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mended Auchincloss Gottheimer Pappas . : i
amendaed. ) Balint Gray Pelosi mediate consideration.
The question was taken; and the Barragin Green, AL(TX)  Perez The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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not voting 1, as follows: Carter (LA) Jeffries Ruin The text of the bill, as amended, is as
11 0 Casar Johnson (GA) follows:
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Allen Fischbach Latta l\iréus'. K Ke Y(d ) NY Schneider Congress assembled,
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“(iv) lists the full names of one or both of the
parents of the applicant;

“(v) has the signature of an individual who is
authoriced to sign birth certificates on behalf of
the State, unit of local govermment, or Tribal
government in which the applicant was born;

““(vi) includes the date that the certificate was
filed with the office responsible for keeping vital
records in the State; and

“‘(vii) has the seal of the State, unit of local
government, or Tribal government that issued
the birth certificate.

‘“(B) An extract from a United States hospital
Record of Birth created at the time of the appli-
cant’s birth which indicates that the applicant’s
place of birth was in the United States.

‘“(C) A final adoption decree showing the ap-
plicant’s name and that the applicant’s place of
birth was in the United States.

‘(D) A Consular Report of Birth Abroad of a
citicen of the United States or a certification of
the applicant’s Report of Birth of a United
States citizen issued by the Secretary of State.

‘““(E) A Naturalization Certificate or Certifi-
cate of Citizenship issued by the Secretary of
Homeland Security or any other document or
method of proof of United States citizenship
issued by the Federal government pursuant to
the Immigration and Nationality Act.

‘“(F) An American Indian Card issued by the
Department of Homeland Security with the clas-
sification ‘KIC’.”.

(b) APPLICATION OF REQUIREMENTS.—Section 4
of the National Voter Registration Act of 1993
(52 U.S.C. 20503) is amended by striking sub-
section (b) and inserting the following:

“(b) REQUIRING APPLICANTS TO PRESENT DOC-
UMENTARY PROOF OF UNITED STATES CITIZEN-
SHIP.—Under any method of voter registration
in a State, the State shall not accept and proc-
ess an application to register to vote in an elec-
tion for Federal office unless the applicant pre-
sents documentary proof of United States citi-
zenship with the application.”’.

(c) REGISTRATION WITH APPLICATION FOR
MOTOR VEHICLE DRIVER’S LICENSE.—Section 5§
of the National Voter Registration Act of 1993
(52 U.S.C. 20504) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Each
State motor vehicle driver’s license application’
and inserting ‘‘Subject to the requirements
under section 8(7), each State motor vehicle driv-
er’s license application’’;

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘“‘Each
State shall include’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to
the requirements under section 8(j), each State
shall include’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(2)(B)—

(4) in clause (i), by striking “‘and’’ at the end;

(B) in clause (ii), by adding ‘“‘and’ at the end;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

““(iii) verify that the applicant is a citicen of
the United States;’’;

(4) in subsection (c)(2)(C)(i), by striking ‘‘(in-
cluding citicenship)’ and inserting *, including
the requirement that the applicant provides doc-
umentary proof of United States citizenship’’;
and

(5) in subsection (c)(2)(D)(iii), by striking *;
and’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘, other than
as evidence in a criminal proceeding or immigra-
tion proceeding brought against an applicant
who knowingly attempts to register to vote and
knowingly makes a false declaration under pen-
alty of perjury that the applicant meets the eli-
gibility requirements to register to vote in an
election for Federal office; and’’.

(d) REQUIRING DOCUMENTARY PROOF OF
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP WITH NATIONAL
MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION FORM.—Section 6 of
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20505) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(4) by striking ‘“‘Each State shall accept and
use’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to the requirements
under section 8(7), each State shall accept and
use’”’; and
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(B) by striking ‘‘Federal Election Commis-
sion”’ and inserting ‘‘Election Assistance Com-
mission’’;

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end the
following: ‘““The chief State election official of a
State shall take such steps as may be necessary
to ensure that residents of the State are aware
of the requirement to provide documentary proof
of United States citizenship to register to vote in
elections for Federal office in the State.”’;

(3) in subsection (c)(1)—

(4) in subparagraph (4), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(B) in subparagraph (B) by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) the person did not provide documentary
proof of United States citicenship when reg-
istering to vote.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(e) ENSURING PROOF OF UNITED STATES CITI-
ZENSHIP.—

‘(1) PRESENTING PROOF OF UNITED STATES
CITIZENSHIP TO ELECTION OFFICIAL.—An appli-
cant who submits the mail voter registration ap-
plication form prescribed by the Election Assist-
ance Commission pursuant to section 9(a)(2) or
a form described in paragraph (1) or (2) of sub-
section (a) shall not be registered to vote in an
election for Federal office unless—

“(A) the applicant presents documentary
proof of United States citizenship in person to
the office of the appropriate election official not
later than the deadline provided by State law
for the receipt of a completed voter registration
application for the election; or

““(B) in the case of a State which permits an
individual to register to vote in an election for
Federal office at a polling place on the day of
the election and on any day when voting, in-
cluding early voting, is permitted for the elec-
tion, the applicant presents documentary proof
of United States citicenship to the appropriate
election official at the polling place not later
than the date of the election.

““(2) NOTIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT.—Upon
receiving an otherwise completed mail voter reg-
istration application form prescribed by the
Election Assistance Commission pursuant to sec-
tion 9(a)(2) or a form described in paragraph (1)
or (2) of subsection (a), the appropriate election
official shall transmit a notice to the applicant
of the requirement to present documentary proof
of United States citicenship under this sub-
section, and shall include in the notice instruc-
tions to enable the applicant to meet the re-
quirement.

““(3) ACCESSIBILITY.—Each State shall, in con-
sultation with the Election Assistance Commis-
sion, ensure that reasonable accommodations
are made to allow an individual with a dis-
ability who submits the mail voter registration
application form prescribed by the Election As-
sistance Commission pursuant to section 9(a)(2)
or a form described in paragraph (1) or (2) of
subsection (a) to present documentary proof of
United States citicenship to the appropriate
election official.”’.

(e) REQUIREMENTS FOR VOTER REGISTRATION
AGENCIES.—Section 7 of the National Voter Reg-
istration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20506) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (4)(A), by adding at the end
the following new clause:

“(iv) Receipt of documentary proof of United
States citicenship of each applicant to register
to vote in elections for Federal office in the
State.”’; and

(B) in paragraph (6)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)()(I), by striking ‘‘(in-
cluding citicenship)’’ and inserting ‘*, including
the requirement that the applicant provides doc-
umentary proof of United States citizenship’’;

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respectively;
and
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(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraph:

‘““(B) ask the applicant the question, ‘Are you
a citizen of the United States?’ and if the appli-
cant answers in the affirmative require docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship prior
to providing the form wunder subparagraph
(C),”’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by inserting “‘who are
citizens of the United States’ after ‘‘for per-
sons’’.

(f) REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO ADMINIS-
TRATION OF VOTER REGISTRATION.—Section 8 of
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20507) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) by striking “‘In the administration of voter
registration’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to the re-
quirements of subsection (j), in the administra-
tion of voter registration’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking
the end; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

‘(D) based on documentary proof or verified
information that the registrant is not a United
States citizen; or

‘““(E) the registration otherwise fails to comply
with applicable State law;’’;

(2) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (1); and

(3) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing new subsections:

“(j) ENSURING ONLY CITIZENS ARE REG-
ISTERED TO VOTE.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act, a State may mot register
an individual to vote in elections for Federal of-
fice held in the State unless, at the time the in-
dividual applies to register to vote, the indi-
vidual provides documentary proof of United
States citizenship.

““(2) REQUIREMENT IN CASES OF NAME DISCREP-
ANCIES IN DOCUMENTATION.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, a State shall accept
and process an application to register to vote in
an election for Federal office if the applicant—

‘“(A) presents with the application docu-
mentation that would constitute documentary
proof of United States citizenship, except that
the name on the documentation is not the name
of the applicant; and

‘““(B) provides, through a process established
by the State (which shall be subject to any rel-
evant guidance adopted by the Election Assist-
ance Commission)—

““(i) additional documentation as necessary to
establish that the name on the documentation is
a previous name of the applicant; or

““(ii) an affidavit signed by the applicant at-
testing that the name on the documentation is a
previous name of the applicant.

“(3) ADDITIONAL PROCESSES
CASES.—

“(A) PROCESS FOR THOSE WITHOUT DOCUMEN-
TARY PROOF.—

““(¢i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to any relevant
guidance adopted by the Election Assistance
Commission, each State shall establish a process
under which an applicant who cannot provide
documentary proof of United States citicenship
under paragraph (1) may, if the applicant signs
an attestation under penalty of perjury that the
applicant is a citizen of the United States and
eligible to vote in elections for Federal office,
submit such other evidence to the appropriate
State or local official demonstrating that the ap-
plicant is a citizen of the United States and
such official shall make a determination as to
whether the applicant has sufficiently estab-
lished United States citizenship for purposes of
registering to vote in elections for Federal office
in the State.

““(ii)) AFFIDAVIT REQUIREMENT.—If a State or
local official makes a determination under
clause (i) that an applicant has sufficiently es-
tablished United States citizenship for purposes
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of registering to vote in elections for Federal of-
fice in the State, such determination shall be ac-
companied by an affidavit developed under
clause (iii) signed by the official swearing or af-
firming the applicant sufficiently established
United States citicenship for purposes of reg-
istering to vote.

““(iii)) DEVELOPMENT OF AFFIDAVIT BY THE
ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION.—The Elec-
tion Assistance Commission shall develop a uni-
form affidavit for use by State and local officials
under clause (ii), which shall—

“(I) include an explanation of the minimum
standards required for a State or local official to
register an applicant who cannot provide docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship to
vote in elections for Federal office in the State;
and

“(1I) require the official to explain the basis
for registering such applicant to vote in such
elections.

“(B) PROCESS IN CASE OF CERTAIN DISCREP-
ANCIES IN DOCUMENTATION.—Subject to any rel-
evant guidance adopted by the Election Assist-
ance Commission, each State shall establish a
process under which an applicant can provide
such additional documentation to the appro-
priate election official of the State as may be
necessary to establish that the applicant is a cit-
izen of the United States in the event of a dis-
crepancy with respect to the applicant’s docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship.

