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by the Congress of the United States.
It is in a beautiful building, and it
served the function of trying to bring
people together.

In February, President Trump issued
an executive order dismantling the
United States Institute of Peace. Sub-
sequently, law enforcement removed
the president of the United States In-
stitute of Peace forcibly from his of-
fice, and then the Trump administra-
tion fired every employee and disman-
tled the office.

A district court has ruled that he
acted improperly because the Congress
created the United States Institute of
Peace and the President didn’t have
the authority to dismantle it.

Today, I have learned that President
Trump has had his name in massive
letters put over the United States In-
stitute of Peace calling it the Donald
J. Trump Peace Institute, none of
which is legal.

Will his ego stop staining this city by
putting his name and his picture all
over banners contemporaneous or simi-
lar to Teddy Roosevelt at the Depart-
ment of Labor and others?

————————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Randall
Holstead, one of his secretaries.

————
PROMOTING RESPONSIBLE OVER-
SIGHT TO ELIMINATE COM-

MUNIST TEACHINGS FOR OUR
KIDS ACT

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 916, I call up
the bill (H.R. 1069) to prohibit the
availability of Federal education funds
for elementary and secondary schools
that receive direct or indirect support
from the Government of the People’s
Republic of China, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DESJARLAIS). Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 916, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Education and
Workforce, printed in the bill, is adopt-
ed and the bill, as amended, is consid-
ered read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 1069

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

SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Promoting Re-
sponsible Owversight To Eliminate Communist
Teachings for Our Kids Act” or the “PROTECT
Our Kids Act’’.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION
FUNDS.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, no funds may be made avail-
able under an applicable program to any ele-
mentary school or secondary school that—

(1) has a partnership in effect with a cultural
or language institute directly or indirectly fund-
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ed by the Government of the People’s Republic
of China, including a Confucius Institute;

(2) operates a learning center directly or indi-
rectly supported by the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China (commonly referred to as
a “‘Confucius Classroom’’); or

(3) otherwise receives support from an indi-
vidual or entity acting directly or indirectly on
behalf of the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China, including support in the form of
teaching materials, personnel, funds, or other
resources.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The prohibition under
subsection (a) shall take effect on the date that
is one year after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) CONTRACTS MADE PRIOR TO DATE OF EN-
ACTMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—

(A) WAIVER REQUEST SUBMISSION.—In the case
of an elementary school or a secondary school
that is a party to a contract described in para-
graph (2), the school timely shall submit to the
Secretary a request for a waiver of the prohibi-
tion under subsection (a) that includes—

(i) the complete and unredacted text of the
contract, and if the contract is not in English,
a translated copy of the text into English; and

(ii) a statement demonstrating that the con-
tract is for the benefit of the school’s mission
and students and will promote the security, sta-
bility, and economic vitality of the United
States.

(B) WAIVER ISSUANCE.—the Secretary, upon
receipt of a request submitted under subpara-
graph (A), may issue a waiver to the school for
a period beginning on the effective date speci-
fied in subsection (b) and ending the date on
which the contract terminates.

(2) CONTRACTS DESCRIBED.—A contract is de-
scribed in this paragraph if the contract—

(A) takes effect before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act;

(B) continues to be effective after the effective
date specified in subsection (b); and

(C) relates to at least one of the circumstances
described in paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of sub-
section (a).

(d) NOTICE TO AFFECTED SCHOOLS.—Not later
than 90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall provide notice to el-
ementary and secondary schools of the require-
ments of this section together with guidance for
achieving compliance with such requirements.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPLICABLE PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘appli-
cable program’ has the meaning given that term
in section 400(c)(1) of the General Education
Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 1221(c)(1)).

(2) ESEA TERMS.—The terms ‘‘elementary
school”, ‘“‘secondary school’”’, and ‘‘Secretary’
have the meanings given those terms in section
8101 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and
Workforce or their respective des-
ignees.

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. ScoTT) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
1069.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1069. American classrooms are
becoming battlegrounds for foreign in-
fluence. For years, my colleagues and I
have sounded the alarm about adver-
saries exploiting our education system.
Malign foreign entities like the Chi-
nese Communist Party are working to
undermine American values not just on
college campuses but across our K-12
schools, as well. This is not only an at-
tack on education and academic integ-
rity, it is a threat to our national secu-
rity.
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Across U.S. colleges, the CCP estab-
lished Confucius Institutes to push
false narratives, whitewash history,
and endear American students to the
CCP while obscuring its brutal human
rights abuses. However, these propa-
ganda operations didn’t stop at higher
education. In K-12 schools, Confucius
classrooms sprang up, aiming to shape
the minds of our youngest learners.

