring,
that is a direct quote of the President
of the United States. Let me just be
clear on that.

Obviously, these guys know a lot
about each other. They spent a lot of
time with each other over the last few
months. They actually know what is
going on.

The battle continued today. In re-
sponse to Donald Trump’s comments
about Elon wearing thin, the Autism
Capital account—I don’t know quite
what that is—says: “Trump fires back
at Elon. The online battle begins.”

Elon Musk says: ‘“‘Such an obvious
lie. So sad.”

We are all sad, right? It is always sad
when a relationship ends.

Mr. Speaker, I think this is when
things really got heated. This is why
things are really hard when there is a
breakup and there is a love triangle
with the GOP. That is these guys over
here. There is nobody here anymore.
Just in case anyone is wondering, there
are no Republicans, except the acting
pro tempore here.

The thing that is so crazy is we all
get wrapped up in our friends and their
relationships. The Republicans were
like: Okay, Mr. Trump, Elon is obvi-
ously your bestie, and he spent all this
money. So we will go along with it—
even though apparently the Cabinet
and Republicans were really unhappy
about it.

They are, like, okay, fine.

Then we are going scorched Earth
here now. It was actually really inter-
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esting to me earlier on the House floor.
How are Republicans dealing with it?
Honestly, I haven’t seen them cheerful
in quite a few months. Clearly, some-
thing is about to happen.

Elon Musk—where are we at here on
the timeframe here? This was actually
shortly before I came to the floor this
afternoon.

Elon Musk tweets: ‘“Time to drop the
really big bomb: @realDonaldTrump is
in the Epstein files. That is the real
reason they have not been made pub-
lic.”

Then he cheerfully says: ‘‘Have a nice
day, DJT!”

We all know what happens in break-
ups. Obviously, they got the tea on
each other. This is a no-holds-barred
breakup fight happening right now.

Finally, this was the mike drop of all
mike drops. Just as I was walking onto
the floor this afternoon, Elon Musk
tweets: ““Yes.”

This was in response to some other
person, who I don’t know, who treated:
“President vs Elon. Who wins?”’

“Trump should be impeached. . . . ¢

We have all been through really hard
breakups. I don’t know if anyone re-
members. Mr. Speaker, 140 days ago or
s0, it was a lovefest. They were here in
the Capitol. It was so good.

Elon Musk’s words were: Yo, Presi-
dent, I am going to save the govern-
ment from debt slavery and the deficit.

These bros were on the helicopter
every day. They were going to down
Mar-a-Lago.

Elon Musk is now calling for the
fricking impeachment of Donald
Trump. That is some serious, serious
business.

What does this all mean in reality? It
is happening in real time. I haven’t
even checked my phone since I started
this conversation. There might be more
drama going down just since we started
this very conversation on the floor.

The reality of the situation is they
both got what they paid for. Mr. Musk
spent almost $300 million in dark
money to pay for his friend, Mr.
Trump, to become the President and to
win this Republican majority who is
trying to send our country into the
largest deficit spend in American his-
tory.

As for Mr. Trump, this is what hap-
pens when he sells his soul. We see
what happens.

I have a lot of love in my heart for
people who are going through hard
times. I know that both of them are
having a hard time. For the sake of de-
mocracy, for the sake of the American
people, and, frankly, for the global se-
curity and safety of people all over the
planet, I just have to say Mr. Trump
and Mr. Musk need to cut this drama
out. We need to take care of our people.

I am with Musk on this one. Mr.
President, I don’t mean to take sides. I
am going to say it. Kill the bill.

Mr. MIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
Congresswoman for her comments. It
has indeed been a messy day. I think
that prices are getting too high at this
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moment in time. Elon Musk is, I be-
lieve, really inflating the price of pop-
corn right now. This is something that
is going to affect my household.

Mr. Speaker, I want to continue back
to Elon Musk. Whatever side is taken
in this debate, we cannot forget that
Elon Musk, again, repeatedly violated
the law. He made illegal spending cuts.
He tried to eliminate agencies created
by Congress. This was not jaywalking.
We are talking about serious crimes
against the Constitution of the United
States.

His actions were characterized not
only by their illegality but also by
their immorality and incompetence,
the three I's.

We saw the immorality as he contin-
ued to cut programs that were meant
to help our poorest and most vulner-
able.

Social Security is a lifeline program
for all the seniors around the country,
including the ones in the district I rep-
resent. He called it a Ponzi scheme.

He cut so much of the workforce.
Again, I have many constituents now
complaining they can’t get access to
their benefits. They can’t get anyone
on the phone when there is a mistake.
It seems deliberate in its scope. They
have been incompetent.

