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THE COLOSSAL CHERRY 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to commend 
the Wilds Sonshine Factory, a dis-
tillery in McKean County, Kane, Penn-
sylvania, that makes a great product 
using sunflowers for that beverage. 

I commend them today for honoring 
a vital piece of the Commonwealth’s 
logging and conservation heritage, the 
Colossal Cherry. The Colossal Cherry is 
now an artifact, but at one time it was 
the largest black cherry tree in the 
world. The Wilds Sonshine Factory 
hosted a dedication ceremony on Au-
gust 22 in honor of the Colossal Cherry, 
which is also known as the Sheffield 
Log. 

Discovered and preserved through ef-
forts of local historians and conserva-
tion advocates, the Sheffield Log 
stands as a powerful symbol of the re-
gion’s natural history, the resilience of 
its people, and the enduring value of 
sustainable forestry. 

It once stood in the woods of the Al-
legheny National Forest before being 
knocked down during the tornado of 
1985. It was then formally homed in 
Sheffield, Pennsylvania, to mark its 
sesquicentennial in 1986. Now, the 
newly restored Colossal Black Cherry 
sits at its permanent home at the 
Wilds Sonshine Factory. 

Mr. Speaker, this rededication is a 
story worth celebrating. I thank every-
one who took part in the preservation 
of the Colossal Black Cherry. 

f 

RECOGNIZING GRAYSON ELLIS 

(Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to recognize 4-year-old 
Grayson Ellis from Windsor, North 
Carolina. Grayson is full of energy and 
curiosity. In his spare time, he loves 
baseball and fishing. He learned to 
count to 50 from playing hide-and-seek. 

What makes Grayson so special to 
me is his love for politics and civics. 
He wanted to meet with his Congress-
man, so we met. I am sure his mom, 
Samantha, and dad, Ryan, were proud 
of him because he even dressed the 
part, too. 

Mr. Speaker, young people like Gray-
son are watching us every single day. 
Grayson reminds us that we must in-
spire the next generation, work to open 
new doors of opportunity, and help 
every child live the American Dream. I 
thank Grayson for this reminder. 

f 

REMEMBERING JIM DAMARE 

(Mr. SUBRAMANYAM asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to remember the life and 
legacy of Jim Damare, a devoted hus-
band, father, and grandfather. Jim was 
a passionate photographer and framed 
the world through his camera, cap-
turing nature and small family mo-
ments. 

He and his wife, Maria, moved to 
Northern Virginia over 30 years ago, 
raising four children and making 
countless contributions to our commu-
nity. 

As we mourn his passing, we cele-
brate a life well lived, one that em-
bodied the principles of hard work, in-
tegrity, and love. 

Jim’s memory will continue to in-
spire all who knew him to live fully, 
love deeply, speak truthfully, laugh 
often, and always take the picture. 

May he rest in peace. 
f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of 
rule IX, I rise to give notice of my in-
tention to raise a question of the privi-
leges of the House in the form of a res-
olution, as follows: 

Whereas, Representative CORY MILLS 
has on several occasions conducted 
himself in a manner that reflects dis-
credit upon the House of Representa-
tives; 

Whereas, on February 19, 2025, Wash-
ington, D.C., Metropolitan Police De-
partment officers were called to re-
solve a private matter at Representa-
tive CORY MILLS’ residence, where offi-
cers were called to the 1300 block of 
Maryland Avenue, Southwest, around 
1:15 p.m. for the report of an assault; 

Whereas, police reports obtained by 
NBC4 Washington confirmed that the 
Washington, D.C. Metropolitan Police 
Department was investigating Rep-
resentative CORY MILLS for an alleged 
assault of a 27-year-old woman that 
took place on February 19, 2025, at the 
residence of Representative CORY 
MILLS; 

Whereas, the first police report pro-
vided to NBC4 Washington by a source 
and confirmed by a second source fa-
miliar with the investigation said that 
the 27-year-old woman accused her sig-
nificant other for over a year of having 
grabbed her, shoved her, and pushed 
her out of the door, and also said that 
the woman involved showed the officer 
‘‘bruises on her arm which appeared 
fresh’’; 