At a 2023 Subcommittee on Early
Childhood, Elementary, and Secondary
Education hearing, Defending Edu-
cation highlighted a report exposing
nearly two decades of CCP efforts to in-
fluence thousands of children. At one
point, more than 500 schools hosted
Confucius classrooms, many located on
U.S. military bases. That is no coinci-
dence. Those programs are a deliberate
attempt to undermine American values
and compromise our security.

That is why I proudly support H.R.
1069, the Promoting Responsible Over-
sight To Eliminate Communist Teach-
ings for Our Kids, or the PROTECT
Act, from Representative KEVIN HERN
and Representative KEVIN KILEY. This
legislation prohibits Federal funds
from going to any school that also ac-
cepts funding from the Chinese Com-
munist Party. It also sets a clear
precedent: The U.S. will not allow a
foreign regime to dictate what our
children learn.

When schools accept CCP funding,
they are effectively letting a totali-
tarian government decide their cur-
riculum. In China, students are taught
only what the Communist Party al-
lows. America must never cede that au-
thority. Confucius classrooms have
never been reciprocated in China,
where U.S.-style cultural exchanges on
this scale are forbidden.

The CCP is not interested in genuine
cultural exchange or open dialogue. Its
goal is indoctrination, teaching stu-
dents that China is benevolent, while
erasing events like the Tiananmen
Square massacre and ignoring the on-
going Uyghur genocide and other
human rights abuses. By accepting
CCP funding, schools shield students
from the truth because the party does
not want them to know it.
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The PROTECT Act gives schools a
clear choice: Federal funds or CCP
funds, but not both. In the wake of
years of learning loss and education de-
cline, schools should focus on student
achievement, not spreading foreign
propaganda. Under the Trump adminis-
tration’s leadership, we are restoring
focus to the education system, putting
students first, and protecting them
from authoritarian influences.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1069 to protect students, uphold Amer-
ican values, and safeguard our national
security.

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in opposition to H.R. 1069, the
so-called PROTECT Our Kids Act. This
bill would add a new stipulation that
disqualifies public schools from receiv-
ing Federal funds under the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act if
the school receives contributions, ma-
terials, or other resources from China
or an individual or entity acting di-
rectly or indirectly on behalf of the
Government of the People’s Republic of
China.

The bill gives no guidance on what
“‘acting directly or indirectly on behalf
of” means or how you are supposed to
know and how a parent’s contribution
to a school program should be evalu-
ated, and really, are you supposed to
scrutinize all parents’ contributions or
just those from parents of Chinese-
American students?

H.R. 1069 would specifically prohibit
Federal funding for any school that op-
erates the program sponsored by the
Confucius Institutes or Confucius
classrooms. It is worth noting that al-
though there may have been a lot of
programs in the past, right now there
may be as few as five Confucius Insti-
tutes in this country serving K-12 stu-
dents. The provisions of this bill will
have to be administered not by those
five school systems, but every school
district—15,000 school districts—will
have to administer the provisions of
this bill.

As written, the bill would create sig-
nificant administrative burdens to our
schools and chill community invest-
ment in our children. For example, the
bill would disqualify a school from re-
ceiving Federal funds by simply ac-
cepting donations from a Chinese im-
migrant if it turns out the immigrant
is acting indirectly on behalf of the
Government of the People’s Republic of
China. That is if you can find out.

The bill bestows upon the Secretary
of Education the sole discretion of de-
ciding if an individual is acting indi-
rectly on behalf of the Chinese Govern-
ment, the very department which the
Trump administration is actively dis-
mantling. Without any additional fund-
ing or dedicated help, schools would
have to become investigators and de-
termine if an individual who wanted to
donate to the school or participate in
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parents’ contributions could possibly
be tied to the Chinese Government.
The justified fear of losing critical Fed-
eral funds would almost assuredly lead
schools to eye any well-meaning dona-
tions skeptically, sowing distrust in
our neighbors.

