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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. 

f 

COUNT THE CRIMES TO CUT ACT 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 
2159) to direct the Attorney General of 
the United States to submit to the 
Congress a report on Federal criminal 
offenses, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2159 

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 ‘‘Count the 
Crimes to Cut Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REPORT ON FEDERAL CRIMINAL OF-

FENSES. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘criminal regulatory offense’’ 

means a Federal regulation that is enforceable 
by a criminal penalty; and 

(2) the term ‘‘criminal statutory offense’’ 
means a criminal offense under a Federal stat-
ute. 

(b) REPORT ON CRIMINAL STATUTORY OF-
FENSES.—Not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Attorney General 
shall submit to the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the Senate and the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the House of Representatives a report, 
which shall include— 

(1) a list of all criminal statutory offenses, in-
cluding a list of the elements for each criminal 
statutory offense; and 

(2) for each criminal statutory offense listed 
under paragraph (1)— 

(A) the potential criminal penalty for the 
criminal statutory offense; 

(B) the number of prosecutions for the crimi-
nal statutory offense brought by the Depart-
ment of Justice each year for the 15-year period 
preceding the date of enactment of this Act; and 

(C) the mens rea requirement for the criminal 
statutory offense. 

(c) REPORT ON CRIMINAL REGULATORY OF-
FENSES.— 

(1) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the head of each 
Federal agency described in paragraph (2) shall 
submit to the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives a report, which 
shall include— 

(A) a list of all criminal regulatory offenses 
enforceable by the agency; and 

(B) for each criminal regulatory offense listed 
under subparagraph (A)— 

(i) the potential criminal penalty for a viola-
tion of the criminal regulatory offense; 

(ii) the number of violations of the criminal 
regulatory offense referred to the Department of 
Justice for prosecution in each of the years dur-
ing the 15-year period preceding the date of en-
actment of this Act; and 

(iii) the mens rea requirement for the criminal 
regulatory offense. 

(2) AGENCIES DESCRIBED.—The Federal agen-
cies described in this paragraph are the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, the Department of Com-
merce, the Department of Education, the De-
partment of Energy, the Department of Health 
and Human Services, the Department of Home-
land Security, the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, the Department of the In-

terior, the Department of Labor, the Department 
of Transportation, the Department of the Treas-
ury, the Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion, the Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion, the Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, the Farm Credit Administration, the 
Federal Communications Commission, the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation, the Federal 
Election Commission, the Federal Labor Rela-
tions Authority, the Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, the Federal Mine Safety and Health Re-
view Commission, the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, the National Labor Relations Board, the 
National Transportation Safety Board, the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, the Occupational 
Safety and Health Review Commission, the Of-
fice of Compliance, the Postal Regulatory Com-
mission, the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, the Securities Investor Protection Corpora-
tion, the Environmental Protection Agency, the 
Small Business Administration, the Federal 
Housing Finance Agency, and the Office of 
Government Ethics. 

(d) INDEX.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act— 

(1) the Attorney General shall establish a pub-
lically accessible index of each criminal statu-
tory offense listed in the report required under 
subsection (b) and make the index available and 
freely accessible on the website of the Depart-
ment of Justice; and 

(2) the head of each agency described in sub-
section (c)(2) shall establish a publically acces-
sible index of each criminal regulatory offense 
listed in the report required under subsection 
(c)(1) and make the index available and freely 
accessible on the website of the agency. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to require or author-
ize appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. ROY) and the gentlewoman 
from Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROY. 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. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, first of all, I thank the 

gentlewoman from Georgia for joining 
with me in this effort. I thank the mi-
nority leader for his past work on this 
bill, as well, from his position on the 
Judiciary Committee, like the gentle-
woman from Georgia. 

