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Fortunately, we are here today with a very 

good bill that provides new forms of support 
and resources for innovative small businesses, 
increases access and competition, and 
strengthens guardrails. I am especially 
pleased that the bill authorizes the programs 
through fiscal year 2031. Small businesses 
need certainty that the funding will be avail-
able, and agencies need certainty to manage 
the program efficiently. 

I thank Small Business Committee Chair-
man WILLIAMS and Ranking Member 
VELÁZQUEZ and Science Committee Chairman 
BABIN, for their partnership in getting this 
done. I thank all of the committee staff for 
their hard work and patience through these 
months of negotiations. And I thank our part-
ners in the Senate for continuing to work with 
us to find a path forward. I strongly urge all of 
my colleagues to support S. 3971 without 
delay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. VAN 
DUYNE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 3971. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. VAN DUYNE. 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 motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

HOLOCAUST EXPROPRIATED ART 
RECOVERY ACT OF 2025 

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 1884) to clarify the Holocaust 
Expropriated Art Recovery Act of 2016, 
to appropriately limit the application 
of defenses based on the passage of 
time and other non-merits defenses to 
claims under that Act. 

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

S. 1884 

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 ‘‘Holocaust 
Expropriated Art Recovery Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. HOLOCAUST EXPROPRIATED ART RECOV-

ERY ACT OF 2016 IMPROVEMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Holocaust Expropri-

ated Art Recovery Act of 2016 (22 U.S.C. 1621 
note) is amended— 

(1) in section 2— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-

graph (10); 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(8) The intent of this Act is to permit 

claims to recover Nazi-looted art to be 
brought, notwithstanding the passage of 
time since World War II. Some courts have 
frustrated the intent of this Act by dis-
missing recovery lawsuits in reliance on de-
fenses based on the passage of time, such as 
laches (for example, Zuckerman v Metropoli-
tan Museum of Art, 928 F.3d 186 (2d Cir. 2019)) 
or adverse possession, acquisitive prescrip-
tion, or usucapion (for example, Cassirer v. 
Thyssen-Bornemisza Foundation, 89 F.4th 

1226 (9th Cir. 2024)) or on other non-merits 
discretionary defenses, such as the act of 
state doctrine (for example, Von Saher v 
Norton Simon Museum of Art at Pasadena, 
897 F.3d 1141 (9th Cir. 2018)), forum non 
conveniens, international comity, or pruden-
tial exhaustion. In order to effectuate the 
purpose of the Act to permit claims to re-
cover Nazi-looted art to be resolved on the 
merits, these defenses must be precluded. 

‘‘(9) This Act also is intended to allow 
claims in accordance with the procedures 
under this Act for the recovery of artwork or 
other property lost during the covered period 
because, or as a result, of Nazi persecution, 
including by a covered government (as de-
fined in section 1605(h)(3)(B) of title 28, 
United States Code) or an agent or associate 
of a covered government, regardless of the 
nationality or citizenship of the alleged vic-
tim, notwithstanding the ‘domestic takings’ 
rule under Federal Republic of Germany v. 
Philipp, 592 U.S. 169 (2021).’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (10), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘will yield just and fair resolutions 
in a more efficient and predictable manner’’ 
and inserting ‘‘may, in some circumstances, 
yield just and fair resolutions as well’’; 

(2) in section 3(2), by inserting ‘‘and other 
non-merits defenses’’ after ‘‘statutes of limi-
tation’’; 

(3) in section 5— 
(A) by striking subsection (g); 
(B) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 

as subsections (h) and (i), respectively; 
(C) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), 

and (d) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), respec-
tively; 

(D) by inserting after subsection (a) the 
following: 

‘‘(b) RELATION TO FOREIGN STATE IMMUNI-
TIES.—Notwithstanding any other law or 
prior judicial decision, any civil claim or 
cause of action covered by subsection (a) 
shall be deemed to be an action in which 
rights in violation of international law are 
in issue for purposes of section 1605(a)(3) of 
title 28, United States Code, without regard 
to the nationality or citizenship of the al-
leged victim.’’; 

(E) in subsection (d), as so redesignated, in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (e)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (h)’’; 

(F) in subsection (e), as so redesignated— 
(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘Subsection (a)’’ and inserting 
‘‘Subsections (a), (b), (f), and (g)’’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘during 
the period’’ and all that follows and insert-
ing ‘‘on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act.’’; and 