I have mentioned many of the things
they have done as far as firing the nu-
clear inspectors and miscalculating
DOGE’s savings.

They granted a DOGE staffer access
to edit sensitive Treasury systems,
prompting an internal forensic inves-
tigation.

They gutted the CFPB, only to
unsuspend staffers and uncancel con-
tracts after it became apparent that
CFPB could no longer perform its le-
gally mandated functions.

They inadvertently canceled funding
for Ebola prevention. They uncanceled
lease terminations after agency and
congressional pushback. This could go
on and on.

The point is that this, again, was
never about efficiency. It was never
about finding waste, fraud, and abuse.
That was always the big lie. What Elon
Musk was trying to do was reshape
government illegally against the ex-
press will of Congress.

Unfortunately, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle failed to stand
up to this abuse of law and this direct
attack on our Constitution and our au-
thorities.

The courts, thankfully, have stepped
up. Right now, the Trump administra-
tion and DOGE are embroiled in over
262 lawsuits. They have lost almost all
of these at various stages at the dis-
trict court and appellate level, includ-
ing several in the Supreme Court. They
are continuing to appeal.

Even as this has happened, many of
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, rather than stand up for Con-
gress’ authority under the Constitu-
tion, have tried to go after judges.
They have threatened judges. They
have tried to take away some of their
authority.
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We saw that most recently in the big,
beautiful bill, which I think Repub-
licans are now realizing was actually a
Frankenstein-level monstrosity of ex-
treme provisions that many of them
did not realize were in there.

One such provision was the one in
that bill that would effectively neuter
the judiciary’s power to hold any ad-
ministration official in contempt. This
provision is a little wonky. In essence,
it prohibits Federal courts from enforc-
ing contempt citations which a judge
can issue for noncompliance of a court
order.
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Now, what this would do is effec-
tively shield the Trump administration
from wrongdoing and that no judge
could enforce any penalties against the
Trump administration for failing to re-
spond to court orders, for failing to
obey the Constitution or the law.

What is concerning about this that is
we have found an increasing number of
Republicans who are publicly admit-
ting now that they didn’t realize that
this provision was in the big, beautiful
bill that they passed. Of course, we all
remember a couple weeks back this bill
was pushed through in the dark of
night, after 1 a.m. It was clear that it
was rushed through so quickly that
most of our colleagues did not have
time to read it, did not understand
what was in it, and did not have time
to have their staffs review what was in
it.

This was an unconscionable process
that is leading to outrageous results.

We are also seeing other examples of
provisions that my Republican col-
leagues were not aware was in the bill.
Just earlier this week, MARJORIE TAY-
LOR GREENE, whom I serve with on the
Oversight and Government Reform
Committee, noted that she did not re-
alize that there was a 10-year morato-
rium on artificial intelligence regula-
tions created as part of this big, beau-
tiful bill and said explicitly that she
would oppose it.

She had a chance to oppose it when
the bill was on the floor but didn’t read
it. I would suggest to my Republican
colleagues that maybe reading the bills
that we are passing is a good idea be-
fore they decide to vote on them, par-
ticularly when they are rushing it
through on a partisan line vote.

I come from a legal background. I
started my career turning down Wall
Street to go work at the SEC to crack
down on corporate fraud, and to uphold
the rule of law. I have continued fight-
ing for the rule of law my whole career,
including as a law professor at UC-
Irvine.

What we are seeing right now is deep-
ly offensive to the rule of law. What we
saw this last election cycle is Elon
Musk spending $290 million on behalf of
Donald Trump and other Republican
candidates. Mr. Speaker, $290 million is
a lot of money. That has paid off very
well, a very good return on investment
for Elon Musk because his wealth has
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gone up $100 billion with a b since he
took office.

Despite all the disasters we have
seen, and despite the massively declin-
ing sales of Tesla, his net wealth has
gone way the hell up. That is because
he uniquely, even as other spending
gets cut—willy-nilly because a 21-year-
old coder named Big Balls decides to
delete a line of code—Elon Musk is get-
ting massive new government con-
tracts including an $8.5-billion contract
for Tesla from the GSA for electric ve-
hicles; a $2.4 billion contract for
SpaceLink—which was originally
meant for Verizon but which was can-
celed and mysteriously then trans-
ferred over to SpaceX which happens to
be conveniently owned by Elon Musk—
and on and on and on.