We may come at these things from 
slightly different perspectives on dif-
ferent issues that come before us, but 
we are bound and joined together here 
in wanting some commonsense, good 
government to make sure that we 
know what we are dealing with, with 
respect to criminal laws. For decades, 
the American people, Congress, and 
corners of the Federal Government 
have tried to grasp a reliable estimate 
of how many criminal laws exist either 
in statute or in regulation. 

In the 1980s, the Department of Jus-
tice tried to count the number of Fed-

eral criminal laws that reside within 
the code and estimated there are 
‘‘about 3,000 criminal offenses.’’ The 
American Bar Association, in the 1990s, 
said it was much higher than 3,000 but 
couldn’t figure out the number. In 2019, 
the U.S. Code was estimated to have 
5,199 Federal crimes, but again, that 
was uncertain. 

In other words, the Department of 
Justice, the American Bar Association, 
and organizations within our govern-
ment are guessing. 

Now, to be clear, there are estimated 
to be thousands of criminal offenses, 
many buried in regulatory codes. For 
context, there are an estimated 300,000 
Federal regulations that carry crimi-
nal offenses that could put an Amer-
ican citizen in prison. 

We can debate the merits, and we 
would debate the merits no doubt 
among the Members of this body, of 
any particular statute that criminal-
izes a certain act or any particular reg-
ulation that comes with criminal pen-
alties associated with an action. It 
might be something that involves 
OSHA. It might be something that in-
volves environmental regulations. It 
might be something else. 

There are thousands upon thousands 
of regulations and statutes, and the 
American people often have no idea 
that they might be in violation of 
something that would come with a pen-
alty that might include jail time or 
sufficient fines, and so forth, and they 
potentially could become a felon. 

This bill is pretty simple. It just di-
rects the Federal Government and the 
executive branch to count the crimes, 
to come up with a list of the crimes 
that exist, put those in order, and 
make sure that we know what offenses 
are attached to those so that we can go 
through this and make decisions as to 
whether or not these crimes are dupli-
cative, whether they might be con-
tradictory, and whether maybe they go 
too far or not far enough. 

We feel like the people’s House, for 
sure—Congress in its Article I func-
tion—ought to know how many crimes 
there are and what penalties are asso-
ciated with those crimes so that the 
American people can know this. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative 
ROY for working with me. This is a 
true representation of good govern-
ment and what it looks like for biparti-
sanship, and I hope we are able to do 
more of this going forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today for the sake 
of an effective criminal justice system. 
The laws within our criminal code, as 
has been expressed before, have become 
outdated and a highway to over-
criminalization. We have so many un-
lawful acts within our criminal code 
that we don’t even know how many 
criminal laws there are. 

That is why we need to pass the 
Count the Crimes to Cut Act of 2025, 
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which would mandate the creation of a 
comprehensive inventory, as we have 
expressed, of all Federal criminal, stat-
utory, and regulatory offenses. 

I am really proud to co-lead this 
commonsense and, as I said before, bi-
partisan solution that will help us ad-
dress the pressing issue of over-
criminalization, a troubling result of 
unchecked growth of our Federal 
criminal law. 

For too long, new Federal crimes 
have been created without a full under-
standing of what criminal laws already 
exist. Six years ago, policy organiza-
tions estimated that we have over 5,000 
Federal crimes, many of which, as we 
have stated before, are redundant, 
overly broad, or better left to the 
States, or are so obscure that the pub-
lic has no practical way of knowing 
that they even exist. In some cases, 
these laws are so vague that even a 
reasonable person would struggle to 
understand what conduct is prohibited. 

This massive and unorganized body 
of Federal criminal law puts well-in-
tentioned, law-abiding citizens defi-
nitely at risk. Legal scholars suggest 
that everyday Americans may unknow-
ingly violate multiple Federal crimes 
without ever being made aware of it. 
Yet, we cannot meaningfully address 
the consequences of this bloated sys-
tem until we fully understand the 
scope of the problem. 