(G) by inserting after subsection (e), as so 
redesignated, the following: 

‘‘(f) DEFENSES BASED ON PASSAGE OF TIME 
AND OTHER NON-MERITS DEFENSES.—With re-
spect to any claim that is otherwise timely 
under this Act— 

‘‘(1) all defenses or substantive doctrines 
based on the passage of time, including lach-
es, adverse possession, acquisitive prescrip-
tion, and usucapion, may not be applied with 
respect to the claim; and 

‘‘(2) all non-merits discretionary bases for 
dismissal, including the act of state doc-
trine, international comity, forum non 
conveniens, prudential exhaustion, and simi-
lar doctrines unrelated to the merits, may 
not be applied with respect to the claim. 

‘‘(g) NATIONWIDE SERVICE OF PROCESS.—For 
a civil action brought under subsection (a) in 
any State or Federal court, process may be 
served in the judicial district where the case 
is brought or any other judicial district of 
the United States where the defendant may 
be found, resides, has an agent, or transacts 
business.’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘SEC. 6. SEVERABILITY. 
‘‘If any provision of this Act, or the appli-

cation of a provision of this Act to any per-
son or circumstance, is held invalid, the re-
mainder of this Act, and the application of 
such provision to other persons and cir-
cumstances, shall not be affected thereby.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
any civil claim or cause of action that is— 

(1) pending in any court on the date of en-
actment of this Act, including any civil 
claim or cause of action that is pending on 
appeal or for which the time to file an appeal 
has not expired; or 

(2) filed on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. LEE) and the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. NADLER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on S. 1884. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the op-
portunity to bring this legislation be-
fore the House today. I thank my bi-
partisan colleagues in both Chambers 
who have worked to advance this im-
portant effort. 

In the House, I thank Ranking Mem-
ber JAMIE RASKIN and Representatives 
SCOTT FITZGERALD, JERRY NADLER, and 
MAGGIE GOODLANDER. 

In the Senate, I thank Senators JOHN 
CORNYN, TED CRUZ, RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL, and CHUCK SCHUMER. 

The Nazi regime committed unimagi-
nable atrocities during the Holocaust, 
murdering millions of Jews and de-
stroying families, communities, and 
livelihoods. 

The regime also carried out a sys-
tematic campaign of cultural theft. 
Hundreds of thousands of works of art 
and cultural objects were confiscated 
or misappropriated from Jewish fami-
lies and other persecuted groups across 
Europe. These were not simply posses-
sions. They were pieces of family his-
tory, identity, and legacy. 

After World War II, the United States 
and our Allies attempted to return sto-
len artwork to their rightful owners, 
yet many pieces were never reunited 
with the families from whom they were 
taken. 

In the decades since, these works 
have surfaced in museums, galleries, 
and private collections around the 
world. 

In 1998, the United States convened 
the Washington Conference on Nazi- 
Confiscated Art with more than 40 na-
tions. The conference produced the 
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Washington Principles, which called on 
governments and institutions to take 
steps to achieve just and fair solutions 
for families seeking return of their sto-
len property. Congress took an impor-
tant step toward that goal in 2016 when 
it enacted the Holocaust Expropriated 
Art Recovery Act. 

That law was designed to ensure that 
Holocaust survivors and their heirs 
would have a fair opportunity to pur-
sue claims in court and that those 
claims would be decided on their mer-
its, not dismissed because too much 
time had passed. 

Unfortunately, courts have some-
times applied technical defenses in 
ways that undermine Congress’ intent. 
This means that families who lost ev-
erything during the Holocaust can still 
be denied their day in court because of 
procedural barriers. This bill fixes that 
problem. 

This bill removes the upcoming expi-
ration date in the original law and 
clarifies that these cases should be de-
cided on the facts, not dismissed on 
technicalities. 

As someone who previously served as 
a judge in Florida and now serves on 
the Judiciary Committee, I believe 
deeply that Congress must speak clear-
ly and provide judges with standards 
and guidance to apply in their court-
rooms. 

Justice should not depend on proce-
dural loopholes or arbitrary decisions 
when families are seeking the return of 
property that was stolen during one of 
history’s greatest crimes. Behind every 
claim is a family story. 