Now this looks like a quid pro quo.
This looks like something that should
not be allowed to exist, particularly
when you have a man, Mr. Speaker,
who is repeatedly, flagrantly, and
knowingly violating the law every sin-
gle day and upending the Constitution.
The damage to this country that we
are going to see over the next several
decades, that we are seeing already
happen right now, is going to be dev-
astating.

Just earlier last week, I had a town-
hall at UC-Irvine which I represent. As
many people around the country are
beginning to realize, a lot of what is
happening right now is threatening our
economic present but also our eco-
nomic future.

There are massive cuts being made to
science and research funding for uni-
versities which have long been the
basis for our innovation economy.
Whether in California, Boston, Atlanta,
or around the country, we know that
high-end research creates jobs. It leads
to innovation that leads to new compa-
nies. It is what has made America
great over time. Yet, right now, those
cuts are massive. Right now we have
seen NSA, NIH, and other agencies in
the Trump administration illegally
refuse to spend and allocate research
funding that Congress has appro-
priated.

That, in turn, has led already to fir-
ing of many grad students of programs’
innovations.

Also, concerningly, we are starting
to see the compounding effects of the
attacks on legal immigrants here, peo-
ple here on student visas.

Mr. Speaker, you may recall that
just a few weeks back, the Trump ad-
ministration announced that they
would be rounding up a whole posse of
students who had minor run-ins with
the law. In the University of California
system alone, there were something
like 165 students here on valid student
visas who have been arrested with no
due process and put into deportation
proceedings. In one case it is because
they ran a stop sign. In another case it
was because they were in a domestic
dispute. Their partner called the po-
lice. When the police arrived, they ac-
tually found that the immigrant, the
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person here on a student visa, was not
the abuser but actually probably had
been abused. They decided not to pro-
ceed with this. However, because there
is a police report, even one that falsely
accused this immigrant, that immi-
grant was put into deportation pro-
ceedings.

The Trump administration did re-
verse that policy after public outcry.
We are seeing that the best and bright-
est foreign students who have tradi-
tionally come to this country, to
places like Harvard, MIT, UC-San
Francisco and Stanford, are not com-
ing here. They are going to other coun-
tries right now.

That cumulative effect is draining
our future right now. We are talking
about entire industries predicated on
technology, on research, and on life
sciences that we expect to see massive
declines in in 10, 15, or 20 years.

We are robbing our future right now,
and for what?

I don’t know, to give Elon Musk a lit-
tle bit more?

The damage is going to be incalcu-
lable across the board. However, I
think the biggest damage that we are
going to see is to our public trust in
our institutions.

Right now we are seeing corruption
on a scale we have never seen before in
the history of this country. A $400 mil-
lion Qatari gift of a palace in the sky
to Donald Trump was just the thing
that made the news. Meanwhile, he is
having dinners with massive donors
who are giving billions and billions of
dollars to his meme coin. We are seeing
bribes happen across the board. We are
seeing emoluments over and over and
over to the President and his family.
Mr. Speaker, yes, we are seeing Elon
Musk getting a ransom from the Fed-
eral Government as far as new con-
tracts that have personally benefited
him to no end.

We have to start enforcing the rule of
law in this country. As someone who
has always believed in the rule of law
and who has stood closely side by side
with our law enforcement officers, with
our prosecutors, and with those who
are trying to uphold the rule of law in
this country and the Constitution, I
would urge my colleagues on the other
side of the room to start thinking
about that oath that we took when we
took this office to support and defend
the Constitution.

Those are not just words. They are
the foundation of what it means to
serve in Congress, of what it means to
serve in the Federal Government, and
of what it means to be a patriotic
American.

Mr. Speaker, if you are not enforcing
the Constitution of the United States
and if you are not enforcing the rule of
law and standing up for the authorities
of Congress, which is a coequal branch
of government and not a lackey of the
President, then what do we stand for?

What are we doing here?

I know that many of my colleagues
on the other side are scared of Donald
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Trump and Elon Musk, frankly, too,
but that should be no excuse for not
standing up and doing what is right.

We have to stand up and have an ac-
counting of all the damage that Elon
Musk did during his time at DOGE.
Again, he is a special government em-
ployee who never disclosed his con-
flicts of interest and who illegally ex-
erted his authority that an SGE should
never have and that the President of
the United States does not have.

We need a real accounting of what
happened, the damage that has been
done, as well as all of the laws and Con-
stitutional provisions that he and
every other member of DOGE has done.
This is the time to do it. I would urge
my colleagues to actually start step-
ping up for the Constitution.

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 and to direct their remarks
to the Chair and not a perceived view-
ing audience.

