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that encapsulate—that are terse but 
very much substantive in terms of 
what this appeal is all about. The style 
of it is: What are the elements of the 
Republican healthcare crisis? 

There is a healthcare crisis. The 
Democratic Party has passed this on to 
me. I want to give them full credit for 
it. I am going to adopt it as my own, 
but I did not produce it. 

It says here—this is a part of the cri-
sis—slashing Medicaid with the largest 
cut in history. I said that. I am repeat-
ing myself. Some things bear repeat-
ing. Slashing Medicaid with the largest 
cut in history. I can’t condone that. If 
I had voted for this CR, that is what I 
would be doing. You passed it without 
my help before. Why would you expect 
me to support it now? I want to change 
that. I am not a status quo politician. 

Next point: dramatically raises pre-
miums, copays, and deductibles for 
tens of millions of Americans. There 
are people who are living on the mar-
gins, barely capable of affording 
healthcare, and this legislation is 
going to make it impossible for some of 
them to afford healthcare. These pre-
miums and copays and deductibles are 
going to go up for a good many people 
who can’t afford them. We are trying 
to change that, or I am. I support this. 

It goes on to say: forcing hospitals 
and community health centers across 
the Nation to close. That is no joke. 
People are starting to see it. They are 
starting to express their consternation. 
They are starting to let the people 
know that somehow this must not hap-
pen. They want to change it. If they 
want to change it, why would I vote to 
continue it? I refuse to change my posi-
tion. I stand now where I stood then. 

It goes on to indicate: setting in mo-
tion $536 billion in cuts to Medicaid. 
Mr. Speaker, that sums it up. 

I stand now where I stood then. I am 
a liberated Democrat, unbought, 
unbossed, unafraid, censured, not si-
lenced. I stand for the people I have 
been faithful to in my congressional 
district. I am going to be faithful to 
them until the very end, wherever and 
whenever that occurs. I stand for what 
is best to help them through these tur-
bulent times and the crisis that the 
GOP healthcare initiatives have intro-
duced to people who are in need of 
healthcare. 

I close with this, Mr. Speaker. This is 
the richest country in the world. We 
cannot allow healthcare to become 
wealth care. We also cannot allow 
healthcare to line the pockets of the 
wealthy. That is another form of 
wealth care, healthcare to become 
wealth care for the wealthy. 

The cuts are going to line the pock-
ets of the very wealthy in this country. 
That has been published. It has been 
accepted, it seems, by all or a good 
many except me. I don’t accept that. I 
refuse to allow healthcare to become 
wealth care and do it in the sense that 
it becomes the wealthy who benefit the 
most from the cuts that are taking 
place. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand now where I 
stood then, censured but not silenced. 

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

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 19, 2025. 

I hereby designate the period from Friday, 
September 19, 2025, through Sunday, Sep-
tember 28, 2025, as a ‘‘district work period’’ 
under clause 13 of Rule I. 

MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

CONTINUING RESOLUTION 
COMPROMISE 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. KILEY of 
California was recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. ) 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, the House has just voted to pass a 
continuing resolution that is now 
going over to the Senate with the 
Democratic leader, CHUCK SCHUMER, 
pledging that his caucus will be united 
against it, barrelling us toward a po-
tential government shutdown that 
would very much not be in the inter-
ests of anyone and would be terrible for 
the country as a whole. 

The minority leader in the Senate 
has not been abundantly clear as to 
what exactly he is looking for in order 
to avoid this outcome. After all, we are 
dealing with a so-called clean CR, 
which simply extends funding levels as 
they have been for quite some time 
now. This is really not the way things 
should be done, by the way, but that is 
where we are, and it is the only pro-
posal on the table for avoiding such a 
shutdown. 

I have a thought on how this whole 
terrible outcome can potentially be 
avoided in a way that would satisfy 
Members on both sides of the aisle and 
keep the government open, which is to 
include in the continuing resolution 
language that will preserve the con-
gressional maps in every State in the 
country as they existed at the time of 
the 2024 election. 

I have proposed legislation myself 
along those lines to stop this horrible 
redistricting war that we see playing 
out across the country that is bad for 
representative government and is wide-
ly opposed by Members of the Demo-
cratic Caucus and Republican Con-
ference in the House. 