Even today, descendants of Holocaust 
victims are still searching for works of 
art that once hung in their grand-
parents’ homes. In some cases, families 
spent a generation preserving photo-
graphs, letters, and fragments of evi-
dence in hopes of one day recovering a 
painting or a sculpture that represents 
their family’s past. 

For many of these families, these 
cases are not about the monetary value 
of the artwork. They are about restor-
ing a piece of history that was taken 
from them. 

The Nazi regime stole not only lives 
but legacies. They stole hundreds of 
thousands of artwork pieces in what 
has been termed the greatest displace-
ment of art in human history. The 
Nazis looted over 600,000 works of art 
and artifacts. To this day, more than 
100,000 of these works are not yet re-
covered. More than 100,000 works of art 
and artifacts are still missing. 

This legislation helps to ensure that 
survivors and their heirs have the op-
portunity to reclaim those legacies and 
that their claims are heard fairly in 
American courts. 

I thank the many organizations that 
are supporting this effort, including 
Art Ashes, the American Jewish Com-
mittee, the Anti-Defamation League, 
Jewish Women International, the Flor-
ida Holocaust Museum, and many oth-
ers who continue working to preserve 
memory and pursue justice. Despite 

the passage of time since the horrors of 
the Holocaust, it is never too late to do 
the right thing. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill and ensure that fami-
lies seeking the return of their stolen 
heritage are given the justice that they 
deserve. 

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

b 1520 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 

support of S. 1884, the Holocaust Expro-
priated Art Recovery Act of 2025, or the 
HEAR Act. 

As the lead House Democratic spon-
sor of this bipartisan legislation, I am 
proud to have helped bring together my 
colleagues to ensure this bill is passed 
and sent to the President’s desk. 

During the Holocaust, the Nazis 
stripped Jewish families of countless 
works of art, culture, and heritage. The 
effects of these atrocities are still 
being felt today by survivors and their 
families. 

In 2016, former Judiciary Committee 
Chairman Bob Goodlatte and I intro-
duced the first HEAR Act, which was a 
landmark bill that aimed to aid these 
victims and their families in recov-
ering their rightful property, a small 
act of light in the memory of the dark-
est period in human history. I am 
grateful that Congress passed that 
measure unanimously and that Presi-
dent Obama signed it into law. 

Unfortunately, time has dem-
onstrated that the original HEAR Act 
was not sufficient. In addition to the 
bill’s impending expiration, more than 
100,000 of the over 600,000 works of art 
looted by the Nazis remain unre-
covered. We must confront this unac-
ceptable and repugnant reality, which 
continues to allow entities and individ-
uals to profit off the Jewish people’s 
pain. 

We must reaffirm that, in the United 
States, every family member with a 
credible claim deserves to have their 
day in court, with their case heard on 
the merits alone. Justice must not be 
denied due to procedural technicalities 
and legislative sunset provisions. 

While we cannot reverse the horrors 
of the Holocaust, we can ensure that in 
an American courtroom, the truth of a 
family’s legacy carries more weight 
than a legal loophole. 

Some might have you believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that this bill addresses a 
problem mostly for Europe to resolve, 
but they would be wrong. In fact, the 
September 2025 report from the World 
Jewish Restitution Organization found 
that U.S. museums hold well over 
100,000 objects that were in Europe dur-
ing the Holocaust, yet only about 10 
percent of those objects have been 
made publicly accessible online for 
provenance research. Additionally, 
among 160 major museums in the 
United States, only 21 percent provide 
easily accessible object-level Nazi-era 
provenance information. 

If relevant pieces are not made avail-
able for research, how can we even 
know the true scope of this problem? 
What do the holders of these pieces 
have to hide? 

This is not an issue that is relevant 
only to decades-old legal cases or an 
issue faced only by a few dying sur-
vivors and their families. Nazi-looted 
art is still being discovered regularly. 

Just a few months ago, an online 
auction was intercepted in Ohio for two 
17th century floral paintings by a fa-
mous Dutch still-life painter with 
original Nazi inventory numbers, S–16 
and S–17, still on the back. The works 
had been sitting in an abandoned safe 
deposit box in Texas for decades before 
surfacing. 