Over the last few decades, the num-
ber of Federal criminal offenses has 
dramatically increased to more than 
5,000, and that figure doesn’t even ac-
count for the countless additional 
crimes created by Federal regulations. 
Despite several previous attempts to 
determine the number of criminal of-
fenses that are currently on the books, 
the fact is, we still don’t know. 

The Count the Crimes to Cut Act, 
which I am very proud to cosponsor, is 
a necessary first step toward com-
prehensive, data-driven reform that 
truly works. 

By finally establishing a complete in-
ventory of these offenses, we can effec-
tively evaluate how they are enforced, 
understand the intent requirements as-
sociated with each one of these laws, 
and determine where reforms to mens 
rea standards are necessary. We will 
also be able to identify redundant or 
outdated laws that serve no public 
safety purpose at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
support this very reasonable bill, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman from Georgia for her 
comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just add, in 
agreement with her, that, as I said be-
fore, this simply says that the Attor-
ney General should provide to us, the 
people’s House and this Congress, a list 
of all Federal crimes in statute and 
regulation, along with pertinent infor-
mation such as potential criminal pen-
alty, the mens rea requirement for the 
offense, and the DOJ prosecutorial his-
tory of the statute. 

I think this is the bare minimum 
that we should have as a body to en-
sure that we are protecting due process 
and the rights of the American people 
while ensuring that we have an ordered 
society. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS), 
my good friend. 

b 1520 

Mr. BIGGS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment has turned the criminal code into 
a labyrinth, a maze so bloated and dis-
organized that not even the DOJ can 
tell you how many Federal crimes 
exist. 

That is why I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 2159, the Count the Crimes to 
Cut Act, led by my friend, CHIP ROY 
from Texas, Representative MCBATH, 
who is the ranking member on our Sub-
committee of Crime and Federal Gov-
ernment Surveillance, and supported 
by Members of both parties who under-
stand that freedom collapses when the 
law becomes unknowable. 

This bill is co-led by staunch con-
servatives like Representative ROY and 
myself and our colleagues, who occa-
sionally think differently than us, Mrs. 
MCBATH and Mr. COHEN. We disagree on 
a lot in this Chamber, but we should all 
agree that Americans should know 
what conduct is criminal before they 
are punished for it. 

The Count the Crimes to Cut Act 
forces the DOJ to produce a complete 
list of every Federal criminal statute 
with the specific legal elements, the 
authorized penalties, and the number 
of prosecutions for each offense over 
the last 15 years. 

Right now, we literally cannot tell 
the American people how many Federal 
crimes exist. I called the Congressional 
Research Service several years ago be-
cause I was interested in this. They 
said we have no idea. 

Estimates range from 4,000 statutes 
to hundreds of thousands of 
criminalized regulations, but no one 
actually knows because Washington 
has never bothered to count them. This 
is the very definition of overcriminal-
ization: vague laws, hidden laws, dupli-
cative laws, and regulatory crimes that 
nobody could reasonably expect an or-
dinary citizen to find or understand. 

The Federal code has grown so bloat-
ed that a person can unknowingly vio-
late a regulation they have never heard 
of and the government can still throw 
the book at them. 

Even former Harvard University Pro-
fessor Harvey Silverglate estimates 
that the average American commits 
three felonies a day without even 
knowing it. 

Dr. Silverglate clearly wasn’t refer-
ring to violent felonies like murder or 
felonies like money laundering or 
fraud, but instead to those vague, hid-
den, duplicative and sometimes down-
right silly laws. 

I have other pending legislation; the 
End Endless Criminal Statutes Act to 
repeal 10 unnecessary criminal offenses 
such as selling or possessing colored 
oleomargarine or colored margarine 
unless they are packaged and labeled 
or served in a triangular shape. That is 
far from the only silly law still on the 
books. 

It is illegal to use a falconry bird in 
a movie that isn’t about falconry, to 
sell runny ketchup, or to leave the 
country with too many nickels in your 
pockets. 