That is my proposal to avoid a shut-
down, to give the minority leader, 
CHUCK SCHUMER, in the Senate, some-
thing that he can claim he delivered 
that would help members of at least 
the Democratic Caucus here in the 
House. We simply reach a deal where 
we are going to say we are going to 

stop this redistricting war; we are not 
going to be upending maps in the mid-
dle of a decade. 

This could be done easily. It could be 
put into the continuing resolution that 
the House just sent over to the Senate. 
Here are the two main virtues of this 
proposal. 
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Number one, the proposal is widely 
supported by the American people, 66 
percent to 23 percent. The American 
people say that we should not be en-
gaging in redistricting mid-decade. 
That is according to a recent Noble In-
sights poll. 

Mr. Speaker, by a 3-to-1 margin, 
Americans support the legislation that 
I have proposed and support the idea 
that we should not be throwing out 
congressional maps, upending districts, 
and dissevering the connection between 
voters and their Representatives in the 
middle of the decade. 

Not only do the American people sup-
port this proposal, but Members of the 
House on both sides of the aisle do. 
How do we know that? On the Demo-
cratic side, you just had a number of 
Members of the House who announced 
their own bill to get rid of mid-decade 
redistricting. 

On the Republican side, I have had 
Members come up to me every day say-
ing that what I am proposing is the 
right thing for them, the right thing 
for their districts, the right thing for 
their States, and the right thing for 
the country. 

The only thing that is stopping us 
from moving forward on this common-
sense proposal is the refusal on the 
part of the Speaker of the House to put 
on the floor a piece of legislation that 
is widely supported by Members of the 
House and by the American people. 

The ball is now in the Senate’s court 
when it comes to government funding, 
and I am absolutely opposed to a gov-
ernment shutdown. That is why I sup-
ported the stopgap funding measure 
today, even though I don’t think it 
should have come to this. 

Now, the Senate has an opportunity 
to negotiate a compromise that will 
keep the House open. That has to, by 
its very nature, be bipartisan, given 
the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I would submit that a 
way to do that that would be in the in-
terests of everyone here in this institu-
tion would be to reach an agreement 
that keeps the government open; that 
provides us some runway to actually 
pass a budget, which we should have 
done a long time ago; and that will 
stop this chaos of upending one district 
after another in State after State from 
cascading across the country. 

UPDATE ON PROPOSITION 50 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I would like to provide an update on 
Proposition 50 that is set for a vote in 
California, otherwise known as Gavin 
Newsom’s redistricting sham. 

This is a proposal by the Governor to 
tear up the map drawn by California’s 
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independent Citizens Redistricting 
Commission, to abolish the redis-
tricting commission that was put in 
place by the voters, and to impose a 
hyperpartisan map drawn by politi-
cians without any input from the pub-
lic in setting the new boundaries for 
congressional representation in Cali-
fornia. 

It is an attempt to override what the 
voters have said three separate times 
in California, that redistricting should 
be done by an independent commission 
and not to move us back to the era of 
partisan gerrymandering. 

As bad as this proposal is on its face, 
what is even worse is the cost of simply 
administering this special election be-
cause we are not supposed to be having 
an election right now. This is 2025, a 
nonelection year. 

In order to get this sham through and 
in order to reverse the will of the vot-
ers, the Governor needs to produce an 
artifact of voter approval. They have 
come up with this fraudulent ballot 
measure that is designed to mislead 
voters and to confuse them into over-
turning what they had done before. 

What is more is that it is doing so in 
a way that relies upon not only voter 
fraud by confusing people but also 
voter suppression by limiting voter op-
portunities. 

I have heard directly from the reg-
istrars of voters in my district, saying 
that because they have thrown out all 
the rules for elections in California and 
because they have condensed the 
timeline beyond anything we have ever 
seen, they are not able to have the 
polling places opened that they would 
like, and they are having fewer voting 
centers. 

The typical places that they use for 
voting are not able to be used because 
those places have already been booked. 
They are not able to get out the sort of 
notifications to voters that they usu-
ally do. The voter guide is not being 
mailed to voters when it should, and it 
is going to be a digital-only voter 
guide. 

Think about how perverse that is. 
They lie to voters on the description on 
the ballot as to what the initiative ac-
tually does, and then they withhold 
from them the voter guide that would 
actually give voters the actual text of 
the initiative and arguments from 
folks on both sides. 