‘““(4) STATE REQUIREMENTS.—Not later than 30
days after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section:

‘““(A) Each State shall take affirmative steps,
on an ongoing basis, to ensure that only United
States citizens are registered to vote under the
provisions of this Act, and such affirmative
steps shall include the establishment of a pro-
gram described in subparagraphs (B) and (C).

‘““(B) Each State shall submit the complete, of-
ficial list of individuals registered as eligible vot-
ers for Federal office in the State to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for comparison
through the Systematic Alien Verification for
Entitlements (‘SAVE’) system for the purposes of
identifying individuals who are not citizens of
the United States and taking the necessary steps
to remove such individuals who are not citizens
from the official list, after notice is given to
such individuals and such individuals are given
the opportunity to provide documentary proof of
United States citizenship, but a State with a
memorandum of agreement for such purposes
with the Department of Homeland Security on
the date of the enactment of this subsection may
comply with this subparagraph by carrying out
such purposes under the memorandum.

“(C) Each State may utilize such other
sources of data available to the State for the
purposes of identifying individuals who are not
citizens of the United States and removing such
individuals from the official list of eligible voters
for Federal office in the State, including (but
not limited to) the following:

‘““(i) State agencies that supply State identi-
fication cards or driver’s licenses where the
agency confirms the United States citizenship
status of applicants.

““(it) Other sources, including databases and
information provided pursuant to an agreement
with the Commissioner of Social Security under
section 205(r)(9) of the Social Security Act,
which can be used to confirm United States citi-
zenship status, except that any such informa-
tion provided by the Commissioner may not be
the sole grounds for the removal of an indi-
vidual from the official list of eligible voters for
elections for Federal office in a State.

““(5) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—AL the request of a State
election official (including a request related to a
process established by a State under paragraph
(3)(4) or (3)(B)), any head of a Federal depart-
ment or agency possessing information relevant
to determining the eligibility of an individual to
vote in elections for Federal office shall, not
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later than 24 hours after receipt of such request,
provide the official with such information as
may be necessary to enable the official to verify
that an applicant for voter registration in elec-
tions for Federal office held in the State or a
registrant on the official list of eligible voters in
elections for Federal office held in the State is
a citizen of the United States, which shall in-
clude providing the official with such batched
information as may be requested by the official.

““(B) USE OF SAVE SYSTEM.—The Secretary of
Homeland Security may respond to a request re-
ceived under paragraph (1) by using the system
for the verification of immigration status under
the applicable provisions of section 1137 of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1320b-7), as estab-
lished pursuant to section 121(c) of the Immigra-
tion Reform and Control Act of 1986 (Public
Law 99-603).

“(C) SHARING OF INFORMATION.—The heads of
Federal departments and agencies shall share
information with each other with respect to an
individual who is the subject of a request re-
ceived under paragraph (A) in order to enable
them to respond to the request.

‘(D) INVESTIGATION FOR PURPOSES OF RE-
MOVAL.—The Secretary of Homeland Security
shall conduct an investigation to determine
whether to initiate removal proceedings under
section 239 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1229) if it is determined pursuant
to subparagraph (A) or (B) that an alien (as
such term is defined in section 101 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101)) is
unlawfully registered to vote in elections for
Federal office.

‘“(E) PROHIBITING FEES.—The head of a Fed-
eral department or agency may not charge a fee
for responding to a State’s request under para-
graph (A).

“(k) REMOVAL OF NONCITIZENS FROM REG-
ISTRATION ROLLS.—A State shall remove an in-
dividual who is not a citizen of the United
States from the official list of eligible voters for
elections for Federal office held in the State at
any time wupon receipt of documentation or
verified information that a registrant is not a
United States citizen.”’.

(9) CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY OF STATE
TO REMOVE NONCITIZENS FROM OFFICIAL LIST
OF ELIGIBLE VOTERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 8(a)(4) of the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C.
20507(a)(4)) is amended—

(A) by striking “‘or” at the end of subpara-
graph (4);

(B) by adding ‘“‘or” at the end of subpara-
graph (B); and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) documentary proof or verified informa-
tion that the registrant is not a United States
citizen;”’.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
8(c)(2)(B)(i) of such  Act (52 U.S.C.
20507(c)(2)(B)(i)) is amended by striking

“(4)(A)”’ and inserting ‘‘(4)(A) or (C)’’.

(h) REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO FEDERAL
MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION FORM.—

(1) CONTENTS OF MAIL VOTER REGISTRATION
FORM.—Section 9(b) of such Act (52 U.S.C.
20508(b)) is amended—

(4) in paragraph (2)(4), by striking ‘‘(includ-
ing citicenship)’’ and inserting ‘‘(including an
explanation of what is required to present docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship)’’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking “and’’ at the
end;

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(5) shall include a section, for use only by a
State or local election official, to record the type
of document the applicant presented as docu-
mentary proof of United States citizenship, in-
cluding the date of issuance, the date of expira-
tion (if any), the office which issued the docu-
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ment, and any unique identification number as-
sociated with the document.’’.

(2) INFORMATION ON MAIL VOTER REGISTRA-
TION FORM.—Section 9(b)(4) of such Act (52
U.S.C. 20508(b)(4)) is amended—

(A) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iii)
as subparagraphs (A) through (C), respectively;
and

(B) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated
and as amended by paragraph (1)(C)), by strik-
ing ‘‘; and” and inserting the following: **
other than as evidence in a criminal proceeding
or immigration proceeding brought against an
applicant who attempts to register to vote and
makes a false declaration under penalty of per-
jury that the applicant meets the eligibility re-
quirements to register to vote in an election for
Federal office; and’’.

(i) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—Section
11(b)(1) of the National Voter Registration Act
of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20510(b)(1)) is amended by
striking “‘a violation of this Act’” and inserting
“‘a violation of this Act, including the act of an
election official who registers an applicant to
vote in an election for Federal office who fails
to present documentary proof of United States
citicenship,”’.

(j) CRIMINAL PENALTIES.—Section 12(2) of
such Act (52 U.S.C. 20511(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘or’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (4);

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as sub-
paragraph (D); and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraphs:

‘““(B) in the case of an officer or employee of
the executive branch, providing material assist-
ance to a nonciticen in attempting to register to
vote or vote in an election for Federal office;

‘“(C) registering an applicant to vote in an

election for Federal office who fails to present
documentary proof of United States citicenship;
or’’.
(k) SPECIAL RULE FOR STATES NOT REQUIRING
VOTER REGISTRATION.—Section 4 of the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C.
20503), as amended by subsection (b), is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

““(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR STATES NOT REQUIR-
ING VOTER REGISTRATION.—In the case of a
State or jurisdiction that does not require voter
registration as a requirement to vote in an elec-
tion for Federal office on or after the date of the
enactment of this subsection, the State or juris-
diction shall be deemed to meet the requirements
of this Act if the State or jurisdiction establishes
a system for confirming the citicenship of indi-
viduals voting in an election for Federal office
prior to the first day for voting with respect to
such election and provides such confirmation of
citizenship status for each eligible voter to elec-
tion officials at the polling places during the
voting period.”’.

(1) ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION GUID-
ANCE.—Not later than 10 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Election Assist-
ance Commission shall adopt and transmit to
the chief State election official of each State
guidance with respect to the implementation of
the requirements under the National Voter Reg-
istration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.), as
amended by this section.

(m) INAPPLICABILITY OF PAPERWORK REDUC-
TION AcT.—Subchapter I of chapter 35 of title 44
(commonly referred to as the ‘‘Paperwork Re-
duction Act’’) shall not apply with respect to
the development or modification of voter reg-
istration materials under the National Voter
Registration Act of 1993 (52 U.S.C. 20501 et seq.),
as amended by this section, including the devel-
opment or modification of any voter registration
application forms.

(m) DUTY OF SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECU-
RITY TO NOTIFY ELECTION OFFICIALS OF NATU-
RALIZATION.—Upon receiving information that
an individual has become a naturalized citizen
of the United States, the Secretary of Homeland
Security shall promptly provide notice of such
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information to the appropriate chief election of-
ficial of the State in which such individual is
domiciled.

(0) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING PROVI-
SIONAL BALLOTS.—Nothing in this section or in
any amendment made by this section may be
construed to supercede, restrict, or otherwise af-
fect the ability of an individual to cast a provi-
sional ballot in an election for Federal office or
to have the ballot counted in the election if the
individual is verified as a citizen of the United
States pursuant to section 8(j) of the National
Voter Registration Act of 1993 (as added by sub-
section (f)).

(p) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING EF-
FECT ON STATE EXEMPTIONS FROM OTHER FED-
ERAL LAWS.—Nothing in this section or in any
amendment made by this section may be con-
strued to affect the exemption of a State from
any requirement of any Federal law other than
the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (52
U.S.C. 20501 et seq.).

(q) EXCEPTION FOR ABSENT UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES VOTERS.—The requirements in this section
shall not apply with respect to an applicant
who is an absent uniformed services voter, as
defined in section 107(1) of the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (52
U.S.C. 20310(1)).

(r) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of this section,
and shall apply with respect to applications for
voter registration which are submitted on or
after such date.

SEC. 3. REQUIRING VOTERS TO PROVIDE PHOTO
IDENTIFICATION.

(a) REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE PHOTO IDENTI-
FICATION AS CONDITION OF CASTING BALLOT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Help America
Vote Act of 2002 (52 U.S.C. 21081 et seq.) is
amended by inserting after section 303 the fol-
lowing new section:

“SEC. 303A. PHOTO IDENTIFICATION REQUIRE-
MENTS.

“(a) PROVISION OF IDENTIFICATION REQUIRED
AS CONDITION OF CASTING BALLOT.—

‘(1) INDIVIDUALS VOTING IN PERSON.—

““(A) REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE IDENTIFICA-
TION.—Notwithstanding any other provision of
law and except as provided in subparagraph
(B), the appropriate State or local election offi-
cial may not provide a ballot for an election for
Federal office to an individual who desires to
vote in person unless the individual presents to
the official a valid physical photo identification.