Here is the deal: We just have too 
many laws and too many crimes. When 
the Federal Criminal Code becomes a 
weapon instead of a guide, it is always 
the most vulnerable, the poor, the 
small business owners, the persons who 
don’t have a legal team on retainer 
who gets crushed first. 

Overcriminalization is one of the 
most destructive features of the mod-
ern Federal leviathan. We cannot re-
store liberty, shrink government, or 
protect due process unless we first ex-
pose the scope of the problem and that 
is what this bill attempts to do. 

I am so pleased to be a sponsor, but 
I am proud to associate with my co-
sponsors, Mr. ROY, Mrs. MCBATH, Mr. 
COHEN, and others. 

This is very simple, Mr. Speaker: If 
you believe in liberty, you vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on H.R. 2159. If you believe the govern-
ment should be accountable to the peo-
ple, you vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 2159. If you 
believe that Americans deserve to 
know the laws that can put them be-
hind bars, you vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 2159. 
It is bipartisan, common sense, and 
long overdue. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support the Count the 
Crimes to Cut Act. 

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN), our constitutional 
scholar and ranking member of the Ju-
diciary Committee. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mrs. MCBATH for yielding, Mr. ROY for 
his leadership on this, and Mr. BIGGS 
for his comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this bipartisan legislation. The 
Founders thought that Federal law 
would be strictly limited in two dif-
ferent ways: one, according to the sub-
ject matter; and two, according to 
number. 

The subject matter of Federal crimi-
nal law requires that the conduct being 
proscribed be tethered to a particular 
Federal jurisdictional nexus, like in-
terference with Federal interstate 
commerce or assault on a Federal offi-
cer in doing his or her duty, or sedi-
tious conspiracy against the Union, 
which is why the vast majority of 
crimes are prosecuted at the local level 
like assault, murder, armed robbery, 
theft, and so on. 

Federal law would also be limited, 
the Founders thought, according to 
number because the Federal criminal 
laws would be organized around certain 
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specific principles forbidding criminal 
conduct that is clearly harmful to ev-
eryone. As my colleagues have said, 
what we have seen is the endless pro-
liferation of criminal offenses, some of 
them statutory, some of them regu-
latory, oftentimes in a kind of political 
reaction to a particular event that 
might have been criminal already 
under a more general category. 

This legislation will allow us to get 
on top of the problem. It will direct the 
Department of Justice and other Fed-
eral agencies to compile a comprehen-
sive report describing every Federal 
statutory and regulatory criminal of-
fense carrying penalties. These have 
grown substantially over the last four 
decades, despite several previous at-
tempts by the Office of Legal Policy at 
DOJ, the American Bar Association, 
and several scholars to determine ex-
actly how many Federal offenses there 
are. 

There is simply not a single com-
prehensive accounting of Federal 
criminal offenses to be found anywhere 
in the Federal Government, and that is 
a pretty remarkable statement in 
itself. 

Through the bipartisan Count the 
Crimes to Cut Act of 2025, Congress and 
the people will finally get an inventory 
of all Federal statutory and regulatory 
criminal offenses. Thanks to this bill, 
we will know the specific elements of 
each offense, the potential criminal 
penalties, the mens rea requirement, 
and the number of prosecutions that 
have taken place each year for the pre-
ceding 15 years for every listed offense. 

Now, what is the danger of having 
too many criminal offenses? Some peo-
ple might just say, let’s let sleeping 
dogs lie. What is the problem with hav-
ing proliferation of offenses that may 
be opaque, inscrutable, obscure, and 
duplicative? One danger is the citizen 
doesn’t know what kind of conduct and 
behavior is actually expected of him or 
her. That leaves the citizen in a state 
of confusion and potential anxiety. 