Now note, there is no limit to this
level of funding. It doesn’t say con-
tributions over $1,000 or over $10,000. It
is any contribution. It must be said
that there is no credible evidence to
support the claims that China is exert-
ing any inappropriate or undue influ-
ence over America’s K-12 public
schools. Even the report from the
group Parents Defending Education,
which makes these allegations, offers
speculation rather than verifiable inci-
dents or actual influence.

However, even if we are able to verify
that China poses a credible threat to
our K-12 schools, this bill, as written,
does nothing to actually address any
national security threats. Instead, it
seeks to punish schools for accepting
educational materials or participating
in cultural exchange programs. Actu-
ally, our schools would be the victims
of the undue foreign influence, but in-
stead of deterring the bad actors, the
bill seeks to punish the victim and, in
effect, punish our students. The bill is,
therefore, poorly written, poorly tai-
lored, misdirected, and ultimately
counterproductive and not a targeted
national security measure.

Similar to H.R. 1005 and H.R. 1049,
which we considered yesterday, H.R.
1069, if passed, would force school dis-
tricts already facing shortages of
teachers, counselors, and support staff
to divert critical time and resources
from instruction to completing bureau-
cratic paperwork. This is the very defi-
nition of an unfunded mandate. It im-
poses obligations on 15,000 school sys-
tems without offering any capacity or
funding to meet that obligation.

Lastly, we have to note that the
Trump administration is in the process
of trying to abolish the Department of
Education, with key responsibilities
being shifted to other agencies. We are
left with a chaotic patchwork of au-
thority and no one apparently left to
actually administer the provisions of
this bill.

For those reasons, Mr. Speaker, I rec-
ommend a ‘‘no’’ vote on the bill and re-
serve the balance my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. HERN), who is the common-
sense bill sponsor as well as chair of
the Republican Policy Committee.

Mr. HERN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of my bill, H.R.
1069, the PROTECT Our Kids Act, and I
urge my colleagues, both Republican
and Democrat, to support this bill.

Through the Belt and Road Initia-
tive, the Chinese Communist Party has
been spreading its malign influence for
over a decade. This initiative has one
goal: to increase China’s economic and
political dominance over the United
States and the world. Disguised as
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harmless global infrastructure, trans-
portation, and production networks,
this global campaign is anything but
harmless.

Education is one of the primary tar-
gets of the Belt and Road Initiative,
and they are succeeding in their mis-
sion to indoctrinate American students
with their Communist ideals.
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Mr. Speaker, Chinese state media has
even bragged about the success of Con-
fucius Institutes and other educational
initiatives in spreading the CCP’s in-
fluence.

This doesn’t stop at our college cam-
puses. Right now, China is invading our
K-12 schools through Confucius Class-
rooms. Over the last decade or more,
the CCP has infiltrated our public edu-
cation system, setting up Chinese lan-
guage and cultural programs in pri-
mary and secondary schools.

Similar to the Confucius Institute
model at our universities, China rap-
idly expanded these programs to over
1,000 established worldwide by 2017,
with over 500 in the United States. In
exchange, their contracts allow China
to staff these programs, provide cur-
riculum, and require teachers to sign
contracts, ensuring they do not dam-
age the national interests of China.

Make no mistake, this is not out of
the kindness of their hearts. The CCP
is not interested in helping American
students learn Mandarin. They want to
brainwash our children, plain and sim-
ple.

Since 2013, the authoritarian Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China
has sent curriculum and PRC-trained
teachers into hundreds of K-12 schools
across America as an unofficial compo-
nent of its global influence campaign.

Concern over the threat posed by
Confucius Classrooms is not new. In
2020, Secretaries DeVos and Pompeo
sent a letter to State education com-
missioners, outlining their concern
with these types of programs and urg-
ing schools to consider the threat they
may pose to academic freedom. The
State Department found that approval
from the PRC’s Minister of Education
is required when filling teaching posi-
tions associated with Confucius Class-
rooms.

Concerns over the threat posed by
Confucius Classrooms are not always
exclusive to the United States. In Aus-
tralia, the New South Wales Depart-
ment of Education ended the Confucius
Classroom presence in public schools
due to concerns of potential propa-
ganda. They replaced the programs
with Chinese language programs fund-
ed and managed solely by Australians.