“(B) AVAILABILITY OF PROVISIONAL BALLOT.—

‘““(¢i) IN GENERAL.—If an individual does not
present the identification required under sub-
paragraph (4), the individual shall be permitted
to cast a provisional ballot with respect to the
election under section 302(a), except that the ap-
propriate State or local election official may not
make a determination under section 302(a)(4)
that the individual is eligible under State law to
vote in the election unless, not later than 3 days
after casting the provisional ballot, the indi-
vidual presents to the official—

‘(1) the identification required under sub-
paragraph (A); or

“(II) an affidavit developed and made avail-
able to the individual by the State attesting that
the individual does mot possess the identifica-
tion required under subparagraph (A) because
the individual has a religious objection to being
photographed.

‘(i) NO EFFECT ON OTHER PROVISIONAL BAL-
LOTING RULES.—Nothing in clause (i) may be
construed to apply to the casting of a provi-
sional ballot pursuant to section 302(a) or any
State law for reasons other than the failure to
present the identification required under Sub-
paragraph (A).

““(2) INDIVIDUALS VOTING OTHER THAN IN PER-
SON.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law and except as provided in sub-
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paragraph (B), the appropriate State or local
election official may mot accept any ballot for
an election for Federal office provided by an in-
dividual who votes other than in person unless
the individual submits with the ballot—

“(i) a copy of a valid photo identification; or

““(ii) the last four digits of the individual’s So-
cial Security number and an affidavit developed
and made available to the individual by the
State attesting that the individual is unable to
obtain a copy of a wvalid photo identification
after making reasonable efforts to obtain such a
copy.

‘““(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Subparagraph (A) does
not apply with respect to a ballot provided by—

“(i1) an absent uniformed services voter, as de-
fined in section 107(1) of the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizcens Absentee Voting Act (52
U.S.C. 20310(1)); or

“(ii) an individual provided the right to vote
otherwise than in person under section
3(b)(2)(B)(ii) of the Voting Accessibility for the
Elderly and Handicapped Act (52 U.S.C.
20102(b)(2)(B)(ii)).” .

“(b) PROVIDING PUBLIC ACCESS TO DIGITAL
IMAGING DEVICES.—With respect to each State,
the appropriate State or local government offi-
cial of the State shall ensure, to the extent prac-
ticable, public access to a digital imaging device,
which shall include a printer, copier, image
scanner, or multifunction machine, at State and
local government buildings in the State, includ-
ing courts, libraries, and police stations, for the
purpose of allowing individuals to use such a
device at no cost to the individual to make a
copy of a valid photo identification.

“(c) VALID PHOTO IDENTIFICATIONS DE-
SCRIBED.—For purposes of this section, a ‘valid
photo identification’ means, with respect to an
individual who seeks to vote in a State, any of
the following:

‘(1) A valid State-issued motor vehicle driver’s
license that includes a photo of the individual
and an expiration date.

“2) A wvalid State-issued identification card
that includes a photo of the individual and an
expiration date issued by a State motor vehicle
authority.

“(3) A valid United States passport for the in-
dividual.

“(4) A valid military identification for the in-
dividual.

“(5) A valid identification document issued by
a Tribal govermment that includes a photo of
the individual and an expiration date.

“(d) NOTIFICATION OF IDENTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENT TO APPLICANTS FOR VOTER REG-
ISTRATION.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall ensure
that, at the time an individual applies to reg-
ister to vote in elections for Federal office in the
State, the appropriate State or local election of-
ficial notifies the individual of the photo identi-
fication requirements of this section.

““(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR INDIVIDUALS APPLYING
TO REGISTER TO VOTE ONLINE.—Each State shall
ensure that, in the case of an individual who
applies to register to vote in elections for Fed-
eral office in the State online, the online voter
registration system notifies the individual of the
photo identification requirements of this section
before the individual completes the online reg-
istration process.

‘““(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take
effect on the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, and shall apply with respect to elections
for Federal office held on or after such date.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con-
tents of such Act is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 303 the following
new item:

‘“Sec. 303A. Photo identification
ments.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATING TO
VOLUNTARY GUIDANCE BY ELECTION ASSISTANCE
CoMMISSION.—Section 311(b) of such Act (52
U.S.C. 21101(b)) is amended—

require-
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(1) by striking “‘and’ at the end of paragraph

2),
()(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (3) and inserting “‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘““(4) in the case of the recommendations with
respect to section 3034, October 1, 2025..

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATING TO
ENFORCEMENT.—Section 401 of such Act (52
U.S.C. 21111) is amended by striking ‘‘sections
301, 302, 303, and 304’ and inserting ‘‘subtitle A
of title I1I"’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of this section,
and shall apply with respect to elections for
Federal office held on or after such date.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, is debatable for 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on House Administra-
tion or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
STEIL) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MORELLE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEIL. 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 additional material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1383, the SAVE America Act. I thank
my colleague, CHIP RoY, for his work
on this bill, as well as my colleagues on
the Committee on House Administra-
tion.

Today, Mr. Speaker, we have an op-
portunity to move forward with elec-
tion integrity and to regain the trust
of the American people in the way that
we operate our elections.

The SAVE America Act has two key
principles, both of which are common
sense. The individuals who want to
vote in U.S. elections should be U.S.
citizens, and we should have a proof of
citizenship when individuals register to
vote. The second principle is that indi-
viduals when they vote show voter ID.
Both of these are commonsense prin-
ciples.

We know there are some on the other
side of the aisle who want noncitizens
to vote in our elections. In fact, we
could just look at our Nation’s Capital,
which allows noncitizens to vote under
current law in municipal elections.

I am of the view that U.S. elections
should be for U.S. citizens only and
that we should be proving that citizen-
ship at the point in time that an indi-
vidual registers to vote.

We should also be showing voter ID
when we go to vote. This is a common-
sense principle. The American people
know that they need to show photo
identification when they board an air-
plane, open a bank account, or buy a
six-pack of beer.
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I am often reminded of a debate we
had at committee, and then I flew
home to my home State of Wisconsin.
I went to go buy a six-pack of beer. The
clerk recognized me and said: Hi,
BRYAN. I said: How are you doing? She
said: I need to see your ID. I handed
over my ID. She confirmed it and al-
lowed me to buy the beer.

I think it is nuts that we protect our
beer in this country more than our bal-
lots in jurisdictions. This is our oppor-
tunity, Mr. Speaker, to change that, to
instill significant election integrity.

Before I close, let me say that during
this debate today, we are likely to hear
all sorts of comments from my col-
leagues on the left. They will make ar-
guments about disenfranchisement.
They will use terms like “‘Jim Crow
2.0.” T remind everyone watching to re-
flect back on the same language that
was used when Georgia instituted elec-
tion integrity provisions in 2021.

We can actually look, because the
State of Georgia has operated two sig-
nificant elections since then, and voter
participation remained high. The Uni-
versity of Georgia conducted a signifi-
cant survey to determine how people
experienced the election in the State of
Georgia. What they found was that
people had a positive experience in how
that election was conducted across all
key demographic groups. The survey
found statistically zero percent of
Blacks had a poor or negative voting
experience in the State of Georgia.

Making sure that it is easy to vote
and hard to cheat is a core principle.
As we instill election integrity in our
system, we will see more people par-
ticipating because they will have faith
in our elections.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote in favor of S. 1383, the
SAVE America Act, and I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I stand here not just in strong opposi-
tion to this bill but in strong opposi-
tion to recent efforts by this adminis-
tration to take over, literally take
over American elections—but not just
any American election, this American
election, the one that is happening
now. Ballots have already been mailed
overseas to military voters for several
State primaries.

I am opposed to this bill and any ef-
fort by the President of the United
States to nationalize a Federal elec-
tion for partisan purposes because I be-
lieve in this country. I ardently, fierce-
ly believe that the United States, the
shining city on a hill, represents the
best humanity has to offer.

I believe the United States should, it
must, stand in defense of and on behalf
of every single American. Our Republic
was founded on the simple yet revolu-
tionary idea that our American govern-
ment derives its power from the con-
sent of the governed, from the votes of
the people. Yet achieving that idea has
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required struggle over generations and
generations.

With the Reconstruction Amend-
ments, since the 19th Amendment,
America expanded its right to vote.
Americans have defended this right
against efforts to restrict access to the
ballot, to pull back from history’s
progress.

Congress has repeatedly affirmed and
defended the ability for every Amer-
ican to participate in our elections, in-
cluding through the passage of the his-
toric Voting Rights Act of 1965.

The principle of government with the
consent of the governed is why we are
all here today. The principle is what we
swore an oath to defend, but this Re-
publican majority has made a sharp
turn away from that sacred principle.

This bill which we are considering
today represents a betrayal of every
representative principle of this coun-
try. Passage of this bill, support for it
from within this Chamber would be a
tacit endorsement of a broader omi-
nous, dangerous agenda.

The SAVE America Act is not an iso-
lated piece of policy. It is part of a con-
certed effort by the Republican Party’s
leadership and this administration,
this President, to centralize partisan
power over American elections, to di-
minish the authority of American
States, to once again stoke fear and
mistrust of immigrants and in our elec-
toral system, all for the partisan gain
of Speaker JOHNSON and the White
House this November.

Just days ago, President Trump pub-
licly called on Republicans to take
over, to nationalize voting across the
country. This is not hyperbole. This is
not hysteria. These are his words.

It should not surprise anyone that
the SAVE America Act would require
States to provide sensitive personal
voter data to Kristi Noem’s Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, to send
your personal data directly to the Fed-
eral Government, to directly invade
your privacy, your family’s privacy.

Why does the President want to send
your information to DHS? Why does he
want to take over this election? Why
would he advocate for Republican con-
trol of Federal elections, a direct af-
front to the United States’ Constitu-
tion?

Because he knows that without such
drastic action, Republicans will lose
the midterm elections in 9 months.

Just look at recent election results
in Virginia. I know the President has.
Look at them in New Jersey. Look at
them in Texas.

Americans know that everything in
this country has gotten more expensive
under this administration, so it should
be no surprise that this bill would
make voting more expensive. Pass-
ports, which millions of Americans
don’t have but would need to register
to vote, cost $130.

But beyond the cost, these Repub-
lican efforts to nationalize how we vote
have nothing to do with safeguarding
our elections. Instead, they threaten
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the very fabric of American self-gov-
ernment.

Now, ensuring the integrity of elec-
tions is not only legitimate, it is Amer-
ican. But integrity is achieved through
the rule of law, through adherence to
our constitution, through trust in the
American people, of the electorate.