The other major danger is that an 
unscrupulous executive will use this 
nearly endless arsenal of criminal of-
fenses to target political foes or vul-
nerable communities. In a free society, 
anything that is not specifically pro-
hibited is allowed to you. That is what 
it means to live in a free society. In an 
authoritarian society, anything that is 
not specifically allowed to the popu-
lation is considered prohibited and a 
danger to the government. 

Mr. Speaker, the proliferation of end-
less criminal offenses moves us down 
that spectrum from being a free society 
much closer to an authoritarian soci-
ety. We all have a right to know ex-
actly what the criminal law entails at 
the Federal level. 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I don’t have a 
whole lot more to add. I associate my-
self with the remarks of all of my col-
leagues who have spoken on this mat-
ter. I would only add that I think it is 
important to note that this legislation 
is supported by the Due Process Insti-

tute, R Street, Right on Crime, as well 
as the National District Attorneys As-
sociation and the National Association 
of Criminal Defense Lawyers, which I 
think tells you what is going on here in 
that everybody would like to have 
some clarity and some transparency so 
we can have a commonsense under-
standing of our criminal laws, the ex-
tent to which they impact—as the gen-
tleman from Maryland, I think, wisely 
noted—our civil liberties, and the ex-
tent to which we are made aware of 
what actions we take might be 
criminalized. 

Mr. Speaker, I note as James Madi-
son said in Federalist No. 62 on the fun-
damental principles of representative 
government and the importance of ac-
cessible and understandable laws: ‘‘It 
will be of little avail to the people, 
that the laws are made by men of their 
own choice, if the laws be so volumi-
nous that they cannot be read, or so in-
coherent that they cannot be under-
stood; if they be repealed or revised be-
fore they are promulgated, or undergo 
such incessant changes that no man 
who knows what the law is today, can 
guess what it will be tomorrow.’’ 

b 1530 

That is precisely the situation we 
find ourselves in, and we should fix it. 
We may have again, as I said before, 
some disagreements as to what should 
be criminalized or not. Previous Con-
gresses have decided to criminalize 
some action that today we might take 
a second look at. 

I do believe that we need to know and 
have the debate, and then be able to 
allow the subcommittee on which my 
Judiciary Committee colleagues serve, 
be able to review these, have open de-
bate, and then make some decisions. 

Maybe some of these should be 
sunsetted. Maybe some should be 
aligned. Maybe there are penalties that 
are out of whack. Maybe there are 
things that should be done to have 
greater notice for the American people. 

I come together in good faith with 
my colleagues across the aisle and hope 
that my colleagues in the Chamber will 
support it. 

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

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I got on 
this bill when it was first introduced, I 
think, last spring. Representative ROY 
and I have served on the Judiciary 
Committee for quite a while, and I re-
spect his intellect. I certainly hope 
that he gets to be Attorney General of 
Texas. That would be great for him, 
and I think it would be great for Texas, 
too. 

I will miss him in working on this 
act, Article I bill. We agreed to work 
on that just as a kind of a legislative 
check on Article I executive actions. 
That is something we may be able to 
bring up again next year, although I 
think it was more popular in certain 

places when President Biden was the 
President, but it is still an important 
bill. 

This is a commonsense bill. It is bi-
partisan, and I am happy to be a co-
sponsor. I look forward to the gentle-
woman from South Carolina, the gen-
tlewoman from Georgia, the gentle-
woman from Colorado, the gentleman 
from Illinois, and all the other people 
who have been highlights of our last 
week of legislation to vote with us in 
unanimous passage. 

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

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot have effec-
tive reform of Federal criminal laws 
without first passing and implementing 
the Count the Crimes to Cut Act. This 
bill is not about simply making lists. It 
is about creating the tools that we 
need for precise data-driven reform. 

With concrete data, we can deter-
mine exactly which reforms are need-
ed, remove speculation from the proc-
ess, and avoid unintentional, unneces-
sary mistakes that could arise from a 
sweeping one-size-fits-all approach. 