Similarly, in 2019, the Canadian
Province of New Brunswick initiated a
two-stage removal of Confucius Insti-
tute-funded programs from elementary
and middle schools—once again, due to
the threat of Chinese propaganda.

The CCP has committed countless
violations of human rights, and its au-
thoritarian agenda is antithetical to
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the democratic principles our country
was founded on. Chinese propaganda
has no place in our education system.

We have taken important steps to-
ward mitigating Chinese influence at
our American universities by cracking
down on Confucius Institutes. Now that
the Chinese Government has directed
its attention toward our elementary
and secondary schools, it is time we do
the same and protect our children from
the malign influence of the CCP.

The PROTECT Our Kids Act would
prohibit Federal funding for any ele-
mentary or secondary school that con-
tinues to host a Confucius Classroom.
Schools will be notified of these re-
quirements and given guidance for how
to comply.

To be clear, this legislation is only
concerned with programs funded or
supported by the CCP. Language pro-
grams in schools that do not partner
with the CCP are not threatened by
this legislation. The only objective is
to prevent CCP propaganda from being
taught to our kids. This should not be
controversial.

Mr. Speaker, I will say it again: Pro-
tecting our kids from Chinese propa-
ganda should not be controversial. I
urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on this legislation.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as she may consume
to the gentlewoman from Georgia (Mrs.
MCBATH).

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member of the Committee
on Education and Workforce for yield-
ing time.

Mr. Speaker, I have to say, today, we
are here considering a bill that is
named the PROTECT Our Kids Act. I
am going to speak and shift this con-
versation a little bit in the direction I
think we really need to go.

This bill, the PROTECT Our Kids
Act, does absolutely nothing to protect
our kids. Just 5 days after three chil-
dren and a 21-year-old were shot and
killed in a mass shooting at a birthday
party in Stockton, California, is a level
of tone-deafness that I don’t think I
have seen during my 7 years here in
Washington.

There are four families burying their
children this week. There are four fam-
ilies burying their kids just like I had
to when my son, Jordan, was murdered
simply for playing loud music in his
car.

Mr. Speaker, 8-year-old Journey
Rose, 8-year-old Maya Lupian, and 14-
year-old Amari Peterson will never get
the experience that they deserve or the
promise that this country offers. They
will never get that chance—all because
they went to a birthday party—and
this Congress refuses to do anything
about it time and time again. I don’t
know how many times I have to stand
here on this floor to debate and talk
about the number of children and peo-
ple who are dying in this country.

We call this bill the PROTECT Our
Kids Act? It does absolutely nothing.
My Republican colleagues are deflect-
ing over and over again against the
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real crimes against our children.
Today, they want to bring to this floor
a bill that will do absolutely nothing
to protect our children.

The real way to protect kids is to
keep them safe from unnecessary gun
violence. That is what we should be
doing at this time, but my Republican
colleagues refuse to say anything
about protecting children from unnec-
essary gun violence.

Over and over again, I cannot say
how many times—I meet families every
single day. I get alerts from my staff
every single day of every mass murder
and every tragedy in this country. It is
overwhelming.

Excuse me, but if we are going to sit
here and talk about protecting our
kids, if my colleagues are really will-
ing to do that, then they should bring
up gun violence prevention legislation.
They should bring up policy that really
does the very thing that they are pre-
tending to do through this bill: Protect
our children.

There is no greater threat to our kids
in school, at church, at their birthday
parties, or at any other private or pub-
lic space across this country than gun
violence.

We took a very important step with
the Bipartisan Safer Communities Act.
We did really good work, not just for
Democratic children but for Repub-
lican children, as well, but we must do
more to keep our children safe.

Shootings are the leading cause of
death for children and teenagers in this
country. Yes, my Republican col-
leagues have children and families who
are dying by gun violence every single
day, just like us here in the Demo-
cratic Party. We would never know
that from this bill or when we are lis-
tening to our Republican colleagues.

For people like me, for people who
have buried their son or their loved
one, their daughter, their big sister, or
their little brother before their time,
we really know what is at stake. We
cannot continue to play this game over
and over again, fooling the American
people by telling them that we are pro-
tecting their interests, protecting their
families, and protecting their children
with pieces of legislation like this that
do absolutely nothing to protect our
children.