The security of our elections is not
advanced, however, by a Department of
Justice under Attorney General Bondi
that sends an extraordinarily extor-
tionate letter to Minnesota officials.

She suggested violence by Federal
agents in the Twin Cities would only
end if Minnesota just turned over sen-
sitive voter data to the Federal Gov-
ernment, violating your privacy, de-
manding your information at the bar-
rel of a Border Patrol rifle, the same
data the SAVE America Act would
force every State in this Nation to sur-
render.

This letter, the President’s rhetoric,
their push for Americans’ personal
voter data, none of this can be divorced
from the legislative push we see here
today. We all know why.

The SAVE America Act is part of a
comprehensive Republican strategy to
cement power this year. Speaker JOHN-
SON wants to make it harder for Ameri-
cans to vote and easier for Washington
Republicans to control how elections
are run.

Let us not forget that elections in
this country are administered by
clerks, by secretaries of State, and by
commissions and bipartisan boards
chosen by citizens in every single com-
munity in America. They are not run
out of the oval office. They are not dic-
tated by partisan interests.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
oppose the SAVE America Act. I im-
plore them to reject efforts that would
centralize control in the hands of Don-
ald Trump, Pam Bondi, or Kristi Noem
over how Americans vote, over who is
allowed to vote.

Most of all, I urge this Chamber to
reaffirm its commitment to the funda-
mental democratic principles that all
eligible citizens should have the oppor-
tunity to participate in free, fair, and
secure elections without unnecessary
burdens and without partisan inter-
ference.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge defeat of
this bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER), a leader on this
legislation and a member of the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, the SAVE America Act ensures that
only American citizens vote in Amer-
ican elections. This should be the easi-
est ‘‘yes’ vote this year.

The American people want the SAVE
America Act. Mr. Speaker, 83 percent
of adults support requiring a photo ID
to vote, as do 73 percent of Democrat
voters.

Democrat politicians standing here
today oppose it, just as they have op-
posed every election integrity measure.
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Democrats cannot win on their ideas
because their agenda has made life
harder for American families.

The Democratic Party knows that
cheating is their only path to victory.
Their goal is to replace the votes of
American citizens with those of illegal
aliens.

House Republicans are standing up
for the American people here today.

Congress has a responsibility to pro-
tect the integrity of our elections. The
SAVE America Act upholds that duty.

I urge my colleagues to listen to the
American people and vote ‘yes.”
America is watching.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I would
ask Mrs. MILLER: Do 80 percent of
Americans want the Department of
Homeland Security and ICE to have
your personal, private information and
data? I think not.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Alabama (Ms. SE-
WELL), a member of the House Adminis-
tration Committee.

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to Trump’s voter
suppression bill. In recent months,
President Trump’s attempts to inter-
fere in the midterm elections have be-
come more brazen and alarming day by
day.

We have seen State legislators re-
draw maps to benefit Republicans. We
have seen the FBI raid an election of-
fice and seize ballots in Georgia. Most
recently, President Trump threatened
a Federal takeover of our election in
clear violation of the Constitution.

This week, Trump’s efforts to rig the
elections have made their way to Con-
gress where Republicans are pushing
this piece of legislation, which will
block millions of voters from casting
their ballots.

Let us be clear. This is not a voter ID
bill. It is a voter suppression bill, plain
and simple.

This bill is so extreme that even your
driver’s license would be insufficient to
register to vote. Instead, Americans
would be required to present their
birth certificate or their passport.

The reality is that half of Americans
do not have a passport. Get this: This
bill also requires States to turn over
personal identifiable information to
the Department of Homeland Security,
the same Department whose rogue
agents are responsible for the deaths of
two American citizens in Minnesota.
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Here is the truth: Under this bill,
tens of millions of eligible American
voters will be blocked from casting
their ballots. It is simply unacceptable
and un-American.

The ability of voters to choose their
leaders is foundational to our democ-
racy. It is a freedom that generations
of Americans have fought, bled, and
marched for, many in my hometown of
Selma, Alabama.

We know that it is so important that
we safeguard these important truths.
Our freedom is under assault. Make no
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mistake, Republicans know that their
policies are failing, that prices are
going up, that jobs are going away,
that healthcare is being slashed, and
that the American people are strug-
gling to make ends meet.

Republicans know that they cannot
win on the merits, so rather than
changing their policies, they are seek-
ing to change the rules.

John Lewis was not bludgeoned on a
bridge in my hometown for the Repub-
licans and Donald Trump to take these
freedoms away from us. This is a bla-
tant power grab, and Democrats will
not stand for it.

Vote ‘“‘no” on this disastrous legisla-
tion.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. BURCHETT) to speak on the
bill.

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, the
SAVE America Act will block illegal
immigrants and noncitizens from vot-
ing.

Unfortunately, there is a lot of mis-
information out there being spread by
the media and my friends across the
aisle. House Republicans and President
Trump want to protect the ballot box
and ensure integrity in our elections
across this great country.

Only U.S. citizens should participate
in the election process. The laws we
create in Congress affect all Ameri-
cans, and Americans should be the ones
who select their leaders.

This SAVE America Act puts in place
safeguards, Mr. Speaker, to prevent
noncitizens from abusing our demo-
cratic process. United States citizens
should be the people choosing our
elected leaders, not illegal immigrants.

I am not a drinker. Everybody knows
that. But I know if I go to Weigel’s in
Knoxville, Tennessee, down on the cor-
ner of Emory Road and Tazewell Pike,
and I go in there to buy a six-pack or
a can of Skoal or a scratch-off, then I
have to produce an ID.

Mr. Speaker, when you purchase a
firearm, when you board a plane, and
when you open a bank account, if I put
$100 in the bank and right then ask for
$20 of it back, I have to show a dadgum
ID.

Why can’t you vote for an elected of-
ficial without one, Mr. Speaker?

This legislation codifies President
Trump’s executive action to secure our
voter registration process, which has
been a key platform of President
Trump this term.

Democrats are lying, Mr. Speaker,
saying this bill prevents minorities
from registering to vote. It protects
their vote. It protects every American
citizen’s vote. It disgusts me, and,
frankly, I find it racist to assume that
minorities cannot obtain an ID.

We need to have the guts to stand up
and protect our dadgum election, Mr.
Speaker, and that means we need to
pass the SAVE America Act.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I have
great respect for the gentleman from
Tennessee, but I do want to inform him
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that actually current Federal law pre-
vents noncitizens from voting in Fed-
eral elections, so he may want to look
that up.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
TORRES), who is a member of the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Mr.
Speaker, let’s stop pretending the
SAVE America Act is about election
security because it is not. This bill is
about power and silencing Americans.
Republicans don’t want voting. Thou-
sands of Americans are protesting,
demonstrating against the policies of
this administration.

Republicans know that they will lose
the midterms.

The President asked them to cancel
the election, and guess what, Mr.
Speaker, this bill is the next best thing
to that. This is a show-your-papers
mandate to disqualify Americans who
oppose their evil agenda. Americans
would have to appear in person and
present a passport or birth certificate
just to register, and again, every single
time they update their registration,
every time they move, if they get mar-
ried, if they get divorced, blah, blah,
blah.

Here is whom it will hurt: the more
than 140 million Americans who don’t
have a passport, including Republicans,
by the way.

As many as 69 million women who
follow the traditional practice of
changing their name after marriage do
not have a birth certificate that
matches their legal name. Republicans
know this and want to use that misin-
formation to block them from voting.

This bill would eliminate the voter
registration methods that over 90 per-
cent of Americans rely on, including
online, mail-in, and DMV registration.

In rural areas, Americans would be
forced to drive 7 or 8 hours round trip
just to show documents, and they
would have to do it every single time
they move.

When Kansas tried a similar law,
32,000 eligible citizens were blocked
from registering. Zero noncitizens were
found because election officials had al-
ready verified their eligibility.

Republicans call this voter ID. This
is voter suppression. When they can’t
win on ideas, they try to win by block-
ing the ballot and taxing our right to
vote.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no” on this attack on our democ-
racy.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. LUNA).

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues are spending a lot of time lec-
turing the American people on how
this is going to require them to show
their papers. Last time I checked, dur-
ing COVID they demanded that if you
simply wanted to go to a funeral, be
with your loved one while they are
dying, or get married, then you have to
show your papers. In fact, in New York
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City, Mr. Speaker, they were literally
asking you for your COVID passport.

Yet the SAVE America Act, a com-
monsense piece of legislation that re-
quires two things, voter ID, plus proof
of citizenship, is being labeled by peo-
ple in the Senate and people in this
very Chamber as Jim Crow-era laws.

Let me remind the American people
of history. It was the Democratic
Party who championed the Jim Crow-
era laws. And this is the farthest thing
from it. In fact, Mr. Speaker, if you are
doing that, then you are insulting over
70 percent of your voters, Democrats,
who believe that voter ID is the best
way to secure an election.

Then we have the argument that we
have from BlueAnons saying that
Trump is trying to steal the election,
and orange man bad, and this is some-
how going to fix the midterms. How-
ever, the fact is that if we are going to
play that game, then you would want
voter ID and you would want to secure
the elections.

So please support this legislation.

I do not believe that Barack Obama
in showing his voter ID was engaging
in Jim Crow-era law or pushing that
type of perspective. And for the same
people who are advocating saying that
Kristi Noem and ICE will demand your
personal information and you will be
under surveillance, might I remind
them that they actually all authorized
the reauthorization of FISA,
unreformed, that violated our constitu-
tional rights.

This is pretty simple. If you are not
an American, Mr. Speaker, then you do
not get to vote in our elections. This
not a free-for-all country. A majority
of Americans support this. A majority
of the world has voter ID in place. It is
not racist.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my col-
leagues and the House Administration
Committee for doing this. I support all
of my colleagues, and I urge them to
vote for this piece of legislation.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JOHNSON), who is a fellow
member of the House Administration
Committee.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
many of my colleagues have said that
this bill, the SAVE America Act, and
the constant attempts by Republicans
to clamp down on voter fraud solves a
problem that doesn’t exist. I couldn’t
disagree more.

The problem is that Republicans are
losing at the ballot box. They are los-
ing young voters, voters of color, and
women. So there is a problem, that no
one is buying into Republican ideas
and policies and the only solution is for
Republicans to engage in a coordinated
effort to silence the American people.