Might I say, in the era that we are in 
right now, there seems to be a lot of 
mistrust within our communities with 
law enforcement. We need to be build-
ing those relationships, building com-
munity, and I think this piece of legis-
lation helps to really expedite that 
kind of community-driven policing and 
helps to make sure that people feel safe 
and secure in their communities. 

I thank Congressman ROY for his 
leadership on this legislation, which 
will help eliminate duplicative laws 
and allow us to better serve and focus 
on the true threats to public safety, 
which are always a top priority of 
mine. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this long overdue piece of legislation. 
It is a bipartisan measure that really 
puts common sense and accountability 
first. I thank my colleagues for their 
support on this piece of legislation. I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from Georgia for her com-
ments. I thank the gentleman from 
Tennessee for his kind remarks, the 
gentleman from Maryland, all of my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, and my friend from Arizona. I 
also thank Judiciary Committee Chair-
man JORDAN. I thank the ranking 
member from Maryland who we have 
already engaged with, and all of my 
colleagues who worked on this in the 
Judiciary Committee. 

This is not a long or major piece of 
legislation. I tend to think that speaks 
well of it. I think the shorter the bill, 
the better. 

I do believe that this is an important 
step, but I do want to remind my col-
leagues it is just a step. I would hope 
that we would get swift action out of 
the executive branch in following this 
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legislation if we are to get it through 
the Senate and get it signed so we can 
make an understanding of what is hap-
pening with respect to our criminal 
laws and regulations, and then act on 
it, as a Congress, in a bipartisan fash-
ion. Again, we will have reasoned de-
bate over some of the matters, but let’s 
act on it. Let’s do some things. 

I agree with the gentleman that we 
need to revisit Article I. I introduced 
that during the first Trump adminis-
tration the first time, and then we had 
it, obviously, during the Biden admin-
istration. I want to revisit that. It is 
critically important. 

I hope that the AUMF repeal for 2002 
that was in the NDAA in the Senate 
will be allowed to stay in the NDAA as 
it is coming back over to the House. 
We shouldn’t have a 23-year-old author-
ization for the use of military force 
continuing to be under use. I hope that 
we in the House will reclaim those por-
tions of congressional authority. 

I think this is an important step. It 
is critically important for due process. 
I hope my colleagues in the Chamber 
will support it, and I urge its swift pas-
sage. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 2159, 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. 

f 

NO IMMIGRATION BENEFITS FOR 
HAMAS TERRORISTS ACT OF 2025 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 176) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act with respect 
to aliens who carried out, participated 
in, planned, financed, supported, or 
otherwise facilitated the attacks 
against Israel, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 176 
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 ‘‘No Immigration 
Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. ALIENS WHO CARRIED OUT, PARTICI-

PATED IN, PLANNED, FINANCED, 
SUPPORTED, OR OTHERWISE FACILI-
TATED ATTACKS AGAINST ISRAEL. 

(a) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM 
AGAINST ISRAEL.—Section 212(a)(3) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i), in the matter fol-
lowing subclause (IX)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘Palestinian Islamic Jihad, or 
Hamas’’ after ‘‘Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘member,’’ after ‘‘representa-
tive,’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(H) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM 

AGAINST ISRAEL.—Any alien who carried out, 

participated in, planned, financed, afforded ma-
terial support to, or otherwise facilitated any of 
the attacks against Israel initiated by Hamas 
beginning on October 7, 2023, is inadmissible.’’. 

(b) INELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF.—Section 
241(b)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(8 U.S.C. 1231(b)(3)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(D) INELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF.—Any alien 
who carried out, participated in, planned, fi-
nanced, afforded material support to, or other-
wise facilitated any of the attacks against Israel 
initiated by Hamas beginning on October 7, 
2023, shall be ineligible for any relief under the 
immigration laws, including under this section, 
section 208, and section 2242 of the Omnibus 
Consolidated and Emergency Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act, 1999 (and any regulations 
issued pursuant to such section).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
237(a)(4)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(B)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘subparagraph (B) or (F)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (B), (F), or (H)’’. 

