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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.

———

NO IMMIGRATION BENEFITS FOR
HAMAS TERRORISTS ACT OF 2025

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
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 (I1X)—

(4) 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,
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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. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
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.
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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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support of the release of hostages held
captive by Hamas. While shouting,
“Free Palestine,” Soliman attacked
the peaceful demonstrators with Molo-
tov cocktails, resulting in the hos-
pitalization of at least eight people
who suffered burns and other injuries.
At least one of the victims had sur-
vived the Holocaust.

According to the Justice Depart-
ment, Soliman stated he planned the
attack for more than a year. He “‘want-
ed to kill all Zionist people and wished
they were all dead” and would conduct
the attack again if he had the chance.
He, too, was able to enter the United
States through the front door, this
time with a tourist visa, under the
Biden administration.

This can never be allowed to happen
again, regardless of which party con-
trols the executive branch. While we
have a President who is committed to
securing our borders, protecting our
communities, and restoring the en-
forcement of our immigration laws,
now is the time to act.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The terrorist atrocities committed
by Hamas in Israel on October 7, which
took the lives of more than 1,200 inno-
cent civilians, and the subsequent war
of mass destruction in Gaza, have been
nothing less than a catastrophe for hu-
manity.

More than 70,000 people have been
killed to date, including an estimated
20,000 children. Hostages Kkidnapped by
Hamas were abused, shackled in cages,
and isolated in underground tunnels—
in some cases, for more than 2 years.
Many were killed there.

According to UNICEF, the Gaza Strip
is now home to the world’s highest con-
centration of child amputees. More
than 80 percent of buildings in Gaza
have been damaged or destroyed in the
violence.

The world breathed a sigh of relief
that a tenuous cease-fire was finally
reached and that all the living hos-
tages were returned home. Alas, the
cease-fire continues to be breached. Vi-
olence and suffering continue to afflict
the people of the region, including es-
calating vigilante settler violence in
the West Bank.

Getting to a just and lasting peace in
the region will require the creative
leadership and hard work of statesmen
and stateswomen. It is past time to
break out of the brutal and circular
logic of terrorism and violence and war
and instead address the underlying po-
litical problems destabilizing the re-
gion. We must stay united around
these goals and committed to the con-
tinuation of a strong peace process.

Madam Speaker, in the meantime,
we must all agree to the aim of this
bill, which passed the House with bi-
partisan support in the last Congress.
No one affiliated with Hamas, nor any-
one involved in the horrific and lawless
attacks of October 7, should be admis-
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sible to the United States or eligible
for any immigration benefits whatso-
ever. That is an obvious point of polit-
ical and moral consensus in our Cham-
ber.

However, I am afraid this is another
missed opportunity for us to work
across the aisle in a bipartisan fashion
because it departs dramatically from
the Judiciary Committee’s traditional
practice. This bill is essentially what
we call a visa sanctions bill. For dec-
ades, we have relied on pre-negotiated,
bipartisan, and bicameral texts for
every such visa sanctions bill. This leg-
islation today departs from this bipar-
tisan practice by directly amending the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the
INA, to impose visa sanctions.

To put into perspective just how
anomalous this approach is, consider
our response to the 9/11 attacks. In the
aftermath of that catastrophe, we re-
vised our immigration laws to overhaul
significant parts of our immigration
system, and we created the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. Even then,
we did not amend the Immigration and
Nationality Act to specifically ref-
erence the events of September 11 or to
bar the individuals involved in the
planning or commission of those out-
rageous terror attacks from entering
or remaining in the United States.

The reason for that is plain. The laws
that we have in place already bar non-
citizens who engage in terrorism or are
involved with terrorist organizations
from entering the United States. For
any of those noncitizens who happen to
be here, our laws clearly allow us to re-
move them and prevent them from ob-
taining any immigration benefits.

These laws were designed to apply
broadly to any individual or organiza-
tion engaged in terrorism without hav-
ing to specify them by reference to spe-
cific historical events or attacks.

Under sections 212(a)(3)(B) and
237(a)(4)(B) of the INA, any noncitizen
who has engaged in any terrorist activ-
ity, provided any material support to
terrorists, or is a member or represent-
ative of a terrorist group or organiza-
tion that enforces or espouses terrorist
activity is presently inadmissible to
the United States and is presently de-
portable. Hamas has been designated as
such a terrorist group since 1997.