They want to stop people from exer-
cising their most fundamental con-
stitutional right, the right to vote. The
SAVE America Act doesn’t save any-
thing. Instead, it continues to restrict
access to the ballot box, imposing a
modern-day poll tax and a dangerous
show-your-papers mandate.
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Under this bill, Americans would be
required to appear in person or by
mail, just hoping that the elections
clerk accepts their documentation, and
present either a passport or a birth cer-
tificate to register to vote, and every
single time they want to cast a ballot.
A passport costs $150, and a copy of a
birth certificate could cost up to $60.
Many Americans simply can’t afford to
purchase these documents. Those re-
quirements constitute a poll tax.

The reality is that one-half of Ameri-
cans, more than 140 million citizens,
don’t have a valid passport, and as
many as 69 million women who have
taken their spouse’s name do not have
a birth certificate matching their legal
name. Because this legislation has a re-
quirement to show documents, this leg-
islation would eliminate online voter
registration.

I want to be very clear. This is how
people give up. They quit trying to reg-
ister to vote, and that results in them
not voting, and their voices not being
heard. That is the intent of what is
going on here. None of this is about
election integrity or protecting the
ballot box.

When Republicans come to this floor
to talk in front of the cameras, they
say it is about this, but it is blatantly
lying to the American people.

Our job in Congress is to make it
easy for people to participate in our de-
mocracy, to make it easy for people to
vote and not make it harder.

The bottom line is simple. The SAVE
America Act and the countless number
of other efforts Republicans are push-
ing will deny millions of Americans
their right to vote.
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Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. TENNEY), the founder and
chair of the Election Integrity Caucus.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
first address a comment by the ranking
member, Mr. MORELLE. We both hail
from New York. He is a dear friend, but
I just want to point out something.

New York City Democrats actually
put up a bill to allow noncitizens to
vote in their elections. Our far-left
leaning—and I think you can argue
that very easily—Court of Appeals,
New York’s highest court, actually
turned that down and said: No, only
citizens can vote in our elections. That
is New York State law, and that is our
national law.

I just want to make sure that that
was your response to Mr. BURCHETT to
make sure you understood that we
have addressed this in New York, and
we have established that only citizens
can vote. We want to make sure we se-
cure the ballot and know that citizen-
ship in this country has value.

There is nothing more profound or
important for the preservation of our
constitutional Republic and to keep
the power in ‘‘we the people’ than the
sacred right to vote.

Democrats have continuously under-
mined election integrity, sowing the

February 11, 2026

seeds of mistrust with mail-in ballots,
failing to provide ID, not proving that
there is, indeed, one citizen, one vote.

This bill merely requires that you
prove that you are a citizen and that
we secure the ballot by knowing that
there is one citizen, one vote.

As the cofounder and the chair of the
Election Integrity Caucus, I would love
to see every legal citizen vote in every
election. I know I have as a proud
American citizen.

Consider this situation: If you discov-
ered that you had won the lottery, only
to find out that a cartel member had
perfectly replicated your winning lot-
tery ticket and it was worth, let’s just
say, $200 million, maybe even $50 mil-
lion, and you went to go turn in your
ticket, but somebody else without a
valid ID stole your identity and took
your money, you would probably argue
that we should have a valid voter ID.

I only wish that Americans would
value their right to vote, as simple as
it is, and to recognize that important
act of voting as important to pre-
serving our country, our Republic, and
keeping power, again, in ‘‘we the peo-
ple.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 15 seconds to the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, a secure
valid ID system is the only way to en-
sure one citizen/one vote.

I urge all of my colleagues to join the
Election Integrity Caucus and stand
for election integrity and make sure
that every citizen eligible to vote votes
in every election.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE).

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, here we go again. Donald Trump
lost the 2020 election. He is aggrieved
about that, and so now he is peddling
claims of fraud as a pretext to take
over our elections and disenfranchise
millions.

He tried to extort Minnesota into
handing over their voter files. Fulton
County was raided. He has sued Wis-
consin and other States for their voter
data. This bill would provide Kristi
Noem access to all the voter files in
every State and upend the authority
and the independence of States and
counties.

Why? It is so they can rig the elec-
tions and save Republicans. We have to
reject the so-called SAVE America Act
and save our free and fair elections and
save our democracy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DESJARLAIS). Members are reminded to
refrain from engaging in personalities
toward the President.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FINE).

Mr. FINE. Mr. Speaker, sometimes in
this room I feel like I am in the twi-
light zone. We are hearing that the
world is going to end, but Americans
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need to understand that this bill does
two and only two things. By the way,
these are things that we already do in
Florida today, and we don’t have issues
with our elections.

Number one, it says you have to show
a photo ID in order to vote. This is
something that people overwhelmingly
support because we have to do it in
every aspect of our lives.

Second, it says you should have to
prove you are a citizen in order to reg-
ister.

Now, the argument that is made
against these things is it is somehow
racist to require them. What I find re-
pulsive about that argument is it is
racist to imply that minority commu-
nities somehow don’t have the ability
to go and get a photo ID, somehow
don’t have documentation to prove
that they are an American. I have
talked to my constituents about this,
and they are aghast at the idea that
anyone would make this claim.

Now, look, this is a real issue. In
Florida, I worked on a bill when I was
in the legislature where people would
call who had been accidentally put on
jury duty and say: Hey, I don’t know
how I got registered to vote, but I am
not an American. We had to take them
off jury duty. Democrats opposed our
efforts even there to clean up the rolls.

There is nothing we have more im-
portant to do here than to make sure
that Americans are confident in our
elections and the results that they
achieve, particularly with the kind of
heated rhetoric that we say here.

Why do they oppose it? There is one
simple reason: It is because they want
to cheat. We pass this bill, we clean up
our elections, and we make sure that
Americans can have confidence in not
only what we do here but in the elec-
tions that we are going to have this
November.

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

Mr. Speaker, I do want to say my dis-
tinguished colleague from Florida con-
veniently left out one part of what this
bill does, which is to share your per-
sonal, private data with the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

From this point forward, if this bill
were to become law, every single per-
son, when they register to vote, all
their data will be sent to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security—not the
department of elections, not some
other department that has control over
the election process—the Department
of Homeland Security, which includes
ICE, whose people have now Kkilled
American citizens on American streets.

If that is what Americans want—I am
pretty sure Americans do not want
that. Somehow the gentleman forgot to
mention that that is what this bill
does.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CORREA).

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, in Cali-
fornia when you register to vote, you
do so under penalty of perjury. Then
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they cross-check your information to
make sure that you are eligible. Then
we have a very active district attorney
in Orange County that says if you vio-
lated this under penalty of perjury, we
are going down on you.

Instead, I would ask my friends, my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle: Let’s do everything we can to
make sure that every eligible Amer-
ican actually votes.

Why would you take away the right
of a veteran to vote, of a senior to vote,
of somebody in the military to vote?
Let’s go the other way.

Democracy is stronger when we have
stronger participation. Vote ‘“‘no,” and
let’s move on with democracy.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. ROSE).

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the SAVE America
Act because nothing matters more
than securing our elections. Our Re-
public depends on it.

Free, fair, and honest elections
unmoored by fraud or suspicion are
fundamental to our constitutional Re-
public. The right of citizens to have
their votes properly counted without
illegal dilution is vital to determining
the rightful winner.

This legislation is straightforward. It
requires proof of citizenship for voter
registration and voter ID for Federal
elections. It ensures only American
citizens participate in American elec-
tions and provides States with tools to
determine and verify the citizenship
and maintain accurate voter rolls.

There is only one reason not to pass
this, and we all know what that is.
Some in this Chamber oppose anything
that interferes with their effort to con-
trol elections and consolidate power.

Congressional Democrats sat silent
as the Biden administration allowed
millions of illegal immigrants into the
United States. I fear the intention was
to garner votes. However, my col-
leagues across the aisle now have an
opportunity to prove me wrong by sup-
porting this widely popular legislation.

The SAVE America Act reinforces
that voting is a right only of citizens,
not just anyone within our borders. Op-
position to this act makes sense in
that context, but that is precisely why
we must pass it.

We have a duty to the American peo-
ple to preserve their voice, protect
their vote, and secure their sov-
ereignty, and we must save the Repub-
lic from forces that would undermine
our most sacred democratic institu-
tion. I urge my colleagues to pass the
SAVE America Act.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I do think the only peo-
ple in America who are confused about
American citizens being the only peo-
ple voting in Federal elections are my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle. I think most Americans get that,
which is why we see no evidence of the
widespread fraud that they keep talk-
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ing about, talking about a solution des-
perately in search of a problem.

I yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms. WIL-
LIAMS).
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Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, the SAVE America Act is
back before the House today, and right
along with it is yet another attempt at
voter suppression. It is no coincidence
that this is happening right before the
midterm elections.

In January, the FBI raided the Ful-
ton County election office, my home
county, where I am a voter. That raid
was a bold attempt to intimidate vot-
ers in the Fighting Fifth.

The SAVE America Act is just an-
other part of a scheme by House Re-
publicans and the Trump administra-
tion to take over our elections.

Atlanta’s civil rights leaders, like my
predecessor, the late Congressman
John Lewis, faced one of the bloodiest
battles over our right to vote.

The SAVE America Act will make it
harder for millions of Americans to get
registered to vote by requiring in-per-
son registration at election offices—
government offices with government
hours. This is a burden for caregivers
and any hardworking American with a
9-to-5 job.

The SAVE America Act is an un-
funded mandate to silence voters. The
goal of this bill is voter suppression,
plain and simple.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no” on this terrible bill.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), the House major-
ity leader, to speak on the bill.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘let the
good times roll”’; ‘‘laissez les bons
temps rouler.”

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from
Wisconsin for yielding, and I thank
CHIP ROY for bringing the SAVE Amer-
ica Act to the House floor.

This is a bill that is critically impor-
tant to one of the most precious fran-
chises in America, and that is the sa-
cred right to vote, the right that so
many gave their lives to preserve, to
allow to pass on to our next genera-
tion.

The importance of that vote is even
more underscored when you recognize
that, yes, there have been times where
people have stolen your vote, Mr.
Speaker. That veteran who was talked
about deserves the right to vote. If
somebody votes illegally, Mr. Speaker,
they are stealing that veteran’s vote.
They are stealing your vote. They are
stealing everybody’s votes if we allow
people who aren’t legally eligible to
vote to participate in elections.