(d) REPORT REQUIRED ON PARTICIPANTS IN 
HAMAS TERRORISM AGAINST ISRAEL.—Beginning 
not later than one year after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and each year thereafter, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit 
a report to Congress, including the number of 
aliens who were— 

(1) found to be inadmissible under section 
212(a)(3)(H) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(H)); and 

(2) described in section 212(a)(3)(H) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(H)) and found to be removable pursu-
ant to section 237(a)(4)(B) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(B)). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material 
on H.R. 176. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, although our political 
differences these days are vast, there 
are still some things we come together 
on in this body. We certainly did so 
during the last session. One of them 
was an enduring opposition to Hamas 
and the terrorism they unleashed on 
innocent civilians in Israel more than 2 
years ago. 

Earlier this year, the barbaric inhu-
manity of Hamas was revealed again in 
the macabre and infuriating spectacle 
of returning the bodies to the Bibas 
family. We last saw Shiri Bibas alive 
on October 7, 2023, as she was seized, 
terrified and sobbing, begging for the 
lives of her two little boys as they were 
dragged into the hell on Earth that 
Hamas created. This February, their 
murdered bodies were treated as tro-
phies, and later we learned in a final 
act of cruelty that Shiri’s body had 
been substituted for another. 

We all came together in this body 
last year and said that such monsters 
as these must never be admitted into 
our country, never given safe haven on 
our soil, and never tolerated where 
they are found. 

H.R. 176 says that anyone associated 
with Hamas or Palestinian Islamic 
jihad, in any capacity, or anyone who 
assisted these terrorist activities in 
any form, will not be allowed in this 
country under any circumstances, will 
be immediately removed if we do find 
them here, and under no circumstances 
will we allow them to receive any im-
migration benefit under our laws. We 
already single out Nazi collaborators 
and PLO terrorists. This simply adds 
Hamas and the Palestinian Islamic 
Jihad to that list. 
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Madam Speaker, for reasons I find in-
explicable, the Senate couldn’t be 
bothered to take up this bill in the last 
session. They will hopefully find the 
time in this session. 

Under current law, being a member 
of Hamas or associated with its bar-
baric attack against Israel is not an ex-
plicit ground of inadmissibility or re-
movability. That is just not good 
enough. Anyone who gave them sup-
port in any form should never be al-
lowed into this country. 

During the Biden years, the number 
of known or suspected terrorists en-
countered at the Southwest border 
soared to nearly 400. Too many were al-
lowed into this country. How many 
more were among the 2 million known 
gotaways is anybody’s guess. How 
many more are among the 190,000 Af-
ghans allowed into this country with 
minimal or no vetting is also any-
body’s guess. We found out last week 
that one is far too many. 

Under the Biden administration, 
Hamas terrorists didn’t even have to 
sneak in across the border. President 
Biden simply let them in through the 
front door. 

As just one example, less than 2 
months ago, Federal officials arrested 
a 33-year-old native of Gaza, who was 
living in Lafayette, Louisiana, for his 
alleged involvement in Hamas’ attack 
against Israel on October 7. 

After learning about the ongoing 
Hamas attack, the alleged terrorists 
gathered a group of fighters and 
stormed into Israel to join the barba-
rism. Less than a year later, he sub-
mitted a visa application, which the 
Biden administration quickly ap-
proved, and he was allowed to enter the 
United States. 

After the October 7 attacks, Director 
Wray warned us that the FBI ‘‘cannot, 
and [does] not, discount the possibility 
that Hamas . . . could exploit the con-
flict to call on their supporters to con-
duct attacks on our own soil.’’ These 
words proved to be prophetic. 

On June 1, 2025, Mohammed Sabry 
Soliman, an Egyptian national, at-
tacked pro-Israeli demonstrators who 
were marching in Boulder, Colorado, in 
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