We already plainly have the legal
tools to keep any noncitizen involved
with Hamas, as well as any noncitizen
who was involved in the horrific terror
attacks of October 7, out of this coun-
try forever or to deport them from the
United States if they are already some-
how here.

This approach is, alas, symptomatic
of the syndrome we just discussed in
the last bill of the proliferation of re-
dundant legislation and redundant lan-
guage simply to make a point.

The Judiciary Committee’s standard
visa sanctions language, which was
carefully crafted with the majority and
minority on both the House and Senate
Judiciary Committees, would allow us
to achieve all the aims of this legisla-
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tion without departing from negotiated
sanctions language and amending the
INA in an unprecedented and incon-
gruous way.

Amending the INA to impose visa
sanctions sets a strange and poten-
tially self-defeating precedent where
new statutory language becomes nec-
essary every time a new terrorist group
or event emerges.

Nonetheless, we strongly support this
legislation today, whose purpose is in-
contestable and essential. I hope we
can both pass this bill and return to
our bipartisan and bicameral practice
for dealing with visa sanctions when-
ever the occasion presents itself.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker,
the gentleman says that the bill is un-
necessary because terrorists are al-
ready covered under the Immigration
and Nationality Act. This bill creates a
new ground of removability and a new
ground of inadmissibility for aliens
who carried out, or participated in, or
planned, or financed, or afforded mate-
rial support to or otherwise facilitated
any of the attacks against Israel begin-
ning on October 7 of 2023.

In doing so, the bill treats the atroc-
ities of October 7 on a par with the Im-
migration and Nationality Act’s cur-
rent treatment of Nazi persecution,
genocide, torture, and extrajudicial
killings.

Does anyone seriously argue that we
should repeal the sanctions against
persons who aided and abetted the
Nazi’s Holocaust?

If not, then why would they oppose
extending the same sanctions to the
Nazi’s would-be, modern-day successors
who just 2 years ago slaughtered more
than 1,200 innocent civilians, including
children, infants, and the elderly be-
cause they were Jewish?

Madam Speaker, I am prepared to
close when the gentleman has com-
pleted, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

Madam Speaker, again, we restate
our support for this bill and its pur-
poses and only hope that we can return
to the traditional visa sanctions meth-
od of dealing with particular events. In
the meantime, I wonder if the gen-
tleman would yield for a question.

I wonder how this legislation with
the new language would apply to the
case of Changpeng Zhao, the former
CEO of the crypto firm Binance, who
was prosecuted for and convicted of
and sentenced to jail for taking money
from a number of terrorist groups,
among them Hamas, as part of his
crypto venture. He was convicted of
violating the Bank Secrecy Act and
turning a blind eye to terrorists, in-
cluding Hamas, cybercriminals, and
child abusers.

I am wondering if the new language
would cover Changpeng Zhao, who just
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received a pardon from President
Trump.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. First of all, I am
not familiar with the case, so I can’t
comment on that directly. I am quite
confident that we have an existing
process for applying the law and a
process for appealing the application of
that law through a writ of habeas cor-
pus in the judiciary if an individual
seeks to contest it.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I am prepared
to close.

Madam Speaker, again, I strongly
support this legislation. We need to be
doing whatever we can to eliminate
terrorist forces and those who are pro-
viding critical material support to ter-
rorist forces all over the world, which
is why I raised the case of Changpeng
Zhao, who is the former CEO of the
crypto firm Binance, who was recently
pardoned by President Trump.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, for 4 devastating
years, our Nation suffered the largest
illegal mass migration in history. For 4
devastating years, we were told that
the laws had to be changed if we want-
ed to do anything about it, and in the
meantime anyone who illegally entered
our country could stay in our country
and be supported by American tax-
payers.

However, as President Trump said in
this very Chamber and proved in his
first weeks in office: We didn’t new
need new laws. We needed a new Presi-
dent.

The largest illegal mass migration in
history must now be followed by the
largest legal deportation and repatri-
ation in history.

New laws would be helpful to prevent
a future Joe Biden from making a
mockery of our sovereignty and re-
opening our borders to the most vio-
lent criminal gangs, cartels, criminals,
and terrorists on the planet, and it
would be helpful to give a future Presi-
dent Donald Trump the added tools to
quickly and expeditiously prevent
these same groups from infiltrating our
Nation, preying on our communities,
and attacking our people.