In order to conduct this impromptu, 
unscheduled, hyper-rushed special elec-
tion, when we are not supposed to be 
having an election at all, in a way that 
suppresses the will of voters and sup-
presses voter participation, it is going 
to cost California voters nearly $300 
million. That is right, $282 million, to 
be exact. That is the cost of admin-
istering this election, the only purpose 
of which is to return California to the 
era of political gerrymandering. That 
is the only thing on the ballot. 

It is $282 million in taxpayer funding 
at a time when California has a mas-
sive budget deficit and when the Gov-
ernor has cut funding for foster kids in 

our State while saying that we don’t 
have enough money. Yet, he has $282 
million to return us to the era of polit-
ical gerrymandering. 

This comes at a time when the Gov-
ernor is refusing to fund Proposition 
36, the initiative to restore appropriate 
consequences for retail theft and to get 
drug offenders access to treatment. It 
was passed by California voters over-
whelmingly last year, with nearly 70 
percent of the vote, over Governor 
Newsom’s opposition. Yet, he is not 
funding it. He is, again, trying to ig-
nore and overturn the will of voters, so 
much so that the Democratic mayor of 
San Jose called what Newsom is doing 
‘‘a joke.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, he doesn’t have the 
funds to keep California safe. He 
doesn’t have the funds for foster kids. 
He is running a massive budget deficit. 
He has defaulted on a $20 billion loan 
that he took out from the Federal Gov-
ernment, forcing small businesses to 
pay it back themselves through a tax 
increase. Yet, he has somehow found 
$282 million in taxpayer funds to con-
duct a snap special election to 
hypergerrymander our State. 

It is one of the most disgraceful acts, 
if not the most disgraceful act, of any 
elected official in modern California 
history. You don’t have to take my 
word for that. This scheme has pro-
voked widespread bipartisan opposi-
tion. 

Just today, the first chair of the 
California independent redistricting 
commission, who is a registered Demo-
crat, has an op-ed in CalMatters, say-
ing that this is exactly the wrong thing 
to do. 

Former Governor Schwarzenegger 
came out a few days ago in strong op-
position to Prop 50, calling it insane. 
Former Governor Schwarzenegger 
called Governor Newsom’s scheme in-
sane. Former Governor 
Schwarzenegger said that this is ‘‘get-
ting rid of the democratic principles of 
California.’’ 

Mr. Schwarzenegger derided the fact 
that this was a map drawn by the poli-
ticians without any input from the 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, Governor Newsom is in 
the process of trying to mislead voters 
not only through his ballot description 
but also through all kinds of campaign 
ads, using $10 million of funding that 
just came in from George Soros, with 
all of his favorite special interests in 
Sacramento getting behind it, with 
commercials saying that this is actu-
ally preserving independent redis-
tricting when, literally, the entire 
point of the initiative is to throw out 
the map created by our independent re-
districting and return power to the 
hands of partisan politicians. 

Mr. Speaker, it has also come out 
that this map has been drawn in such a 
way as to provide new districts for the 
very politicians who drew the map to 
run in. The speaker of the California 
State Assembly and the president of 
the California Senate have been given 

their own special districts to run in for 
Congress if this map gets adopted, 
which is all the more reason why Cali-
fornia voters have said on multiple oc-
casions that they don’t want politi-
cians drawing maps. 

Indeed, the California Constitution, 
in addition to saying that an inde-
pendent commission draws the lines, 
specifically says that these sorts of 
considerations favoring a powerful pol-
itician, favoring an incumbent, draw-
ing them in such a way as to give one 
person an edge or to have someone’s 
home be in this district versus that 
one, that none of that is allowed under 
the current California Constitution. 
The way that this Governor’s redis-
tricting sham has been drawn, it says 
that, literally, everything else in the 
constitution is to be ignored. 
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Every provision that provides for the 
protection for voters, that provides for 
fair districts, that keeps communities 
together in the process of drawing dis-
trict lines that says you cannot favor 
politicians or candidates in any way, 
that says you cannot consider partisan 
outcomes, all of that is completely 
blown up by this initiative. 

It says partisan gerrymandering is 
the new law of the land in California, 
the highest law of the land, notwith-
standing it says anything else that ex-
ists in our State’s constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, the Governor is trying 
to stack the deck in every way he can 
against the people of California, to try 
to overturn their will, to try to confuse 
them, to fool them, to mislead them, to 
suppress their opportunity to partici-
pate so that he gets more power and 
they lose power. 