In 2023, the Manhattan District At-
torney’s Office seized seven works by a 
famous Austrian expressionist painter, 
valued at nearly $10 million, that had 
for decades been displayed in a variety 
of museums and collections in New 
York. The DA’s office rightfully re-
turned the pieces to the heirs of Fritz 
Grunbaum, a Jewish collector mur-
dered at Dachau concentration camp in 
1941. 

That is why we must reauthorize and 
improve the HEAR Act of 2016 by pass-
ing the bill before us today, to ensure 
that the provenance of pieces that can 
be proven are able to be fully litigated 
on their merits alone, and to send a 
clear message from the Halls of Con-
gress to those who knowingly hold Hol-
ocaust-looted art that the United 
States will no longer tolerate such bar-
baric behavior. 

It is important for us to be abun-
dantly clear about what this bill does 
and does not do. 

Fundamentally, this bill seeks to en-
sure that claims regarding Nazi-looted 
art are decided on their merits alone, 
without hiding behind procedural tech-
nicalities. 

The bill also eliminates the original 
HEAR Act sunset provision, which is 
scheduled to expire in December 2026. 
That deadline was intended to encour-
age museums and holders to complete 
provenance research on the relevant 
pieces and to resolve any applicable 
claims. 

Unfortunately, this limited time 
frame has allowed some institutions to 
delay, withhold information, and run 
out the clock. I hope we can all agree, 
Mr. Speaker, that justice for victims of 
the Holocaust and their families should 
not come with an expiration date. 

Here is what this bill does not do. It 
does not decide who wins and loses any 
case. It does not undermine, in letter 
or intent, any agreements made by any 
entity regarding any Holocaust-related 
or other matters. It does not impact or 
seek to influence any other categories 
of Holocaust claims outside of those 
that are art-related and specifically de-
scribed in the legislation. 

The issues this legislation seeks to 
address are not new. In fact, it even ap-
peared in the early 2000s popular TV 
show ‘‘The West Wing.’’ In a second- 
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season episode, a Jewish woman on a 
White House tour begins screaming 
after recognizing a painting that had 
belonged to her father in France before 
it was seized by the Vichy regime dur-
ing the Holocaust and later gifted to 
the White House. In the television 
show, the painting is swiftly and volun-
tarily returned to the woman and her 
family. 

The show is obviously a work of fic-
tion, but if all similar claims were re-
solved in such a way in reality, there 
would be much less need for this legis-
lation. Unfortunately, like much of 
‘‘The West Wing,’’ such a resolution is 
too good to be true. 

Finally, there are many individuals 
and organizations that have worked 
hard to draft and promote this legisla-
tion. I thank all of them, and espe-
cially the Art Ashes organization. 
Without their tireless advocacy, this 
day would not be possible. 

I also thank the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. LEE) for her partnership in 
introducing this bill in the House. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
important legislation to ensure that 
victims of the Holocaust and their fam-
ilies are able to have their claims 
heard on their merits alone. 

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

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK). 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleagues, Representatives 
LEE and NADLER, for bringing this very 
important piece of legislation to the 
floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support, as a cosponsor, of the Holo-
caust Expropriated Art Recovery Act, 
the HEAR Act. 

Mr. Speaker, during the Holocaust, 
the Nazi regime and its collaborators 
systematically looted hundreds of 
thousands of works of art and cultural 
treasures from Jewish families across 
Europe. These were not simply valu-
able objects. They were pieces of fam-
ily history, family identity, and family 
heritage. 

For decades, many survivors and 
their heirs have fought simply for the 
chance to have their claims heard in 
court. The original HEAR Act, passed 
with overwhelming bipartisan support 
in this Chamber in 2016, tried to ensure 
that these claims would be decided 
only on their merits, rather than being 
dismissed because of technical objec-
tions, such as the passage of time. 

Mr. Speaker, however, the courts did 
not follow Congress’ intent on many 
issues, and new legal barriers have 
emerged that threaten to close or have 
closed the courthouse doors once again. 

This legislation expressly reverses 
the ability of defendants to use non- 
merit-based offenses, such as the Su-
preme Court’s decision in Germany v. 
Phillipp, which held that Germany’s 
expropriation of German Jews’ prop-
erty in the Holocaust was simply a 
‘‘domestic taking’’ and not a violation 

of international law under the Foreign 
Sovereign Immunities Act. 