Mr. Speaker, we know this cannot
wait. I am just so sick and tired of the
tone deafness. Every time we come to
the floor, my Republican colleagues
want to put forward a piece of legisla-
tion that fools the American people
into believing that we are really work-
ing on their interests and on their be-
half, when it really does not do that at
all.

We know that the longer we do noth-
ing, the more likely it is for someone
else to have their family torn apart
like I have or for someone else to at-
tend a wake or a funeral instead of a
wedding or a graduation ceremony. It
doesn’t have to be this way.

Mr. Speaker, I just—if we want to
say it this way—celebrated the 12th an-
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niversary of my son’s murder. If my
colleagues want to talk about pro-
tecting our kids, let’s really do that
and not this facade.

Mr. Speaker, unlike Columbine, New-
town, Las Vegas, Uvalde, Lewiston,
and Stockton, your home does not have
to be next.

Trust me, my colleagues. Every sin-
gle one of us in this body has people
dying every single day in our constitu-
encies. We should use this time to real-
ly protect our kids and not just act
like we are protecting them, while this
Republican Congress does nothing
about these tragedies at all.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to oppose this bill.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, to my
friend and colleague, I think she knows
that I share her grief and cannot fath-
om the grief of the loss of her son, es-
pecially during the past 12 years.

Protecting kids is a multifaceted
process. We are talking about just one
aspect in our school systems today.
That does not mean we disregard. We
may have different approaches, but I
certainly want my friend to know we
hear her. I guess I will leave it there at
this point.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. KILEY),
the bill’s co-lead, as well as the chair of
the Subcommittee on Early Childhood,
Elementary, and Secondary Education.
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Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of H.R. 1069,
the Promoting Responsible Oversight
To Eliminate Communist Teachings
for Our Kids Act, in order to protect
our kids and to protect our country.

The Chinese Communist Party is re-
sponsible for severe human rights
abuses and the suppression of funda-
mental freedoms, with a long and well-
documented history of censorship, op-

pression, and disregard for human
rights.
However, it is equally well under-

stood that the CCP aggressively pushes
its propaganda worldwide to reshape
global narratives in its favor. That ef-
fort has extended into virtually every
facet of American society, including,
unfortunately, American classrooms.

Findings from the State Department
have revealed that CCP-funded so-
called Confucius classrooms have oper-
ated in over 500 K-12 schools across the
United States.

Now, these programs are not about
education. They are about influence.
The CCP does not act with charitable
intent. These programs exist because
the CCP expects something in return:
control over curriculum and influence
over young minds.

It is unacceptable that American
school districts have entered into fi-
nancial arrangements with entities
tied to the CCP, an adversary of the
United States and a regime with one of
the worst human rights records in the
world.

The simple premise of this legisla-
tion is that no Federal tax dollars
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should support schools that partner
with the Chinese Communist Party.
The PROTECT Our Kids Act puts that
principle into law by ensuring that
Federal education funds are not avail-
able to schools that collaborate with,
receive funding from, or otherwise en-
gage in agreements with the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China.
This includes partnerships with Confu-
cius classrooms, language programs
funded by the CCP, and instructional
materials or personnel tied to the Chi-
nese Government.

American education should teach
American values, not communist prop-
aganda.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill and take a firm stand
against foreign influence in our chil-
dren’s education.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I am prepared to close, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. OWENS), who is vice chair of the
Subcommittee on Higher Education
and Workforce Development.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1069, the PRO-
TECT Our Kids Act. For far too long,
American education has been under-
mined from within by actors who have
taken advantage of our free and open
society to advance the nefarious and
anti-freedom objectives of the Chinese
Communist Party.

Under the veneer of cultural and edu-
cational exchange, the CCP and
operatives have restricted free speech,
monitored Chinese students and fac-
ulty, and served as intelligence-gath-
ering conduits on emerging American
technologies.

These soft power tactics are part of a
broader strategy to cultivate networks
of communist influence, within the
very institutions responsible for shap-
ing the next generation of American
patriots.

These subversive efforts are not lim-
ited to our universities. The CCP has
even reached into elementary class-
rooms, cultivating favorable attitudes
toward the Chinese Communist Party
among young American students.

With passage of the PROTECT Our
Kids Act, schools that refuse to con-
front this reality will no longer be eli-
gible for Federal funds, full stop. The
message is straightforward and simple
to education administrators who don’t
understand the concept of American
patriotism. This behavior will not be
tolerated and no longer subsidized by
the American taxpayers.