The task for those who care about 
good government, for those who care 
about our democracy in California, for 
people of decency on all sides of the 
aisle, is simply to make sure that folks 
understand the truth over these next 
few weeks as this election is conducted. 
CALIFORNIA HAS THE HIGHEST POVERTY RATE IN 

THE NATION 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, we have just got some alarming 
news, which, unfortunately, is 
unsurprising, and that is that Cali-
fornia, once again, has the highest pov-
erty rate of any State in the country. 

Despite the fact that we have some of 
the world’s leading companies and all 
of the inherited advantages that we 
have as a State, we continue to lead 
the Nation in poverty with 7 million 
people, 17.7 percent of our residents, 
not able to cover their basic needs. 

What is perhaps even more alarming 
is that just since 2021, child poverty in 
California has doubled. Child poverty 
in California, the number of kids living 
below the poverty line, has doubled in 
California just in the last 4 years. 

That, sadly, is the price of failed 
leadership as our State’s supermajority 
and Governor continue to impose poli-
cies that raise the cost of living while 
lowering economic opportunity. 
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Those two factors combine to 

produce poverty in California unlike 
exists anywhere else in the United 
States. In addition to ranking number 
one in poverty, California also ranks 
number one in homelessness, number 
one in unemployment, and number one 
in wage stagnation. 

It is no secret why. The State con-
tinues to impose regulations that raise 
the cost of doing business in the State, 
that raise the cost of housing, that 
raise the cost of water, that raise the 
cost of electricity, that raise the cost 
of just about every other good that a 
person needs. 

The State continues to impose the 
highest taxes in the country, including 
the highest taxes on gas with new regu-
lations now coming into place that one 
study estimated is going to raise the 
price of gasoline in California to $8 a 
gallon by the end of next year. 

Mr. Speaker, I am doing everything 
that I can here to counteract the failed 
corrupt policies that we see coming out 
of Sacramento. We have had some suc-
cesses. 

For example, I recently introduced, 
and we passed, a resolution to overturn 
California’s ban on gas-powered cars, 
which means that Californians will 
continue to be able to drive the car of 
their choice, not one chosen for them 
by the government. It will save Califor-
nians significant amounts when it 
comes to the cost of their vehicle. 

We are also working on legislation, 
and have, indeed, secured funding to in-
crease our State’s water supply and to 
expand our domestic energy production 
in order to lower the price of gas and 
electricity in our State. 

There is only so much we can do at 
the Federal level when our State’s poli-
ticians continue to fail the people of 
California. I am continuing to urge 
leaders in Sacramento to work on com-
monsense legislation, to lower the cost 
of living in our State, and to end the 
attacks on workers that have given us 
the Nation’s highest unemployment. 

We have so much potential in Cali-
fornia. We are the greatest State in the 
country in so many ways, and if we 
simply had halfway decent policies in 
Sacramento, we would not have these 
outrageously tragic outcomes of hav-
ing the highest poverty of any State in 
the country. 

CUTTING OFF FUNDING FOR THE CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL DISASTER 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, we have recently succeeded here in 
cutting off funding for the California 
High-Speed Rail disaster, which is, in 
my view, the worst public infrastruc-
ture failure in U.S. history. 

I introduced a bill at the beginning of 
this Congress saying that we should 
cut off all funding for the high-speed 
rail and following an investigation 
with Secretary of Transportation, Sean 
Duffy, we have succeeded in doing just 
that. 

Yet, the Governor of California has, 
rather than seeing the writing on the 
wall and winding this failed project 

down, has now said he is going to spend 
$20 billion more to keep it on life sup-
port and has even accused me of lying, 
saying: ‘‘Representative KILEY con-
tinues to lie about California High- 
Speed Rail.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I am more than willing 
to be proven wrong. I am happy to be 
proven wrong. If the Governor and his 
team would like to take me for a trip 
on the high-speed train from San Fran-
cisco to Los Angeles that was supposed 
to be built 5 years ago, I will happily 
retract my criticism. I am ready to hop 
onboard when I fly home to California 
today. 