If not corrected by Congress, that de-
cision would prevent Holocaust sur-
vivors and their heirs from recovering 
most of the art held by foreign govern-
ments and their museums. It would ex-
cuse the historical and moral culpa-
bility of Nazi Germany and its allies 
and collaborators for perpetrating the 
Holocaust. An affirmative vote today 
closes that huge loophole. 

Mr. Speaker, time is not on our side. 
Roughly 30,000 Holocaust survivors re-
main alive today in the United States 
of America, many now in their nine-
ties, some of whom live in my district. 
They deserve to see in their lifetimes— 
and the world needs to hear—that in 
these times of rising anti-Semitism, 
Congress wishes to right these histor-
ical wrongs. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not guar-
antee outcomes. It simply ensures that 
claims are heard fairly and decided on 
their merits. Passing this legislation 
reaffirms our Nation’s commitment to 
justice, historical truth, and the mem-
ory of those who suffered one of his-
tory’s darkest crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support the 
HEAR Act. 

b 1530 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. RASKIN), the distinguished 
ranking member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. NADLER for his extraordinary lead-
ership on this legislation and on this 
issue. 

I rise in strong support of S. 1884, the 
Holocaust Expropriated Art Recovery 
Act of 2025. This bill, which has already 
passed the Senate by unanimous con-
sent, amends the Holocaust Expropri-
ated Art Recovery Act of 2016 in a num-
ber of key ways to ensure that Holo-
caust survivors and their heirs have a 
fair opportunity in court to recover all 
of the artwork that was stolen by the 
Nazi regime or what is left of it. In 
doing so, this bill will provide these 
victims the chance to obtain some 
small measure of justice for the hor-
rors and the injustices and indignities 
their families have endured. 

During its reign of hatred and terror, 
the Nazis committed theft and murder 
on a mass industrial scale through the 
relentless killings of the 
Einsatzgruppen in the Bloodlands of 
Europe and through the death camps 
they established at Auschwitz, Tre-
blinka, Belzec, Sobibor, and many oth-
ers. 

For the victims’ families, these 
pieces of art are both stolen objects 
and stolen connections to their own 
family members whose memories the 
Nazis have tried to permanently erase 
from history. 

In many cases, the artwork serves as 
the final tangible connection of the 
victims’ families to their lost family 

members, providing proof of their ex-
istence and a testament to their suf-
fering and their loss. 

Congress passed the 2016 HEAR Act, 
which established a 6-year Federal 
statute of limitations for claims aris-
ing from Nazi-stolen artwork out of 
concern that the State statutes of limi-
tations would prevent most litigation. 
In its findings, Congress observed that 
the unique and horrific circumstances 
of World War II and the Holocaust 
make statutes of limitations especially 
burdensome to the victims and their 
heirs. It further noted the difficulty of 
piecing together their cases from a 
fragmentary historical record ravaged 
by persecution, war, and genocide. This 
costly process often cannot be done 
within the time constraints imposed by 
what was then the existing law. 

Alas, several court decisions since 
the 2016 HEAR Act’s passage have un-
dermined the statute’s purpose of try-
ing to give victims a fair hearing on 
the merits of their cases regardless of 
the passage of time. These decisions 
have dismissed numerous cases pre-
cisely based on passage of time de-
fenses like laches or adverse possession 
or other non-merits defenses like 
forum non conveniens, the act of state 
doctrine, or foreign sovereign immu-
nity. 

This bill addresses these court deci-
sions and related concerns. It elimi-
nates the HEAR Act’s sunset provision 
so that defendants no longer have an 
incentive to simply run out the clock 
on victims’ families. It also prohibits 
courts from dismissing lawsuits on 
grounds related to the passage of time 
or other non-merit defenses. Finally, it 
clarifies that claims for recovery of the 
artwork fall within an existing expro-
priation exception to foreign sovereign 
immunity regardless of the victim’s 
citizenship or nationality. 

This bill will help give victims and 
their heirs the chance to obtain a small 
measure of justice for the grave and de-
humanizing wrongs they suffered as a 
result of the Holocaust. It will also 
give victims’ families a chance to re-
cover at least a partial connection to 
their loved ones, a connection that was 
stolen in every single way possible by 
the Nazis. 