How can you best preserve that? One
way is that, when you are registering
to vote, you have to prove citizenship.
It is in this bill. Another way is when
you go to vote, you just have to show
your ID.

This is not some convoluted idea, Mr.
Speaker. You hear the other side talk-
ing about it as the end of the world.
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Their own leaders have referred to it as
“Jim Crow.”

It is not the first time that they have
used that phrase. They used that when
the State of Georgia put an ID require-
ment on voting. They said it was going
to be horrible and take away people’s
rights. It was going to disenfranchise
minority voters, Mr. Speaker. That is
what they said, but then what hap-
pened? We have actually got history to
go look at.

After Georgia passed that law that
was called every ridiculous name in the
book, what we saw was record partici-
pation in elections. You actually had
the University of Georgia that went
and asked voters after that election,
and a whopping zero percent, Mr.
Speaker, of Black voters said they had
a poor experience going to the ballot.
Over 72 percent said they had an excel-
lent experience at the ballot. Then, you
could go further.

By the way, the American people get
this. They understand that there are
examples of voter fraud. I come from a
State where our elections commis-
sioner went to jail—yes, went to Fed-
eral prison—for stealing elections. We
cleaned up our election system in our
State. We have seen an increase in
voter participation.

Why? Again, they would tell you if
you actually increased the integrity of
elections by requiring picture ID that
somehow it is going to suppress votes,
but the opposite happens, Mr. Speaker.
What really does happen is that voters
now have confidence in the sanctity of
elections. More people will participate
because they know that somebody is
not going to be stealing their vote by
showing up when they are not supposed
to be there, just by requiring a picture
ID.

Americans have been asked about
this. An overwhelming 83 percent of
Americans are in favor of requiring a
photo ID to vote. That is not Repub-
licans. That is all across the spectrum.
Over 70 percent of Democrats support
picture ID, 82 percent of Hispanic
Americans support picture ID to vote,
and 76 percent of Black Americans sup-
port a picture ID to vote.

If they still want to lie to people on
the other side, Mr. Speaker, if they
still want to try to scare people and
talk about Jim Crow, then you might
want to ask those same people why the
Democratic Party at their convention
just in 2024 required photo ID to get in.
You couldn’t get into the Democratic
convention without showing a photo
ID. If they want to call it Jim Crow,
they need to look in the mirror, Mr.
Speaker.

If you want to ensure the sanctity of
the vote, the SAVE America Act does
that. You will see higher participation
because Americans across all spec-
trums—Black, White, Hispanic, Repub-
lican, Democrat, Independent—will
know that there is a higher likelihood
that nobody there is showing up ille-
gally to steal your vote if you have the
right to vote.
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One person, one vote—that is the
mantra that we all ought to embrace.
The SAVE America Act gets us back to
that great franchise of American de-
mocracy, and that is the right to vote.

Mr. Speaker, I urge everybody to
pass this bill over to the Senate and
then the Senate to get it to President
Trump’s desk so we can strengthen
American democracy.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 123 min-
utes remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, I will comment that we
have heard repeatedly that one person
who is a non-U.S. citizen voting is too
many. I agree. We have laws to prevent
it. How many people is it okay to deny,
U.S. citizens, who want to participate
in the right to vote? To me, that would
be the greater evil.

We have 80 million Americans—
voter-eligible U.S. citizens—who didn’t
vote in the last Presidential election.
Isn’t that astonishing? It is a big num-
ber, so it is hard to get your head
around it. Righty million Americans
didn’t participate.

I am not saying that is anyone’s
fault, but I am saying this: Our com-
mittee and our House should be focused
on how we increase voter participation.
How do we make it so that more people
feel as though they should engage?

That is the only way we will get to
the true promise of American democ-
racy, when all 244 million Americans
who are U.S. citizens participate in our
elections. We should be doing every-
thing we can to make it easy for those
people. It is their God-given right, an
inalienable right, as we often say.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. RAMI-
REZ).

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, as I
hear my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle, what I hear is the same rac-
ist, misogynistic trash, different dec-
ade.

Republicans are invoking historical
policies intended, let’s be clear, to dis-
enfranchise Americans, especially
working people, women, students, in-
digenous people, and anyone who can’t
afford the burden of a new bill.

The SAVE America Act is yet an-
other Republican attempt to intimi-
date and suppress the votes of anyone
who threatens their extremist, white
supremacist agenda.

Don’t take my word for it. Just look
for the threats that surround the polls,
the gun-wielding masked men. It will
become clear to you that Trump and
Republicans want to control who votes
s0 they can remain in power.

That is not democracy. That is de-
stroying free, fair elections. It is just
another page from the authoritarian
playbook, and we must have the moral
clarity in this place to stand against it,
just like our ancestors did.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill and to vote with
moral clarity.
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Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has 14% min-
utes remaining.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. CARTER).
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong and

unapologetic support of the SAVE
America Act, legislation that defends
the integrity of our elections and
makes one principle perfectly clear:
U.S. elections are for U.S. citizens
only.

This is not extreme. It is common
sense. Citizenship matters. Sovereignty
matters. Americans alone must decide
America’s future.

Yet radical Democrats have aban-
doned the standard. New York City has
allowed noncitizens to vote in local
elections. Washington, D.C., has done
the same, granting political power to
foreign nationals in the Capital of our
Nation.

Georgia’s own Senator JOHN OSSOFF,
who once said that voter ID was right
and appropriate, now supports his
party reframing it as voter suppres-
sion.

The law didn’t change. Public opin-
ion didn’t change. What changed was
he and other Democrat politicians like
him realized that illegal immigrants
could no longer vote to keep Demo-
crats in office.

They oppose this bill because it chips
away at their voting base, plain and
simple. For years, conservatives
warned that this was the radical left’s
goal, and we were mocked for it.

That is exactly what Democrats are
doing right now, fighting to allow ille-
gal aliens to vote. This is not only gro-
tesquely unjust, but it waters down the
meaning of American citizenship.

Mr. Speaker, by passing this bill, we
reaffirm a simple but sacred truth.
American elections belong to Ameri-
cans, no loopholes, no exceptions, no
apologies.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BELL).

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, we are de-
bating this bill because Donald Trump
is still trying to overturn an election
that he lost 6 years ago. Some in this
body are helping him do it.

The SAVE America Act is built on
the lie that the 2020 election was sto-
len. That lie has been investigated,
litigated, audited, and debunked over
and over again. Instead of accepting re-
ality, the authors of this bill are using
that lie as an excuse to take control of
our elections. This is not on the level.

Let’s be honest about where this is
coming from. It is coming from the
President himself. We are being asked
to trust Donald Trump and his allies
about elections while he is actively
trying to subvert them. That is dan-
gerous, and Congress should not be a
willing partner in it.
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Mr. Speaker, our democracy does not
need a takeover. It needs truth, and
this bill has none of it.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HARRIS).

Mr. HARRIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, what do airplanes, Costco, al-
cohol, tobacco, entering a nightclub,
and opening a checking account all
have in common? We have to show our
ID.

We require identification for every-
day activities. Why on Earth would we
not require it for something as sacred
as determining the future of this Re-
public?

When the SAVE America Act be-
comes the law of the land, three simple
things will be true:

Number one, everyone who shows up
to vote in a Federal election will have
to show their photo ID.

Number two, States will only reg-
ister American citizens to vote in Fed-
eral elections.

Number three, States will actually
have to remove noncitizens from the
voter rolls.

Every American—Republican, Demo-
crat, or unaffiliated—wants to know
that their vote counts and is not can-
celed out by someone who is here ille-
gally. This bill ensures just that.

The right to vote is precious, and the
SAVE Act restores confidence,
strengthens integrity, and protects the
voice of every lawful American citizen.
I am confident my colleagues in the
House will do the right thing and vote
to secure our elections.

I now address my colleagues in the
Senate.

Save America. Bring this bill to the
Senate floor to debate. They should
own their position in front of the
American people. They must use every
tool at their disposal, including the
talking filibuster, to ensure that this
bill makes it to the President Trump’s
desk.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot delay secur-
ing our elections and defending our Re-
public.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, one
other thing States are required to do is
States would be forced to give our per-
sonal information to the Department
of Homeland Security and ICE. Mr.
Speaker, that creates great, great con-
cern for Members on this side of the
aisle and I think the vast majority of
American citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SUBRAMANYAM).

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in strong opposition to the so-
called SAVE America Act.

The supporters of this bill claim that
undocumented immigrants are over-
running our elections and voting in
droves, but I will give an example of
the reality.

We actually did a study in Virginia of
all the election irregularities over 20
years. How many instances of nonciti-
zens voting do my colleagues think we
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found? We found zero. Another study
found it was pretty much nonexistent
between 1999 and 2023 in the United
States. They are solving a problem
that does not exist.

What this bill does do is it creates
other problems that make it harder to
vote. It undermines our democracy. It
makes it harder for military voters
who move a lot. It makes it harder for
families impacted by natural disasters
who lose documents. It makes it harder
for the nearly 70 million women who
have changed their name after mar-
riage and have a birth certificate that
no longer matches their voter IDs. It
also makes it harder for the half of
Americans who don’t have passports.

The President claims that this is just
an attempt to secure our elections. But
let’s be real. This is just another at-
tempt to tilt the electoral deck in his
favor.

If we want to make elections safer,
we should stop threatening to nation-
alize elections. Stop threatening to
have ICE at voting locations. Why
don’t we save America from this bill
and vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ARRINGTON), the chairman of the
Budget Committee.

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my dear friend from Wisconsin
for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, there is not a better ex-
ample of political expediency than my
Democrat colleagues opposing a voter
ID law on the grounds of States’ rights.

First, the Constitution is clear. Rules
for running elections have been dele-
gated to the States. But in that same
provision, the Constitution says Con-
gress may at any time alter the proc-
ess. I certainly think our Founding Fa-
thers would support strengthening the
integrity of our elections.

Democrats know this, Mr. Speaker.
They must think the American people,
though, have forgotten about their for
the politicians act in the 117th Con-
gress, where they basically codified a
COVID-era and fraud-ridden election
law. They included, ironically, prohib-
iting voter ID essentially. It also in-
cluded ballot harvesting, promoting
mass voting by mail, and taking tax-
payer dollars to fund political cam-
paigns.