If the train is there, I will acknowl-
edge my mistake and admit the accusa-
tion that has been leveled against me, 
but I don’t think that is going to hap-
pen because no such train exists. 

In fact, not only do we not have a 
train from San Francisco to L.A. that 
was supposed to be finished 5 years ago, 
we don’t have any stations. We do not 
have any track at all that has been 
laid, not a single passenger has ridden 
anything, and now the latest word is 
that even the initial segment from Ba-
kersfield to Merced—that is not L.A. to 
San Francisco for those who are less 
familiar with California geography. It 
is not a particularly populated area— 
that is even going to miss its 2033 dead-
line. 

The latest ambitious plan that is put 
forward is that maybe by 2045, we will 
have a line from Palmdale to Gilroy, 
which would require taking three sepa-
rate transit lines, a total of 6 hours, to 
get from L.A. to San Francisco, which 
you could do today on any airline in 
about an hour. 

Mr. Speaker, if I am lying, appar-
ently a lot of other people are lying, 
too. The New York Times, I suppose, is 
lying when it reported in an exposé at 
this project is not on track to be com-
pleted even this century. 

Where do we go from here? In my 
view, in cutting off Federal funding, we 
have limited what opportunities the 
Governor has to cause further damage 
to our State. He has come out and said 
that we are going to spend another $20 
billion, but that is over the next 20 
years. 

This is nothing more than an at-
tempt to save face because the Gov-
ernor knows that I am not lying. The 
Governor knows this project is an em-
barrassing disaster, and he also knows 
that he is out of office in about a year. 

Once we have a new Governor and we 
have, in statute, the commitment to 
not provide any more Federal funding, 
which has kept the project on life sup-
port, it is my prediction that this dis-
aster will be wound down and that our 
transportation dollars can go where 
they are actually needed to fixing our 
failing roads and providing for Califor-
nia’s real transportation needs. 

b 1200 

SUCCESS ACADEMY’S TOP SCORES 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, we have just received the latest re-

port on the performance of students 
across this country when it comes to 
math and reading and civics, and the 
results are absolutely alarming. 

We have seen now 12th grade math 
scores reach the lowest score ever re-
ported, with 45 percent of students not 
even showing basic skills, the highest 
portion of students ever to fall below 
basic proficiency. Nearly half of the 
Nation’s students can’t even apply sin-
gle-step percentages to solve real-world 
problems. Less than a quarter, only 22 
percent, of 12th graders scored at or 
above proficient in math, down 2 points 
from 2019. 

The low scores are seen in these core 
subjects, and they are even below 
scores almost two decades earlier. The 
data shows that this trend has contin-
ued and was started even before 
COVID–19. 

In 2024, only a third of 12th graders 
were considered academically ready for 
entry-level college math work, down 4 
percent since 2019. We see similar re-
sults in reading. Over 32 percent, the 
largest percentage ever, scored below 
proficient in reading. When we look at 
both math and reading, we are seeing 
the worst performance ever for stu-
dents across this country. 

I have been raising alarms about this 
trend for some time now. As the chair 
of the House Subcommittee on Early 
Childhood, Elementary, and Secondary 
Education, we have been looking at 
how we can reverse this trajectory, 
which has been continuing for far too 
long in this country. The truth is, we 
don’t have to look far because there 
are some places in America that are 
defying this alarming trend, that are 
applying basic principles of propelling 
student achievement in order to per-
form in a diametrically different way 
than schools elsewhere in the country. 

To take one example, which we high-
lighted in a hearing earlier this year, 
you can look at Success Academy, 
which is a network of nearly 60 charter 
schools in New York. I have here just 
one measure of their extraordinary 
success. 

As background, it should be under-
stood that the demographics of Success 
Academy are largely students from un-
derserved communities with, in fact, 76 
percent coming from economically dis-
advantaged homes. 

When you look at this chart, you can 
see the number of students who passed 
one or more AP exam of the roughly 
1,500 high school students that Success 
Academy has. This is their network of 
schools, nearly 60 charter schools, but 
1,500 high school students. Mr. Speak-
er, 100 percent of their students passed 
at least one AP exam. 

