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Unfortunately, in its fiscal year ’26
budget request, the administration pro-
posed to virtually eliminate funding
for clean water-related infrastructure
projects, but it also proposes to cut the
Technical Assistance for Treatment
Works Grant Program by over 60 per-
cent.

These cuts ignore the water infra-
structure needs of our most vulnerable
communities, which includes a large
part of the communities that I have
the privilege of serving in Alabama.
Rural communities, Tribal, and eco-
nomically distressed communities in
every State need this sort of assist-
ance.

The message from the administration
to these communities is: We will no
longer help you meet your critical in-
frastructure needs. You are on your
own.

I don’t think that should be the case.
Mr. Speaker, many of the communities
that I have the privilege to represent
historically have been passed over for
critical infrastructure investments,
and they need these investments, com-
munities like Prichard, Alabama, and
Greenville, Alabama, who are strug-
gling with clean water issues and infra-
structure issues as we sit here today.

The technical assistance provided by
the EPA to be able to affordably meet
their basic clean water and drinking
water needs is something that they
must have.

This GAO study will help identify
how EPA implements the technical as-
sistance programs established in the
Clean Water Act, as well as any essen-
tial services for economically dis-
tressed, rural, and Tribal communities
that continue to go unmet through
these programs.

My hope is that these findings will,
again, demonstrate how critical clean
water infrastructure and technical as-
sistance investments are to struggling
American communities, especially to
our rural communities.

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 3427, as
amended. I urge my colleagues to do
the same, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I yield myself the
balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3427, the Water Re-
sources Technical Assistance Review
Act, is a good government bill that
would help ensure that the EPA tech-
nical assistance programs effectively
connect rural communities with ex-
perts to help them access water infra-
structure funding. It is a step toward
equal opportunity for areas that have
long been denied it.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support from all
of my colleagues on this bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TAYLOR)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3427, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COURTHOUSE AFFORDABILITY
AND SPACE EFFICIENCY ACT OF
2025

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3426) to amend title 40, United
States Code, to limit the construction
of new courthouses under certain cir-
cumstances, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3426

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Courthouse
Affordability and Space Efficiency Act of
2025’ or the “‘CASE Act”.

SEC. 2. REDUCING COSTS RELATED TO COURT-
HOUSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40,
United States Code, as amended by this act,
is further amended by adding at the end the
following:

“$3320. Reducing costs related to court-
houses

‘“(a) LIMITATION ON NEW COURTHOUSES.—
The Administrator of General Services may
not commence construction of any new
courthouse if—

‘(1) construction has not begun on or be-
fore the date of enactment of this section; or

‘“(2) the design and construction of the new
courthouse fails to comply, at a minimum,
with the courtroom sharing requirements de-
scribed in subsection (b).

“(b) COURTROOM SHARING REQUIREMENTS
DEFINED.—The term ‘courtroom sharing re-
quirements’ means—

‘(1) in courthouses with 10 or more active
district judges, 2 courtrooms per 3 active dis-
trict judges, except such courthouses may
contain not less than 9 courtrooms for active
district judges;

‘“(2) in courthouses with 3 or more bank-
ruptey judges—

‘“(A) 1 courtroom per 2 bankruptcy judges;

‘(B) 1 courtroom for emergency matters;
and

‘“(C) if there is an odd number of bank-
ruptcy judges, the number of courtrooms re-
quired pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall be
rounded down;

‘“(8) in courthouses with 3 or more senior
district judges, 1 courtroom per 2 senior dis-
trict judges; and

‘“(4) in courthouses with 3 or more mag-
istrate judges—

‘“(A) 1 courtroom per 2 magistrate judges;

‘(B) 1 criminal duty courtroom; and

“(C) if there is an odd number of mag-
istrate judges, the number of courtrooms re-
quired pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall be
rounded down.

“(c) UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN
GUIDE.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this section, the Design
Guide for courthouses shall be updated to in-
corporate courtroom sharing requirements
to the maximum extent practicable.