I applaud Representative LEE, and I 
applaud our Senate colleagues who 
have worked to advance this bill. I es-
pecially recognize my colleague Rep-
resentative NADLER for his longtime 
aggressive and unswerving leadership 
on seeing justice done in this case and 
to see passage of both the 2016 Act and 
this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly advocate for 
this legislation, and I urge all of our 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, I urge my colleagues to support 
this measure. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is just for Holocaust survivors and 
their heirs to continue to have their 
claims relating to art stolen from them 
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by the Nazis heard in court. These 
claims should be decided on the merits, 
not dismissed due to technical de-
fenses. The Holocaust Expropriated Art 
Recovery Act of 2025 will ensure just 
that. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
LEE) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, S. 1884. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENHANCED IRAN SANCTIONS ACT 
OF 2025 

Mrs. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1422) to impose sanctions with re-
spect to persons engaged in logistical 
transactions and sanctions evasion re-
lating to oil, gas, liquefied natural gas, 
and related petrochemical products 
from the Islamic Republic of Iran, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 1422 

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 ‘‘Enhanced 
Iran Sanctions Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States— 
(1) to fully enforce sanctions against the 

Islamic Republic of Iran, including with re-
spect to Iran’s petroleum and petrochemical 
sectors; 

(2) through such sanctions, to deny Iran fi-
nancial resources— 

(A) to advance its nuclear weapons capa-
bilities; 

(B) to finance the development of weapons 
of mass destruction; 

(C) to support missile and drone prolifera-
tion; 

(D) to fund and facilitate international ter-
rorism; 

(E) to engage in destabilizing efforts 
abroad, including the targeting of United 
States citizens; and 

(F) to repress the rights of Iranian citizens; 
and 

(3) to strengthen coherence among mem-
bers of the international community with re-
spect to enforcing sanctions against malign 
activities of Iran. 
SEC. 3. EXPANDING THE REWARDS FOR JUSTICE 

PROGRAM TO COVER PERSONS VIO-
LATING OR EVADING UNITED 
STATES SANCTIONS AGAINST IRAN. 

Section 36(b) of the State Department 
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 
2708(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (14), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (15), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following para-
graph: 

‘‘(16) the identification of each person de-
scribed in section 4(a) of the Enhanced Iran 

Sanctions Act of 2025 or section 3 of the Stop 
Harboring Petroleum Act (22 U.S.C. 8572) 
that has attempted or is attempting to evade 
sanctions imposed under either such Act 
with proceeds generated by transactions re-
lated to oil, condensates, or other petroleum 
or petrochemical products from the Islamic 
Republic of Iran.’’. 
SEC. 4. IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS WITH RE-

SPECT TO PERSONS ENGAGED IN 
TRANSACTIONS RELATED OR INCI-
DENTAL TO OIL, CONDENSATES, PE-
TROLEUM OR PETROCHEMICAL 
PRODUCTS FROM IRAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—On and after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the President 
may impose the sanctions described in sub-
section (b) with respect to any foreign person 
that the President determines— 

(1) has knowingly engaged in any signifi-
cant transaction related or incidental to the 
processing, refining, export, transfer or sale 
of oil, condensates, or other petroleum or pe-
trochemical product in whole or in part from 
Iran; 

(2) is a subsidiary of a foreign person de-
scribed in paragraph (1); 

(3) is a corporate officer, principal execu-
tive officer, or other person performing simi-
lar functions of either such officer, of a for-
eign person described in paragraph (1); 

(4) is an immediate family member of a 
foreign person described in paragraph (1) who 
demonstrably benefits from any activity de-
scribed in paragraph (1); or 

(5) directly or indirectly conducts a signifi-
cant transaction with, for, or on behalf of a 
foreign person described in paragraph (1), (2), 
or (3) of section 3(b) of the Stop Harboring 
Iranian Petroleum Act (22 U.S.C. 8572). 

(b) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.—The sanctions 
described in this subsection are the fol-
lowing: 

(1) BLOCKING OF PROPERTY.—The President 
shall, pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 
et seq.), block and prohibit all transactions 
in property and interests in property of a 
foreign person subject to sanctions pursuant 
to subsection (a) if such property and inter-
ests in property are in the United States, 
come within the United States, or are or 
come within the possession or control of a 
United States person. 