These other bars are different States. 
You see 24 percent for Rhode Island, 24 
percent for Vermont, 27 percent for 
Virginia, and 26 percent in Colorado. 
Even of the States that do pretty well, 
in the high 20s, California, which does 
not do so well, scored 28 percent, and 
Massachusetts, the State with the 
highest score, scored 33 percent. Suc-
cess Academy had 100 percent. 
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In fact, every Success Academy high 

school graduate has been accepted to a 
4-year college, with many admitted to 
highly selective institutions. Overall, 
we have seen students at Success Acad-
emy last year led the entire State in 
math scores, with 49 percent of Black 
and 55 percent of Hispanic students 
earning 4s, which is the highest level 
on the State exam. 

By contrast, New York City’s district 
schools, compared to that, 8 percent of 
Black and Hispanic students earned 4s. 
Mr. Speaker, 49 percent and 55 percent 
versus 8 percent is an astounding dif-
ference at a network of schools where 
the vast majority of students are below 
the poverty line. As a matter of fact, if 
Success Academy were its own district, 
it would be the single highest ranking 
school district in the State of New 
York. 

I had the opportunity to visit one of 
their schools just last week, and I was 
truly inspired by what I saw. The stu-
dents were engaged in every classroom 
I visited. They were enthusiastic about 
learning, eager to participate, and at-
tentive. I didn’t see one student’s eyes 
wander or one disruption. The teachers 
were, likewise, truly passionate about 
the work that they were doing. 

The students are held to very high 
expectations and taught math and 
reading in a rigorous way, in an evi-
dence-based way. They are taught 
things like focus, by learning chess 
starting in kindergarten, and they 
have created a culture within each of 
their schools of high expectations that 
is felt in every classroom and by every 
student. 

It is no wonder that parents in New 
York are clamoring to get their kids 
into these schools. I had the chance to 
meet a number of these parents as well 
while I was there. The last time, for 
the last year, for the 3,200 spots that 
were available, there were 16,000 fami-
lies that applied. The law for charter 
schools is that you do a lottery, so 
16,000 families applied for 3,200 lottery 
spots. 

If you won the lottery, then your 
child gets the chance to go to the high-
est performing network of schools in 
the State of New York, a network 
where 100 percent of students are ac-
cepted to 4-year universities, where 100 
percent of high school students pass at 
least one AP exam, and where over six 
times more students achieve the high-
est level of proficiency as similarly sit-
uated students in district schools in 
New York City. 

You would think that politicians in 
Albany or, for that matter, in Sac-
ramento—because our State has simi-
lar success stories when it comes to 
high-performing charter school net-
works—would be doing everything pos-
sible to expand these opportunities, but 
it is just the contrary. In New York, 
they have actually capped the number 
of charter schools that can be started, 
and in California, Governor Newsom 
and the supermajority have conducted 
a years-long war against charter 

schools, making it harder for them to 
start up and easier for them to be shut 
down. 

I think it is important for us to re-
flect on these two sets of data. On the 
one hand, the Nation’s report card 
shows that our Nation is in big trouble 
because of the continuing decline and 
failure of our public education system, 
but on the other hand we have inspir-
ing stories like that of Success Acad-
emy where you have nearly 60 schools 
that are achieving extraordinary 
things for kids coming largely from un-
derprivileged backgrounds. 

The urgent question that we need to 
ask is how do we make every school in 
America look more like Success Acad-
emy or more like the KIPP network of 
schools or more like any number of 
successful charter networks, and, for 
that matter, those traditional public 
schools that are doing a good job, as 
well. 

We have been highlighting in our 
subcommittee why it is that we have 
this vast divergence in outcomes. 
While education is largely the domain 
of State and local jurisdictions, we will 
continue to use whatever tools we have 
to encourage the adoption of best prac-
tices and to work toward account-
ability for those who are failing our 
students year after year. 

DOG SUCCESSFULLY VOTES IN CALIFORNIA 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise to highlight some curious 
news out of my State in California. It 
has just been revealed that a dog suc-
cessfully voted in a recent election in 
California. 

The dog received a ballot in the mail 
and successfully cast that ballot and, 
indeed, even after the dog died, contin-
ued to receive a ballot in the mail. 

The owner has now been charged by 
the Orange County District Attorney’s 
Office for illegally registering her dog 
to vote, but she probably would have 
gotten away with it if she hadn’t post-
ed a photo of her dog on social media 
wearing an ‘‘I voted’’ sticker. 