Whereas, NBC4 Washington also re-
ported that the Metropolitan Police 
Department identified Representative 
CORY MILLS as the significant other of 
the alleged victim of assault, which al-
leged victim was a 27-year-old woman 
who was not the wife of Representative 
CORY MILLS, and that the alleged vic-
tim ‘‘let officers hear Subject 1, [now 
identified by MPD as MILLS] instruct 
her to lie about the origin of her 

bruises. . . . Eventually, Subject 1 
made contact with police and admitted 
that the situation escalated from 
verbal to physical, but it was severe 
enough to create bruising’’; 

Whereas, on February 21, 2025, The 
Washington Post also confirmed two 
D.C. police officials said that the al-
leged victim of assault initially told a 
911 operator and police that she had 
been assaulted and that officers said 
she also had what seemed to be visible 
injuries, and that while a supervisor 
initially classified the offense inter-
nally as a family disturbance, police 
commanders later learned of the inci-
dent, reviewed the reports and body- 
cam footage from the responding offi-
cers, and reclassified the case as a do-
mestic violence assault; 

Whereas, on February 21, 2025, NBC4 
Washington also reported that the Met-
ropolitan Police Department deter-
mined that probable cause to arrest 
Representative CORY MILLS for mis-
demeanor assault existed and sent an 
arrest warrant for Representative CORY 
MILLS to the United States Attorney’s 
Office for the District of Columbia. 
However, then-acting United States 
Attorney for the District of Columbia 
Ed Martin refused to sign the arrest 
warrant for Representative CORY MILLS 
and instead returned the case to the 
Metropolitan Police Department for 
further investigation; 

Whereas, on July 14, 2025, a different 
former romantic partner of Represent-
ative CORY MILLS, who was apparently 
in a relationship with Representative 
MILLS from November 2021 to February 
of 2025, reported to authorities in Flor-
ida that Representative MILLS threat-
ened to release nude images and other 
intimate videos of her and threatened 
to harm her future romantic partners 
in retaliation for her decision to end 
the relationship with Representative 
MILLS after seeing the public records 
described above concerning the alleged 
February 2025 physical assault; 

Whereas, in August 2024, the Office of 
Congressional Conduct adopted and 
transmitted to the Committee on Eth-
ics of the House of Representatives a 
report indicating that there was sub-
stantial reason to believe that Rep-
resentative CORY MILLS may have 
omitted or misrepresented required in-
formation in his financial disclosure 
statements, accepted excessive con-
tributions to his campaign committee 
in the form of personal loans and con-
tributions that may not have derived 
from Representative CORY MILLS’ per-
sonal funds, entered into, held, or en-
joyed contracts with Federal agencies 
while he was a Member of Congress, 
and may have accepted through his 
campaign committee in-kind contribu-
tions or other contributions not law-
fully made; 

b 1220 

Whereas, individuals who served with 
Representative CORY MILLS have called 
into question the veracity of the ac-
counts of events which formed the 
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basis of a recommendation that Rep-
resentative CORY MILLS receive an 
award of a Bronze Star, bestowed in 
2021, for his service under enemy fire in 
Iraq in 2003; 

Whereas, in August 2024, Representa-
tive CORY MILLS provided the Daytona 
Beach News with documents pur-
porting to prove that he earned a 
Bronze Star with heroism, including a 
Department of Army Form 638 recom-
mending Representative CORY MILLS 
for a Bronze Star which includes a sig-
nature from then-Army Brigade Com-
mander Arnold N. Gordon-Bray; how-
ever, retired Brigadier General Bray 
told the Daytona Beach News-Journal 
in August 2024 that he did not sign a 
Bronze Star recommendation for Rep-
resentative CORY MILLS; 

Whereas, five people who served with 
Representative CORY MILLS, including 
two men who were reported as having 
been personally saved by Representa-
tive CORY MILLS at great risk to his 
own life as a basis for the recommenda-
tion for his Bronze Star in the Depart-
ment of the Army Form 638, disputed 
that Representative CORY MILLS was 
involved in their rescue or providing 
lifesaving care; 

Whereas, one private first class cited 
as having been involved in one of the 
listed achievements on Representative 
CORY MILLS’ Army Form 638 recom-
mending him for a Bronze Star denied 
that Representative CORY MILLS pro-
vided him any aid and also denied his 
injuries were life-threatening; 