(2) ALIENS INADMISSIBLE FOR VISAS, ADMIS-
SION, OR PAROLE.— 

(A) VISAS, ADMISSION, OR PAROLE.—In the 
case of an alien subject to sanctions pursu-
ant to subsection (a), the alien is— 

(i) inadmissible to the United States; 
(ii) ineligible to receive a visa or other doc-

umentation to enter the United States; and 
(iii) otherwise ineligible to be admitted or 

paroled into the United States or to receive 
any other benefit under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.). 

(B) CURRENT VISAS REVOKED.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The visa or other entry 

documentation of an alien described in sub-
paragraph (A) shall be revoked, regardless of 
when such visa or other entry documenta-
tion was issued. 

(ii) IMMEDIATE EFFECT.—A revocation 
under clause (i) shall— 

(I) take effect in accordance with section 
221(i) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1201(i)); and 

(II) cancel any other valid visa or entry 
documentation that is in the alien’s posses-
sion. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) EXCEPTION TO COMPLY WITH INTER-

NATIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—Sanctions under 
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to 
an alien if admitting or paroling the alien 
into the United States is necessary to permit 
the United States to comply with the Agree-
ment regarding the Headquarters of the 

United Nations, signed at Lake Success June 
26, 1947, and entered into force November 21, 
1947, between the United Nations and the 
United States, or other applicable inter-
national obligations. 

(2) EXCEPTION FOR AUTHORIZED INTEL-
LIGENCE AND LAW ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES.— 
Sanctions under subsection (a) shall not 
apply with respect to activities subject to 
the reporting requirements under title V of 
the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
3091 et seq.) or any authorized intelligence, 
law enforcement, or national security activi-
ties of the United States. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR HUMANITARIAN ASSIST-
ANCE FOR THE PEOPLE OF IRAN.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Sanctions under sub-
section (a) shall not apply to— 

(i) the conduct or facilitation of a trans-
action for the provision of agricultural com-
modities, food, medicine, medical devices, or 
humanitarian assistance, or for humani-
tarian purposes to or for the people of Iran; 
or 

(ii) transactions that are necessary for or 
related to the activities described in clause 
(i). 

(B) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph— 
(i) the term ‘‘agricultural commodity’’ has 

the meaning given that term in section 102 of 
the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 
5602); 

(ii) the term ‘‘medical device’’ has the 
meaning given the term ‘‘device’’ in section 
201 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 321); and 

(iii) the term ‘‘medicine’’ has the meaning 
given the term ‘‘drug’’ in section 201 of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 
U.S.C. 321). 

(4) EXCEPTION FOR SAFETY OF VESSELS AND 
CREW.—Sanctions under subsection (a) shall 
not apply with respect to a person providing 
provisions to a vessel otherwise subject to 
sanctions under this section if such provi-
sions are intended for the safety and care of 
the crew aboard the vessel, the protection of 
human life aboard the vessel, or the mainte-
nance of the vessel to avoid any environ-
mental or other significant damage. 

(d) WAIVER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President may, on a 

case-by-case basis for a period of not more 
than 180 days, waive the application of sanc-
tions imposed with respect to a foreign per-
son under subsection (a) if the President— 

(A) certifies to the appropriate congres-
sional committees that the waiver is in the 
national interests of the United States; and 

(B) submits with the certification required 
under subparagraph (A) a detailed justifica-
tion explaining the reasons for the waiver. 

(2) RENEWAL OF WAIVER.—The President 
may, on a case-by-case basis, renew a waiver 
issued under paragraph (1) for additional pe-
riods of not more than 180 days if the Presi-
dent— 

(A) determines that the renewal of the 
waiver is vital to the national interests of 
the United States; and 

(B) submits to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report on the renewal of 
the waiver that includes— 

(i) a justification for the renewal of the 
waiver; 

(ii) a detailed plan to phase out the need 
for any such waiver issued with respect to 
such foreign person; and 

(iii) for reoccurring waivers, steps taken to 
implement or otherwise further the plan de-
scribed in clause (ii). 

(e) IMPLEMENTATION; REGULATIONS; PEN-
ALTIES.— 

(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—The President may 
exercise all authorities provided under sec-
tions 203 and 205 of the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1702 
and 1704) to carry out subsection (a). 
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