The individual here has been charged 
with a number of felonies: for perjury, 
for procuring or offering a false or 
forged document, two felony counts of 
casting a ballot while not entitled to 
vote, one felony count of registering a 
nonexistent person to vote. 

Just to be clear, dogs are not actu-
ally allowed to vote in California, and 
yet in this case, the animal did. The 
question we have to ask, Mr. Speaker, 
is how in the world do we have so few 
safeguards on our electoral process in 
California that such a thing could ever 
happen. 
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I have proposed commonsense solu-
tions to this problem, requiring voter 
ID and passing the SAVE Act here in 
Congress to require proof of citizenship 
when registering to vote. 

While this is, obviously, a crazy ex-
ample, a lot of people in our State lack 
trust in the integrity of our electoral 
process, especially when laws are 

passed year after year in the legisla-
ture, where now ballots are automati-
cally sent to every registered voter. 
Those ballots continue to go out, often 
when the voter has left the State or 
when the voter is no longer with us; 
where there is no proof of ID in order 
to register to vote, or actually to vote; 
when registration is done automati-
cally when one gets their driver’s li-
cense; and where, in recent years, bal-
lot harvesting laws have been passed 
where you don’t even have to submit 
your ballot yourself, but someone can 
come to your door and grab it for you. 

I think it is past time that we have 
reforms to our electoral process in 
California and, frankly, nationwide, as 
well. 

I have discussed my opposition to 
partisan gerrymandering. In addition 
to stopping this redistricting war going 
on right now, I believe that by the time 
we have the next round of scheduled re-
districting, we need to end gerry-
mandering once and for all in this 
country. I think perhaps there is a bar-
gain that can be struck to have legisla-
tion that will protect the fairness of 
elections across America by instituting 
universal voter ID while ending gerry-
mandering once and for all. I believe 
that will restore fairness in American 
elections, and our democracy will be 
much better off for it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. MOORE). 

HONORING THE LIFE OF OFFICER GABRIEL 
STAINBACK 

Mr. MOORE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
of Officer Gabriel Stainback, a young 
man taken far too soon in a senseless 
tragedy. 

Officer Stainback had just begun his 
career in law enforcement, sworn in 
last December to the Cornelius Police 
Department in North Carolina. He had 
a bright future ahead of him. He was 
recently married. He and his wife, 
Teonna, were out on a bike ride to-
gether when he was struck and killed 
by a vehicle. 

No family should ever have to endure 
that kind of loss. This was a young 
man who put his heart into his commu-
nity. He was a State champion athlete, 
a college graduate, a pilot, and, above 
all, someone who loved his faith and 
his family, as well as his community. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend my deepest 
condolences to his wife, his parents, 
and fellow officers. Officer Stainback 
represented the very best of us, and we 
will not forget him. 

HONORING THE LIFE OF OFFICER WILLIAM 
‘‘BILL’’ BROADWAY 

Mr. MOORE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
of Officer William ‘‘Bill’’ Broadway, of 
the Huntersville Police Department, 
who recently lost his battle with can-
cer. 

In 2016, he joined the Charlotte- 
Mecklenburg Police Department and 
later returned to serve closer to his 
home in Huntersville. His colleagues 
remember him for his professionalism, 
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but more so for the compassion and the 
courage that he brought to the job 
every single day. 

Bill faced his cancer diagnosis with 
the same strength that he showed 
throughout his life. Even in his final 
days, his faith remained strong and his 
love for his family was unwavering. 

Officer Broadway leaves behind a leg-
acy of service and sacrifice that will 
never be forgotten. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend my deepest 
condolences to his wife, Sarah; his son, 
Declan; and the entire Broadway fam-
ily. 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

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

H.R. 452. An act to award 3 Congressional 
Gold Medals to the members of the 1980 U.S. 
Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in recogni-
tion of their extraordinary achievement at 
the 1980 Winter Olympics where, being com-
prised of amateur collegiate players, they 
defeated the dominant Soviet hockey team 
in the historic ‘‘Miracle on Ice’’, revitalizing 
American morale at the height of the Cold 
War, inspiring generations and transforming 
the sport of hockey in the United States. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 13 of rule I, the House 
stands adjourned until 9 a.m., Tuesday, 
September 23, 2025. 