—————

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 27 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, June 6, 2025, at 9 a.m.

—————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

EC-1057. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s Office of Inspector General
Semiannual Report to Congress for the pe-
riod ending March 31, 2025; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

EC-1058. A letter from the Chairman,
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, transmitting the Board’s Semi-
annual Report to Congress prepared by the
Office of Inspector General, covering the six-
month period ending March 31, 2025; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

EC-1059. A letter from the Administrator,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s Office of Inspector General
Semiannual Report to Congress, for the six-
month period between October 1, 2024
through March 31, 2025; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

—————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. GRAVES: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 1948. A bill to
authorize the International Boundary and
Water Commission to accept funds for activi-
ties relating to wastewater treatment and
flood control works, and for other purposes
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(Rept. 119-139). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GRAVES: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 1373. A bill to
require certain meetings of the Tennessee
Valley Authority to be transparent and open
to the public, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 119-140). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. GRAVES: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 1182. A bill to
require the Secretary of Transportation to
promulgate regulations relating to the ap-
proval of foreign manufacturers of cylinders,
and for other purposes (Rept. 119-141). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education
and Workforce. H.R. 649. A bill to amend the
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch
Act to allow schools that participate in the
school lunch program under such Act to
serve whole milk, with an amendment (Rept.
119-142). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. BOST: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 1041. A bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to prohibit the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs from transmitting
certain information to the Department of
Justice for use by the national instant crimi-
nal background check system, with amend-
ments (Rept. 119-143). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

———

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 Mr. WEBSTER of Florida (for him-
self and Mr. OGLES):

H.R. 3744. A bill to amend the Research and
Development, Competition, and Innovation
Act to clarify the definition of foreign coun-
try for purposes of malign foreign talent re-
cruitment restriction, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Mrs.
MCIVER, Mr. FIELDS, and Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi):

H.R. 3745. A bill to prohibit individuals and
entities from owning more than 75 single-
family residences, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committee on Financial
Services, 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. AMODEI of Nevada:

H.R. 3746. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to make modifications to the
passenger facility charge program adminis-
tered by the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. BALDERSON (for himself, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. LAHOOD, and Mr.
TONKO):

H.R. 3747. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize the
Project ECHO Grant Program, to establish
grants under such program to disseminate
knowledge and build capacity to address Alz-
heimer’s disease and other dementias, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. BERA (for himself, Mr.
MOYLAN, Mr. CASE, Mrs. RADEWAGEN,
and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI):
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H.R. 3748. A Dbill to require the Secretary of
State to submit to Congress a report on the
promotion of certain policies regarding the
effects of sea level rise on the statehood and
maritime zones of countries, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Ms. BROWN (for herself, Mrs.
MCIVER, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and
Ms. PRESSLEY):

H.R. 3749. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to award grants
for research, investigation, and awareness of
the effect of personal care products con-
taining endocrine-disrupting chemicals on
the female reproductive system, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. BUCHANAN:

H.R. 3750. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to carry out a pilot program to pro-
vide certain members of the Armed Forces
with continuous glucose monitoring tech-
nology; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. BURLISON (for himself, Mr.
GILL of Texas, and Ms. HAGEMAN):

H.R. 3751. A bill to prohibit the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency from enforcing a rule or regulation
that restricts certain operations of certain
electric generating units, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK (for
herself and Mrs. HINSON):

H.R. 3752. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for a presumption of
service connection for glioblastoma
multiforme for veterans who served in cer-
tain locations during the Vietnam era; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. CISCOMANI (for himself, Mr.
STANTON, Mr. VAN ORDEN, and Mr.
LAWLER):

H.R. 3753. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to increase the monthly hous-
ing stipend under the Post-9/11 Educational
Assistance Program for individuals who pur-
sue programs of education solely through
distance learning on more than a half-time
basis; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself and Mr.
KUSTOFF):

H.R. 37564. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram for surface transportation infrastruc-
ture projects that connect to airports, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. CRAIG (for herself and Mr.
LEVIN):

H.R. 3755. A bill to amend the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 to update
the fire prevention and control guidelines to
require the mandatory installation of carbon
monoxide alarms in all places of public ac-
commodation, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, and in addition to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, 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. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mr.
MAGAZINER, and Mr. BEGICH):

H.R. 3756. A bill to combat illegal, unre-
ported, and unregulated fishing at its
sources globally; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Foreign Affairs, Transportation
and Infrastructure, the Judiciary, and Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas (for herself,
Mr. SORENSEN, Mr. TORRES of New
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