Under this Republican majority and
this Trump administration, American
education will be protected and re-
newed. Our classrooms will return to
their rightful purpose: teaching and
preserving our great American values.

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. KiMm), who is the chair
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of the Subcommittee on East Asia and
Pacific on the House Foreign Affairs
Committee.

Mrs. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of H.R. 1069, the PRO-
TECT Our Kids Act.

The Chinese Communist Party is exe-
cuting the most sophisticated global
influence campaign of our time. They
are not just targeting our military or
U.S. companies. They are targeting our
children.

One of the CCP’s key tools is the
Confucius classroom program. These
programs are funded, staffed, and over-
seen by the Chinese Government, giv-
ing them direct influence over cur-
riculum, teaching materials, and the
content presented to American chil-
dren.

We cannot allow an authoritarian re-
gime that censors information, re-
writes history, and silences dissent to
have any role in American education.
Our classrooms must remain places of
learning; not foreign influence.

The PROTECT Our Kids Act sets a
simple but necessary safeguard: If a
school chooses to host a CCP-funded
Confucius program, then it should not
receive Federal taxpayer dollars. It is
as simple as that. This bill upholds
academic integrity, protects parents’
rights over their child’s schooling,
counters communist propaganda, and
strengthens our national security.

The CCP is playing the long game:
influencing minds early and often. We
must meet this challenge head-on.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill and stand firm against
foreign indoctrination in American
schools.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
may I inquire how much time is re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 19 minutes remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, when you hear the title,
PROTECT Our Kids Act, you wonder
what this bill is all about. You might
think it protects kids from guns, pro-
tects kids from bullying, or protects
kids maybe from online predators; but
no, this is from the foreign influence of
China.

There is no credible evidence of any
improper influence in K-12 schools, yet
this is what the bill is about. It im-
poses sweeping penalties that do noth-
ing to enhance national security. It
only harms students. The apparent tar-
get of this legislation seems to be the
maybe five school districts that have
Confucius Institute programs, but it
applies the provisions of the bill to
15,000 school systems in America.

All of this unfolds while the Trump
administration works to dismantle the
Department of Education, leaving crit-
ical responsibilities scattered through-
out agencies. This bill wastes critical
resources without any apparent ben-
efit.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to oppose the bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1069, the PROTECT
Our Kids Act, makes clear that schools
receiving funding from the Chinese
Communist Party will not receive Fed-
eral dollars.

For too long, schools have turned a
blind eye to the CCP’s demands for fear
of losing CCP money. However, every
dollar came with strings attached: les-
sons glorifying tyranny, rewriting his-
tory, and indoctrinating students in-
stead of teaching American values.

Even more concerning, many of these
schools were near U.S. military bases,
raising risks of monitoring and surveil-
lance of personnel. This is unaccept-
able.
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To protect our students and our na-
tional security, we must pass the PRO-
TECT Our Kids Act. It helps prevent
foreign adversaries from exploiting our
classrooms and promotes education
grounded in truth, freedom, and Amer-
ican values.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 916,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on passage of H.R. 1069
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on
passage of H.R. 1049.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 247, nays
164, not voting 22, as follows:

[Roll No. 313]

The

YEAS—247
Aderholt Buchanan Cuellar
Alford Budzinski Davids (KS)
Allen Burchett Davidson
Amodei (NV) Burlison Davis (NC)
Arrington Calvert De La Cruz
Bacon Cammack DesJarlais
Baird Carey Diaz-Balart
Balderson Carter (GA) Donalds
Barr Carter (TX) Downing
Barrett Case Dunn (FL)
Baumgartner Ciscomani Edwards
Bean (FL) Cline Ellzey
Begich Cloud Emmer
Bentz Clyde Estes
Bergman Cole Evans (CO)
Bice Collins Ezell
Biggs (AZ) Comer Fallon
Biggs (SC) Costa Fedorchak
Bilirakis Courtney Feenstra
Boebert Crane Fine
Bost Crank Finstad
Brecheen Crawford Fischbach
Bresnahan Crenshaw Fitzgerald
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Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gillen
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez, V.
Gooden
Goodlander
Gosar
Gottheimer
Graves