This law will stop the Hamas terror-
ists and their supporters who per-
petrated the most violent attack
against innocent civilians since the
Holocaust from entering our country,
as we already sanctioned Nazi collabo-
rators. Although they are a tiny frac-
tion of those who do our country harm,
at least it does that.

To the apologists of the Democrats’
open-border policies who say that this
is unnecessary and covered by other
laws on the books, I would ask these
two questions: First, if that were so,
then where were those laws under Joe
Biden?

Second, even if their argument was
true and the legislation was entirely
unnecessary, then why would they ob-
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ject to sending a strong message
around the world that terrorists will
get no quarter here?

Madam Speaker, if you have associ-
ated with Hamas, then you are persona
non grata in America, as you should be
in any corner of the world that values
peace, justice, and human dignity.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of West Virginia). The question
is on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 176, 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.

———
FOUNDATION OF THE FEDERAL
BAR ASSOCIATION CHARTER

AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2025

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (S. 616) to amend title 36, United
States Code, to revise the Federal char-
ter for the Foundation of the Federal
Bar Association.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 616

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 ‘“Foundation
of the Federal Bar Association Charter
Amendments Act of 2025,

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION.

Section 70501 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (b); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 3. MEMBERSHIP.

Section 70503 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(a) BELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in
this chapter, eligibility for membership in
the corporation and the rights and privileges
of members are as provided in the bylaws.”’;
and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 4. GOVERNING BODY.

Section 70504 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70504. Governing body

‘“(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The board of di-
rectors is the governing body of the corpora-
tion. The board may exercise, or provide for
the exercise of, the powers of the corpora-
tion. The board of directors and the respon-
sibilities of the board are as provided in the
bylaws.

“(b) OFFICERS.—The officers and the elec-
tion of the officers are as provided for in the
bylaws.”.

SEC. 5. RESTRICTIONS.

Section 70507 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70507. Restrictions

‘“(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a
dividend.
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““(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The activities, funds, in-
come, and property of the corporation may
not be used to carry on political activity or
attempt to influence legislation.

¢“(2) NO CONTRIBUTION, SUPPORT, OR PARTICI-
PATION.—The corporation or a director or of-
ficer in the corporate capacity of the direc-
tor of officer may not contribute to, support,
or participate in any political activity or in
any manner attempt to influence legislation.

¢‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF INCOME OR ASSETS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The income or assets of
the corporation may not inure to the benefit
of, or be distributed to, a director, officer, or
member during the life of the charter grant-
ed by this chapter. This subsection does not
prevent the payment, in amounts approved
by the board of directors, of—

‘‘(A) reasonable compensation; or

‘(B) reimbursement for expenses incurred
in undertaking the corporation’s business, to
officers, directors, or members.

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—This sub-
section shall not be construed to—

‘“(A) prevent the award of a grant to a Fed-
eral Bar Association chapter of which an of-
ficer, director, or member may be a member;
or

‘“(B) prevent the payment of reasonable
compensation to the corporation’s employ-
ees for services undertaken on behalf of the
corporation.

‘(d) LOANS.—The corporation may not
make a loan to a director, officer, member,
or employee.

‘“(e) IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY.—Members
and private individuals are not liable for the
obligations of the corporation.

¢“(f) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR
AUTHORITY.—The corporation—

‘(1) may not claim congressional approval
or the authority of the United States Gov-
ernment for any of its activities; and

““(2) may acknowledge this charter.”.

SEC. 6. PRINCIPAL OFFICE.

Section 70508 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the District of
Columbia,” and inserting ‘‘a United States
location decided by the board of directors
and specified in the bylaws,”’.

SEC. 7. SERVICE OF PROCESS.

Section 70510 of title 36, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70510. Service of process

““The corporation shall comply with the
law on service of process of the State or Dis-
trict in which it is incorporated.”.

SEC. 8. DEPOSIT OF ASSETS ON DISSOLUTION OR
FINAL LIQUIDATION.

Section 70512 of title 36, United States

Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§70512. Deposit of assets on dissolution or
final liquidation

“‘On dissolution or final liquidation of the
corporation, any assets of the corporation
remaining after the discharge of all liabil-
ities shall be distributed—

‘‘(a) as provided by the board of directors;
and

“(b) in compliance with the charter and
bylaws.”.

SEC. 9. DETERMINATION
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the Senate Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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