‘“(d) UTILIZATION.—If a new courthouse will
add capacity in the inventory of the General
Services Administration, existing space in
the same courthouse complex must be fully
utilized or relinquished from the inventory
of the General Services Administration.”.
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(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis
for chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:
¢“3320. Reducing costs related to court-

houses.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. TAYLOR) and the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. FIGURES) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material into the
RECORD on H.R. 3426, as amended.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3426, the CASE
Act, limits the size of courthouses, by
directing the General Services Admin-
istration, or GSA, to only build new
courthouses that accommodate court-
room sharing.

Specifically, the CASE Act codifies
the judiciary’s current courtroom shar-
ing policies for magistrate, senior, and
bankruptcy judges.

For large courthouses, the legislation
also directs there can only be two
courtrooms for every three district
court judges.

The Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, on a bipartisan
basis, has conducted oversight of the
Federal courthouse construction pro-
gram across multiple administrations.

Historically, courthouses have been
significantly overbuilt, costing the
American taxpayers billions of dollars
to build, operate, and maintain. In 2010,
the GAO, Government Accountability
Office, found that courthouses built
from 2000 to 2010 were overbuilt by 3.56
million square feet, costing an addi-
tional $800 million in addition to $51
million annually to operate and main-
tain.

Despite oversight, and even at one
point a moratorium on authorizing new
courthouses, the courts issued an up-
dated courthouse design guide in 2021
that did just the opposite of consoli-
dating the judiciary’s space.

A GAO review of the updated design
guide revealed the changes in the de-
sign guide actually increase space in
courthouses by 6 percent and will cost
the taxpayer 12 percent more. The Gov-
ernment Accountability Office found
one of the key driving forces in the
overbuilding of courthouses to be the
overprojection of future judges.

Proposals for new courthouses are
driven not by building condition, secu-
rity, or even the need for more space
for current judges, but by the court’s
projection of future judges. The court’s
own methodology for prioritizing the
need for a new courthouse, for example,
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relegated security concerns to just 10
percent of a weighted formula, but in
contrast courtrooms and chambers ac-
count for 50 percent.

In reality, the courts’ projections
have been shown to be wrong. As a re-
sult, the taxpayer pays for space that
sits vacant.

The CASE Act directs GSA, which
builds and owns Federal courthouses,
to only design and build courthouses
that strictly comply with courtroom
sharing requirements.

The committee has reported out
similar language in the past and a
hearing before the Subcommittee on
Economic Development, Public Build-
ings, and Emergency Management ear-
lier this year on courthouses reinforced
the need for this legislation.

H.R. 3426, as amended, also incor-
porates reasonable revisions rec-
ommended by the courts.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. SHREVE) for his lead-
ership on this legislation and the gen-
tlewoman from D.C. (Ms. NORTON) for
working on this bipartisan bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
legislation, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FIGURES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 3426, the
Courthouse Affordability and Space Ef-
ficiency Act of 2025, or CASE Act.

I thank my colleague from, I almost
want to say Louisiana because of his
familial ties to the naming of Shreve-
port, but my across-the-hall neighbor
in the Cannon Building, the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. SHREVE), I thank
him for his leadership and support on
this issue.

This bill develops space-sharing
guidelines to prevent overbuilding of
new Federal courthouses. As a former
Department of Justice staffer and a
former Federal law clerk myself, I have
had the privilege to see many beautiful
courthouses and courtrooms across
this country, and so I have seen how
empty and underutilized many of those
spaces are.

By implementing these standards
into the design guide for Federal court-
houses, the GSA will be able to reduce
construction costs and ensure that ex-
isting spaces in courthouse complexes
are being fully utilized.

Over the last 45 years, the GAO has
compiled a large body of work on Fed-
eral courthouse construction, much of
it at the request of the House Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

GAO has found that the judiciary has
requested and received courthouses
that are larger than the size authorized
by Congress, more expensive to build,
and more expensive to operate than
Congress was aware of.