Whereas, one sergeant cited as hav-
ing been involved in one of the listed 
achievements on Representative CORY 
MILLS’ Army Form 638 recommending 
him for a Bronze Star called the ac-
count a ‘‘fabrication’’ and claimed that 
he ‘‘was not involved in any claims 
that Cory Mills makes about me’’; and 

Whereas, despite the numerous avail-
able contradictions of the accounts 
forming the basis of the recommenda-
tion for his Bronze Star, Representa-
tive CORY MILLS described the legiti-
mate factual disputes raised by indi-
viduals he purportedly served with and 
rescued as ‘‘slander and defamation’’ in 
a statement to the Daytona Beach 
News-Journal: 

Now, therefore, be it resolved, that— 
One, Representative CORY MILLS be 
censured; 

Two, Representative CORY MILLS 
forthwith present himself in the well of 
the House of Representatives for the 
pronouncement of censure; and 

Three, Representative CORY MILLS be 
censured with the public reading of 
this resolution by the Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
the privileges of the House and offer 
the resolution that was previously no-
ticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-

in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gentle-
woman from New York will appear in 
the RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4553, ENERGY AND 
WATER DEVELOPMENT AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2026; PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H.J. RES. 104, 
PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE 
SUBMITTED BY THE BUREAU OF 
LAND MANAGEMENT RELATING 
TO ‘‘MILES CITY FIELD OFFICE 
RECORD OF DECISION AND AP-
PROVED RESOURCE MANAGE-
MENT PLAN AMENDMENT’’; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.J. RES. 105, PROVIDING FOR 
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL 
OF THE RULE SUBMITTED BY 
THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGE-
MENT RELATING TO ‘‘NORTH DA-
KOTA FIELD OFFICE RECORD OF 
DECISION AND APPROVED RE-
SOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN’’; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.J. RES. 106, PROVIDING FOR 
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL 
OF THE RULE SUBMITTED BY 
THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGE-
MENT RELATING TO ‘‘CENTRAL 
YUKON RECORD OF DECISION 
AND APPROVED RESOURCE MAN-
AGEMENT PLAN’’; AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 672 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 672 

Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4553) making 
appropriations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2026, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropriations 
or their respective designees. After general 
debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. The 
bill shall be considered as read. Points of 
order against provisions in the bill for fail-
ure to comply with clause 2 or clause 5(a) of 
rule XXI are waived. 

SEC. 2. (a) No amendment to H.R. 4553 shall 
be in order except those printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 

this resolution, amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of this resolution, and 
pro forma amendments described in section 4 
of this resolution. 

(b) Each amendment printed in the report 
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment except as provided by 
section 4 of this resolution, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

(c) All points of order against amendments 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules or against amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of this resolution are 
waived. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for 
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or his designee to offer amendments en 
bloc consisting of amendments printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed 
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to 
this section shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Appro-
priations or their respective designees, shall 
not be subject to amendment except as pro-
vided by section 4 of this resolution, and 
shall not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. 

SEC. 4. During consideration of H.R. 4553 
for amendment, the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Appro-
priations or their respective designees may 
offer up to 10 pro forma amendments each at 
any point for the purpose of debate. 

SEC. 5. At the conclusion of consideration 
of H.R. 4553 for amendment the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House 
with such amendments as may have been 
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit. 

SEC. 6. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House 
any joint resolution specified in section 7 of 
this resolution. All points of order against 
consideration of each such joint resolution 
are waived. Each such joint resolution shall 
be considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in each such joint resolu-
tion are waived. The previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on each such joint 
resolution and on any amendment thereto to 
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Natural 
Resources or their respective designees; and 
(2) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 7. The joint resolutions referred to in 
section 6 of this resolution are as follows: 

(a) The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 104) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval under 
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of 
the rule submitted by the Bureau of Land 
Management relating to ‘‘Miles City Field 
Office Record of Decision and Approved Re-
source Management Plan Amendment’’. 

(b) The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 105) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval under 
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of 
the rule submitted by the Bureau of Land 
Management relating to ‘‘North Dakota 
Field Office Record of Decision and Approved 
Resource Management Plan’’. 

(c) The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 106) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval under 
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