Gray

Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Horsford
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack
Jackson (TX)
James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy (UT)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley (CA)
Kim

Knott
Kustoff

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Craig
Crow
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)

LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Landsman
Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Mackenzie
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Moskowitz
Mrvan
Murphy
Nehls

Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Patronis
Perez
Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Riley (NY)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer

NAYS—164

DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Evans (PA)
Fields
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Friedman
Frost
Garcia (CA)
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gomez
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Himes
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spartz
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strong
Stutzman
Suozzi
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Tran
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Vasquez
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Whitesides
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)

Leger Fernandez
Levin

Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren

Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui

McBath
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver

Meeks
Menendez

Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison

Mullin Ruiz Titus
Neal Salinas Tokuda
Neguse Sanchez Tonko
Norcross Schakowsky Torres (CA)
Ocasio-Cortez Schneider Torres (NY)
Olszewski Scott (VA) Trahan
Omar Scott, David Underwood
Pelosi Sewell
Peters Sherman xargas

N X easey
Pingree Simon Velazquez
Pocan Smith (WA) X
Pou Stansbury Walkinshaw
Pressley Strickland Wasserman
Quigley Subramanyam Schultz
Ramirez Sykes Waters
Randall Takano Watson Coleman
Raskin Thanedar Williams (GA)
Rivas Thompson (CA) Wilson (FL)
Ross Thompson (MS)

NOT VOTING—22
Babin Greene (GA) Norman
Casar Houchin Pallone
Clyburn Ivey Pettersen
Crockett Keating Scanlon
Espaillat Mace Swalwell
Frankel, Lois Moulton Tlaib
Garamendi Nadler
Goldman (NY) Newhouse
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Mr. COURTNEY changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted NAY on Roll Call
No. 313.

————

TRANSPARENCY IN REPORTING OF
ADVERSARIAL CONTRIBUTIONS
TO EDUCATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUEST). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the unfinished business is the vote
on passage of the bill (H.R. 1049) to en-
sure that parents are aware of foreign
influence in their child’s public school,
and for other purposes, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 247, nays
166, not voting 20, as follows:

[Roll No. 314]

YEAS—247
Aderholt Buchanan De La Cruz
Alford Burchett DesJarlais
Allen Burlison Diaz-Balart
Amodei (NV) Calvert Donalds
Arrington Cammack Downing
Bacon Carey Dunn (FL)
Baird Carter (GA) Edwards
Balderson Carter (TX) Ellzey
Barr Case Emmer
Barrett Ciscomani Estes
Baumgartner Cline Evans (CO)
Bean (FL) Cloud Ezell
Begich Clyde Fallon
Bell Cole Fedorchak
Bentz Collins Feenstra
Bergman Comer Fine
Bice Crane Finstad
Biggs (AZ) Crank Fischbach
Biggs (SC) Crawford Fitzgerald
Bilirakis Crenshaw Fitzpatrick
Boebert Cuellar Fleischmann
Bost Davids (KS) Flood
Brecheen Davidson Fong
Bresnahan Davis (NC) Foxx

Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Gill (TX)
Gillen
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Goldman (TX)
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez, V.
Gooden
Goodlander
Gosar
Gottheimer
Graves

Gray

Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Hamadeh (AZ)
Haridopolos
Harrigan
Harris (MD)
Harris (NC)
Harshbarger
Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Hinson
Houchin
Houlahan
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

Hurd (CO)
Issa

Jack

James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy (UT)
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley (CA)
Kim

Knott
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Landsman

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crow
Davis (IL)
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Langworthy
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)
Letlow
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Lynch
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
MecClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McDonald Rivet
McDowell
McGuire
Messmer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Moskowitz
Mrvan
Murphy
Nehls

Nunn (TA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Onder
Owens
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Patronis
Perry
Pfluger
Reschenthaler
Riley (NY)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rouzer

Roy

NAYS—166

Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Evans (PA)
Fields
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Friedman
Frost
Garcia (CA)
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries

Rulli
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Shreve
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spartz
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strong
Stutzman
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Tran
Turner (OH)
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Epps
Van Orden
Vasquez
Veasey
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Whitesides
Wied
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)

Leger Fernandez
Levin

Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren
Mannion
Matsui
McBath
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver

Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Mullin

Neal
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