The judiciary has tried, however, to
meet the concerns of Congress over the
last several years. Recently, the judi-
cial conference revised its courtroom
allocation planning assumptions. New
courtroom construction projects are to
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be designed to facilitate courtroom
sharing for senior district judges, mag-
istrate judges, and bankruptcy judges.
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There is still some cause for concern.
This legislation, by establishing shar-
ing guidelines for active district court
judges, will certainly help.

I support this legislation because this
is about making the American tax-
payer dollar go further and making
more sensible investments. I urge my
colleagues to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. SHREVE).

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, it sounds
like my case in salesmanship is going
to be modest with the support that this
act enjoys from colleagues on both
sides of the aisle.

I am someone who has built a busi-
ness from the ground up, including sev-
eral million square feet of space. It is a
reality that to construct space is one
thing; the carry cost of maintaining it
is quite another.

There is general recognition increas-
ingly within this Congress that we
have more space than our Federal Gov-
ernment needs. That is certainly the
case at the courthouse level in our Fed-
eral courthouses and the supporting of-
fice space.

My legislation, the CASE Act, directs
the GSA to construct the courthouse
space that is necessary and no more. I
worked with the U.S. courts on this
bill. The resulting legislation is
straightforward. It is clearly bipar-
tisan, and it is commonsensical.

The CASE Act codifies the court’s
sharing policies for our magistrates,
seniors, and bankruptcy judges. For
the larger courthouses, it limits the
number of courtrooms to two for every
three judges.

The bill codifies this administra-
tion’s approach to rightsizing our Fed-
eral Government. That is something
that we share in common, both sides of
the aisle, toward being good stewards
of our taxpayer dollars.

The GSA, as was noted, is still forced
to build to standards that account for
potential judges, despite Congress not
having authorized any additional
judgeships over the past 30 years. This
act is a move toward making taxpayer
dollars go further.

I thank my colleague, Ms. NORTON,
for joining me on this legislation and
for her good work on this issue. I urge
passage.

Mr. FIGURES. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port H.R. 3426, the CASE Act, and I
urge my colleagues to do the same.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, H.R. 3426 as
amended, will rightsize Federal court-
houses, reducing unneeded space and
potentially saving the taxpayer bil-
lions of dollars.
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The Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure passed reforms to
begin the process of rightsizing the
Federal Government’s real estate port-
folio last Congress. This legislation
continues that work of ensuring a more
efficient use of taxpayer resources.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of H.R.
3426, as amended, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TAYLOR)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3426, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PROTECTING VETERAN ACCESS TO
TELEMEDICINE SERVICES ACT
OF 2025

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1107) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize certain heath
care professionals employed by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to de-
liver, distribute, or dispense to vet-
erans certain controlled medications
via telemedicine under certain condi-
tions, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1107

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting
Veteran Access to Telemedicine Services Act
of 2025,

SEC. 2. DELIVERY, DISTRIBUTION, AND DIS-
PENSATION OF CONTROLLED MEDI-
CATIONS BY COVERED DEPARTMENT
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS HEALTH
CARE PROFESSIONALS VIA TELE-
MEDICINE.

Subchapter III of chapter 17 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section (and con-
forming the table of sections at the begin-
ning of such chapter accordingly):

“§1730D. Delivery, distribution, and dis-
pensation of controlled medications via
telemedicine

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to section
1730C of this title and subject to the require-
ments of title II of the Comprehensive Drug
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21
U.S.C. 801 et seq.), a covered health care pro-
fessional may use telemedicine to deliver,
distribute, or dispense to a patient eligible
to receive medical treatment under this
chapter a controlled substance that is a pre-
scription drug as determined under the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
301 et seq.) regardless of whether such cov-
ered health care professional has conducted
an in-person medical examination of such
patient if—

‘(1) such covered health care professional
is—

“‘(A) authorized to prescribe the basic class
of such controlled substance under an active,
current, full, and unrestricted State license,
registration, or certification; and
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