Let’s be clear. Democrats believe
Congress has the power to ban voter ID
but not the power to require it. This
shouldn’t be controversial. Requiring
proof of citizenship to register and a
valid voter ID is as common sense as it
gets.

Mr. Speaker, American elections are
for American citizens. I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on the SAVE America Act.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 8% minutes
remaining.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I do want to just cor-
rect one thing. We certainly care about
States’ rights. We understand what the
Constitution says. What I am really
concerned about is people’s rights.

Every American should understand
this. I am going to say this again. The
SAVE America Act requires States to
surrender to DHS every American’s en-
tire information on the voter rolls.
This is their private and personal voter
information.

The SAVE America Act is a clear at-
tempt to nationalize elections by in-
volving Kristi Noem and the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, the rogue
department, into our elections.

I would ask people to go up and down
their streets. Knock on doors. Ask how
many of their neighbors think that is a
good idea.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2% minutes to
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts
(Ms. CLARK), the Democratic whip.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, let’s be clear here. Repub-
licans aren’t worried about noncitizens
voting. They are afraid of actual Amer-
ican citizens voting. Why? It is because
they are losing.

Among women they are losing by 10
points in the upcoming midterms be-
cause losing is what happens when my
colleagues tell people they are going to
tackle the high cost of living, and they
turn around and hike their healthcare
premiums. They hike grocery costs.
Also, billionaires can weasel out of
paying their fair share.

They are trying to say this is a voter
ID bill. That is not what is happening
here.

Let’s just look at a typical mom. My
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
must know some working mothers.

The ones I hear from across my dis-
trict and across this country are strug-
gling to put food on the table for their
kids. They work two jobs to try and
make ends meet. They are trying to
juggle getting their kids to school and
maybe catch an occasional game. They
fear they will never find childcare they
can afford. They pray nobody in the
family gets sick because they can’t af-
ford a doctor either.

O 1400

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are going
to say to those women that because
they got married and changed their
names, they have to go down to a clerk
and prove that they are citizens, sign
affidavits, and do this in person.

This is a minefield of red tape that
the majority has put in front of women
and American citizens and their right
to vote.

Thanks to the gentlewoman from
South Carolina (Ms. MACE), the so-
called champion of women and safe
places, this bill will now go into effect
immediately, which means that pri-
maries that are weeks from now, all of
these people are going to be met with
the fact that they didn’t have time or
know that they had to prove their citi-
zenship.
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Good luck voting, ladies.

As a kicker, the bill mandates that
every State turn over their voter rolls
to DHS and Kristi Noem.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is an outrage.
This is election rigging. This is voter
suppression.

The American people aren’t going to
stand for it, and nobody should vote for
it.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming (Ms. HAGEMAN).

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of S. 1383, the
SAVE America Act, which I am proud
to cosponsor and hope will pass the
House floor today.

I also note that I think it is
shockingly racist and sexist for my col-
leagues on the other side to believe
that we are not smart enough to figure
out how to get IDs. I can assure my
colleagues that we are, even if we get
married.

The SAVE America Act requires indi-
viduals to provide documented proof of
U.S. citizenship along with a valid
photo ID when registering to vote. This
commonsense legislation strengthens
election integrity through practical
measures, including voter ID require-
ments and safeguards to prevent non-
citizens from voting.

The SAVE America Act is particu-
larly important as we continue to ad-
dress the consequences of the Biden-
Harris border crisis, which led to mil-
lions of individuals entering the coun-
try unlawfully.

Secure elections are fundamental to
maintaining public confidence in our
democratic process. The State of Wyo-
ming has already taken steps to imple-
ment many of the reforms outlined in
this bill, demonstrating that securing
our elections must be a national pri-
ority.

I thank the bill’s sponsors, Rep-
resentative ROy and Senator LEE, as
well as Chairman STEIL, for their lead-
ership on this critical issue.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in voting in favor of the SAVE
America Act.

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

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the com-
ments of the gentlewoman from Wyo-
ming (Ms. HAGEMAN), but I guarantee
that American women are smart, and
we believe that. They will be smart
enough to see that the legal hurdles
and burdens being put in place in front
of them by this legislation are not only
unnecessary but incredibly burdensome
and are an attempt to make their lives
so much more difficult.

Mr. Speaker, I do just make a com-
ment. Late last night, the Republicans
offered a manager’s amendment that
would move up several of the effective
dates in this bill, which was supposed
to take effect in 2027. I think it bears
noting that if this bill becomes law, it
will now be effective immediately. This
amendment was offered initially by our
colleague, the gentlewoman from

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

South Carolina (Ms. MACE). Chairman
STEIL took the mantle of it.

I am sure that the members of this
committee know that Arkansas, Texas,
Illinois, Mississippi, and North Caro-
lina all have March primaries. In fact,
many of the UOCAVA ballots for these
primaries have already been mailed to
Americans overseas. How are election
administrators in these States even
supposed to begin to comply with a
new Federal law that takes effect in
the middle of voting? This is, quite
frankly, election malpractice. It
shouldn’t be before us.

Yesterday, the Committee on House
Administration heard from a former
executive director of North Carolina’s
voting who called this effective date
unworkable. I think that sums it up
well.

This is a mistake. It is a mistake in
so many different ways.

Mr. Speaker, I just say one other
thing because I have heard a lot about
this now. There is not one person on
this side of the aisle who thinks that
non-U.S. citizens should be partici-
pating in American elections. Not one.
Not one has said it, despite the re-
peated allegations that that is the
case.

I do ask: Are congressional Repub-
licans okay with masked Federal
agents hiding their faces and hiding
their badge numbers from the Amer-
ican public while forcing American
citizens to turn over their addresses to
Kristi Noem’s Department of Homeland
Security?

I suspect not.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FINE). The gentleman from Wisconsin
has 8% minutes remaining.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. VAN DREW) to speak on the
bill.

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, how is
this even a serious debate? Think
about what my colleagues on the other
side are saying today.

They are saying that American mi-
norities are not capable of showing an
ID to vote. It is an insult. It is abusive.
In reality, 76 percent of Black Ameri-
cans support voter ID in poll after poll,
and 82 percent of Latino Americans
support voter ID in poll after poll.

What the left is saying is that they
don’t trust the American people to
prove who they really are. Americans
show an ID to board a plane. Ameri-
cans show an ID to drive a car. Ameri-
cans show an ID to open a bank ac-
count. Americans show an ID to enter
Federal buildings and for a host of
other reasons.

Of course we should expect it for
American elections. It doesn’t silence
voters. It empowers voters. It only en-
sures that Americans are voting in
American elections. For God’s sake,
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why would anybody be opposed to that?
Think about it.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. BEAN) to speak on the bill.

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the SAVE America Act, to show an
ID before you cast your ballot.

Mr. Speaker, I have heard on the
other side of the aisle in this very de-
bate that it is already illegal to cast a
ballot when you are not eligible to
vote. It is already illegal. We don’t
need another law.

Mr. Speaker, it is already illegal for
a minor to purchase alcohol. Yet the
clerk says: Please show me your ID.

America is hungry for fair elections.
I don’t think it is too much to ask that
we show an ID to restore election in-
tegrity. Let’s give America what they
want.

For all those who say that it is too
much to ask to show an ID, I say that
it is nonsense. One citizen, one vote is
the foundation of our Republic.

Mr. Speaker, let me go ahead and do
the math for you and everybody in this
room. One illegal vote is one too many.
Let’s pass the SAVE America Act now,
and let’s save voter integrity and voter
elections right now.

Let’s do it, Mr. Speaker.

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

Mr. Speaker, I note that it has been
a vigorous debate, and I continue to
argue that this bill, in the strongest
terms, should not be passed.

I just note, particularly for Members
who spoke here today, for instance, in
my dear friend Chairman STEIL’s dis-
trict, 165,000 women in his district have
a different name on their birth certifi-
cate than on their current photo ID,
and 346,000 residents of Wisconsin’s
First District lack a passport. It would
cost them nearly $45 million for those
people to purchase a passport.

For the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Mrs. MILLER), 150,000 women in her
district have a different name on their
birth certificate, and 414,000 residents
in her district lack a passport. It would
cost them $53 million.

For Mr. BURCHETT’s district, 176,000
women have a different name on their
birth certificate, and 390,000 residents
don’t have a passport, which would
cost them $50.8 million.

Mrs. LUNA has 170,000 women in her
district who have different names on
their birth certificates than on their
photo IDs, and 319,000 of her residents
lack a passport. It would cost $41 mil-
lion to purchase that for all of them.

Ms. TENNEY has 145,000 women in her
district who have a different name on
their birth certificate and 420,000 resi-
dents without a passport. It would cost
them $54 million.

Mr. Speaker, you have an estimated
170,000 women with a different name on



February 11, 2026

their birth certificate, and 397,000 resi-
dents lack a passport.

The list goes on and on. That is the
impact of this.
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Here is the truth, Mr. Speaker: Presi-
dent Trump wants to take over Amer-
ican elections this November to main-
tain his tenuous grip on power.

Republicans have a singular purpose
in supporting the SAVE America Act:
helping the President get what he
wants. That is what they are always
about: helping the President get what
he wants, not the American people. Re-
publicans are falling over each other to
help Donald Trump nationalize the 2026
midterm elections.

Don’t take my word for it. This is
what the President is trying to do. He
says it. He always says the quiet part
out loud. He said: “We’’—meaning the
Republicans—“We want to take over.
We should take over the voting in at
least 15 places. The Republicans ought
to nationalize the voting.” That is
what the President said.

That is why this bill forces States to
surrender your personal, private infor-
mation to the Department of Homeland
Security, to the Department that has
unleashed ICE brutality on the streets
of America against American citizens.

The bill is so extreme that even a Re-
publican Senator said this week that
she opposes it, calling it Federal over-
reach.

In response, in just a moment, I will
offer a motion to commit. This motion
to commit would send this bill to com-
mittee with an instruction to strip the
provision that gives your address, your
personal information, to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the text of my amendment to the mo-
tion to commit.