Thereupon (at 12 o’clock and 14 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, Sep-
tember 23, 2025, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–1979. A letter from the Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Oranges and Grapefruit Grown in Lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Texas; Increased Assess-
ment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-24-0046] re-
ceived August 28, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–1980. A letter from the Deputy Office 
Director, Office of Regulatory Policy and 
Management, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s interim 
final rule — Trichloroethylene; Regulation 
under the Toxic Substances Control Act 
(TSCA); Compliance Date Extension [EPA- 
HQ-OPPT-2020-0642; FRL-8317.2-01-OCSPP] 
(RIN: 2070-AL32) received September 15, 2025, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1981. A letter from the Program Ana-
lyst, Federal Register Certifying Officer, 
Policy Office, Census Bureau, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Foreign Trade Regulations 

(FTR): Clarification of Filing Requirements 
Regarding In-transit Shipments and other 
FTR Provisions [Docket No.: 250808-0135] 
(RIN: 0607-AA62) received September 10, 2025, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

EC–1982. A letter from the Congressional 
and Public Affairs Specialist, Bureau of In-
dustry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Revocation of Validated End-User Au-
thorizations in the People’s Republic of 
China [Docket No.: 250825-0144] (RIN: 0694- 
AK32) received September 17, 2025, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

EC–1983. A letter from the Congressional 
and Public Affairs Specialist, Bureau of In-
dustry and Security, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Relaxing Export Controls for Syria 
[Docket No.: 250827-0147] (RIN: 0694-AK28) re-
ceived September 17, 2025, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

EC–1984. A letter from the Assistant In-
spector General for Audit, Principal Deputy 
Performing the Duties of the Inspector Gen-
eral, Railroad Retirement Board, transmit-
ting the Board’s fiscal year 2027 budget re-
quest for the Office of Inspector General, 
pursuant to 45 U.S.C. 231f(f); Aug. 29, 1935, ch. 
812, Sec. 7(f) (as amended by Public Law 98- 
76, Sec. 416); (97 Stat. 436); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

EC–1985. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
United States Area Navigation (RNAV) 
Routes Q-64, T-414, and T-705, and Establish-
ment of United States RNAV Routes T-461 
and T-463; Eastern United States [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-0295; Airspace Docket No.: 24- 
AEA-12] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received September 
15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–1986. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Revocation of 
Jet Route J-534 and Very High Frequency 
Omnidirectional Range (VOR) Federal Air-
way V-349, Amendment of VOR Federal Air-
ways V-23 and V-165, and Establishment of 
Canadian Area Navigation (RNAV) Route T- 
645 in Northwestern United States [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-0371; Airspace Docket No.: 25- 
ANM-128] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received Sep-
tember 15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–1987. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, and Takeoff 
Minimums and Obstacle Department Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket 
No.: 31623; Amdt. No.: 4182] received Sep-
tember 15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–1988. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, and Takeoff 
Minimums and Obstacle Department Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket 
No.: 31622; Amdt. No.: 4181] received Sep-

tember 15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–1989. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; International Aero Engines AG 
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2024-2423; Project 
Identifier AD-2024-00320-E; Amendment 39- 
23126; AD 2025-17-16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
September 15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–1990. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
VOR Federal Airways V-55, V-100, and V-277 
in the Vicinity of Keeler, MI [Docket No.: 
FAA-2025-0141; Airspace Docket No.: 24-AGL- 
23] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received September 15, 
2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–1991. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Jet Routes and Domestic Very High Fre-
quency Omnidirectional Range (VOR) Fed-
eral Airways and Revocation of VOR Federal 
Airway; Eastern United States [Docket No.: 
FAA-2023-2269; Airspace Docket No.: 23-ASO- 
4] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received September 15, 
2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–1992. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Jet Route J-96 in the Vicinity of Cimarron, 
NM [Docket No.: FAA-2025-0174; Airspace 
Docket No.: 25-ASW-1] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived September 15, 2025, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–1993. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-2268; Project Identifier MCAI- 
2025-01296-T; Amendment 39-23127; AD 2025-17- 
17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 15, 
2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–1994. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus Helicopters [Docket No.: 
FAA-2025-0752; Project Identifier MCAI-2024- 
00340-R; Amendment 39-23124; AD 2025-17-14] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 15, 2025, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

EC–1995. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E4 Airspace Over Elmira, NY [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-1671; Airspace Docket No.: 25- 
ANE-11] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received September 
15, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 
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