Mr. Morelle of New York moves to commit
the bill S. 1383 to the Committee on House
Administration with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:

Page 15, strike line 17 and all that follows
through page 16, line 9.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I warn
Republicans that a vote against this
motion to commit is a vote to send
American citizens’ data to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. A vote
against this MTC is a vote to put Kristi
Noem and Donald Trump and ICE and
the Department of Justice in charge of
the midterm elections this fall.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all to vote ‘“‘yes”
on the motion to commit because
Kristi Noem should not control our
elections. Donald Trump should not
control our elections. We, the Amer-
ican people, the people of the United
States, control our elections.

Mr. Speaker, I urge defeat of the
main motion and support of the motion
to commit, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has 6% minutes
remaining.
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Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let’s bring this debate
to its close. The questions before Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives
are very clear. One, do you think indi-
viduals should be U.S. citizens and
prove that when they register to vote?
Yes or no? Two, should individuals
going to vote need to present voter ID
upon arrival at the polls? Yes or no?

If you believe, like I do, in a com-
monsense proposal to make sure that
only U.S. citizens are registering to
vote and that people are who they say
they are when they go to the polls, you
should vote ‘“‘yes.”

The answer to this is easy. It is com-
mon sense. It is why it is popular. Let’s
make sure we reinstall integrity in our
elections.

For the record, let me just clear up a
few misconceptions that our colleagues
on the left have tried time and time
again to bring.

First, are noncitizens voting in U.S.
elections? We know what the Demo-
cratic playbook is. We only have to
look here in our Nation’s Capital,
where noncitizens under current law
are allowed to vote in municipal elec-
tions. We know our Democratic col-
leagues want noncitizens to vote in
U.S. elections. It is why making sure
that we are ensuring individuals who
are registering to vote, in particular
for Federal elections, are U.S. citizens.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle bring up the married woman
argument. As you may Kknow, Mr.
Speaker, I am engaged and going to be
married in a few weeks from now. My
fiancee is planning to change her name,
move to the great State of Wisconsin,
and register to vote. She and countless
other individuals will have no problem
registering under this bill. You can
bring forward your identification. You
can sign an attestation if you don’t
have the documentation.

We want to make sure that it is easy
to vote and hard to cheat. We could
look at our committee hearing that we
had just this week where we brought in
the secretary of state of Wyoming,
which has strong election integrity
provisions. We asked the gentleman on
the record, the secretary of state. Wyo-
ming has delivered and shown the
American people that you can imple-
ment citizenship verification and photo
identification without the problems,
without the hyperbole that we con-
tinue to hear on the left.

We heard hyperbole as it relates to
information being shared with DHS’
SAVE database. They only offer the
first part, that it goes to DHS. Why?
Read the bill. It is actually to check if
individuals who are on the voter rolls
in States across the country are citi-
zens of the United States. Our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
don’t want to check the voter rolls to
determine if an individual is a citizen
of the United States. It should leave
you with a great question as to why
they are concerned.
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We should be checking and cleaning
up the voter rolls and removing indi-
viduals who are not eligible to vote.
Every citizen deserves the right to
vote. One individual who is ineligible
to vote is one too many because it
casts out the vote of a legal United
States citizen.

Finally, we hear arguments against
voter ID. This is a core, commonsense
principle. My colleague, Mr. BEAN,
brought up the example that it is ille-
gal for an underage individual to pur-
chase a beer, but as you go to buy a
beer, you get asked for your ID. As I
said earlier, I think it is absolutely
nuts that we protect our beer more
than our ballots in jurisdictions across
this country.

If you are like me and think that we
should have voter ID, vote ‘“‘yes’ on the
SAVE America Act. This is our oppor-
tunity, Mr. Speaker, to take a major
step forward in election integrity,
making sure that U.S. elections are for
U.S. citizens only and making sure
that people are who they say they are
by checking voter ID when individuals
go to vote. It is a commonsense pro-
posal.

The American people will get to see
where their Member stands, and I en-
courage every Member of this Chamber
to vote ‘‘yes’” on the SAVE America
Act.

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

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 1057,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

The question is on the third reading
of the bill.

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

MOTION TO COMMIT

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to commit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to com-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Morelle of New York moves to commit
the bill S. 1383 to the Committee on House
Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to commit.

The question is on the motion to
commit.

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

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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SECURING AMERICA’S CRITICAL
MINERALS SUPPLY ACT

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 1057, I
call up the bill (H.R. 3617) to amend the
Department of Energy Organization
Act to secure the supply of critical en-
ergy resources, including critical min-
erals and other materials, and for other
purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1057, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce,
printed in the bill, is adopted and the
bill, as amended, is considered read.

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

H.R. 3617

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 ‘“‘Securing Amer-
ica’s Critical Minerals Supply Act’’.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
ENERGY ORGANIZATION ACT.

The Department of Energy Organization Act
(42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 2, by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘“(d) As used in sections 102(20) and 203(a)(12),
the term ‘critical energy resource’ means any
energy resource—

‘(1) that is essential to the energy sector and
energy systems of the United States; and

“(2) the supply chain of which is vulnerable
to disruption.’’;

(2) in section 102, by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

““(20) To ensure there is an adequate and reli-
able supply of critical energy resources that are
essential to the energy security of the United
States.”’; and

(3) in section 203(a), by adding at the end the
following:

‘““(12) Functions that relate to securing the
supply of critical energy resources, including
identifying and mitigating the effects of a dis-
ruption of such supply on—

‘““(A) the development and use of energy tech-
nologies; and

““(B) the operation of energy systems.”’.

SEC. 3. SECURING CRITICAL ENERGY RESOURCE
SUPPLY CHAINS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the require-
ments of the Department of Energy Organiza-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), the Secretary of
Energy, in consultation with the appropriate
Federal agencies, representatives of the energy
sector, States, and other stakeholders, shall—

(1) conduct ongoing assessments of—

(A) energy resource criticality, based on the
importance of critical energy resources to the
development of energy technologies and the sup-
ply of energy;

(B) the critical energy resource supply chain
of the United States;

(C) the vulnerability of such supply chain;

(D) the diversity of domestic critical energy re-
source supply chains in the United States, in-
cluding the extent to which such diversity is
sufficient to prevent monopolistic behavior, a
single point of failure, or market manipulation;

(E) capacity constraints on the domestic pro-
duction of critical energy resources, including
any such constraint caused by a shortage of ma-
terial or labor;

(F) Federal regulations affecting the domestic
production or importation of critical energy re-
sources;
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(G) how the energy security of the United
States is affected by the reliance of the United
States on importation of critical energy re-
sources; and

(H) how adversarial nations seek to exploit
critical energy resource markets to undermine
investment in the United States, which may in-
clude the extent to which adversarial nations
employ anti-competitive practices, price manipu-
lation, or human rights abuses in critical energy
resource production and exportation;

(2) facilitate development of strategies to
strengthen critical energy resource Ssupply
chains in the United States, including by—

(A) diversifying the sources of the supply of
critical energy resources; and

(B) increasing domestic production, separa-
tion, and processing of critical energy resources;

(3) develop substitutes and alternatives to crit-
ical energy resources; and

(4) improve technology that reuses and recy-
cles critical energy resources.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than two years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Energy shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate a report on the status of
the assessments under subsection (a)(1), includ-
ing a description of any regulation prescribed,
guidance issued, or other action taken as a re-
sult of such an assessment.

(c) CRITICAL ENERGY RESOURCE DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘critical energy resource’’
has the meaning given such term in section 2 of
the Department of Energy Organization Act (42
U.S.C. 7101).

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 Energy and
Commerce or their respective des-
ignees.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
WEBER) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. WEBER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks on the
legislation and to insert extraneous
material on H.R. 3617.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3617, the Securing America’s Critical
Minerals Supply Act, introduced by
Representative JOHN JAMES, my col-
league and member of the Energy and
Commerce Committee from Michigan’s
10th Congressional District.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation en-
hances the Department of Energy’s
ability to assess, to identify, as well as
address vulnerabilities in the supply
chain for energy resources that are ab-
solutely essential to the economic and
national security of these TUnited
States of America.

When the Department of Energy was
organized in 1977, Mr. Speaker, the
American people were suffering from
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the energy security fallout of OPEC’s
oil embargoes. You may remember
prices went up, gas lines formed, and
our Nation’s economy was threatened
because adversarial nations took ad-
vantage of U.S. reliance on energy im-
ports for their own interests, Mr.
Speaker.

Ultimately, the answer to energy se-
curity concerns was advancing United
States’ production and unleashing
American energy dominance. Now the
United States is the premier oil-pro-
ducing nation on this planet.

Today, we find ourselves, Mr. Speak-
er, in a similar disadvantaged position.
An adversarial nation controls the ac-
cess to key resources, as well as retains
the ability to restrict American im-
ports at will, threatening to bring the
American economy to its knees. In-
stead of oil, it is critical minerals. It is
rare earth elements, and it is energy
resources that are essential to the
daily lives of the hardworking Ameri-
cans as well as a linchpin to the next-
generation economy.

These resources, Mr. Speaker, are ab-
solutely required in virtually every-
thing we need to compete as well as de-
fend our country from foreign threats:
semiconductors, nuclear reactors, oil
and gas infrastructure, the trans-
mission system, and military weap-
onry, just to name a few.

Make no mistake about it, Com-
munist China knows this and is taking
advantage of it. The numbers are abso-
lutely staggering. Communist China
produces 60 percent of the world’s rare
earths and 90 percent of the respective
processing capacity, along with 80 per-
cent of the processing capacity for crit-
ical minerals, and the vast majority,
the production, for at least 50 more
critical minerals.

The Chinese wield this authority
through export controls to disrupt sup-
ply chains as well as market manipula-
tion tactics to ensure no investments
flow into these job-creating industries.

Almost 50 years later, the answer to
this problem lies in our ability to
reshore essential energy production as
well as refining facilities that can ab-
solutely compete with our adversaries.

Importantly, Mr. Speaker, the Trump
administration has prioritized opportu-
nities to combat undue influence from
those same adversaries. For instance,
last week, the United States and the
United Kingdom signed a memorandum
of understanding on strengthening co-
operation between the countries on
critical minerals, supply chains, and
working to develop their critical min-
eral accessibility away from China.

In addition, the Department of Ener-
gy’s recent organizational realignment
established the Office of Critical Min-
erals and Energy Innovation to fortify
American supply chains that are essen-
tial to a reliable, affordable, and resil-
ient energy industry.

H.R. 3617, Mr. Speaker, will abso-
lutely enhance the work being done by
the Trump Administration by
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