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veterans as threats without proper evidence
or evaluation.

By passing the Veterans 2nd Amendment
Protection Act, we send a clear message that
our nation values the rights and well-being
of our veterans. It is essential that we pro-
vide them with the protection they deserve,
especially when it comes to their civil lib-
erties without eliminating the protection of
veterans and the community.

Thank you for considering my views on
this important matter. I urge all members to
support the Veterans 2nd Amendment Pro-
tection Act to ensure fairness for all vet-
erans in our country.

Sincerely,
JACK MCMANUS,
National President.
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION,
NATIONAL POLITICAL ADVOCACY
DEPARTMENT,
Washington, DC, May 20, 2026.
VOTE YES FOR THE VETERANS 2ND AMENDMENT
PROTECTION ACT (H.R. 1041)

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
American Civil Liberties Union, we urge you
to vote in favor of H.R. 1041, the Veterans
2nd Amendment Protection Act, as amended,
when it comes to the House floor for a vote.
We support this legislation because it ends a
government practice that discriminates
against, stigmatizes, and harms veterans
with mental disabilities. For this reason, we
will score this vote.

The Department of Veterans Affairs (VA)
assigns a fiduciary to veterans who are un-
able to manage their VA benefits. The VA
does so upon a showing of clear and con-
vincing medical evidence that the veteran,
because of injury or disease, lacks the men-
tal capacity to contract or to manage his or
her own affairs. It was, until recently, the
Department’s practice to report all veterans
who have been determined to be ‘“‘mentally
incompetent,” pursuant to this process, to
the National Instant Criminal Background
Check System (NICS). This referral makes it
unlawful for the veteran to possess a fire-
arm. While the VA has paused this process of
referrals voluntarily, it retains authority to
resume referrals at any time.

The Veterans Second Amendment Protec-
tion Act would prohibit the automatic refer-
ral of veterans with fiduciaries unless there
has been a separate judicial finding or order
that the veteran is ‘‘a danger to themselves
or others.” It would also require the Attor-
ney General to remove the veterans cur-
rently on the NICS who were placed there by
the VA solely because they were assigned a
fiduciary.

We urge Members to vote for this legisla-
tion because it combats the false and mis-
guided, but unfortunately pervasive, belief
that people with mental disabilities, a vast
and diverse group of citizens, are violent and
therefore should not own a firearm. There is
simply no data to support a connection be-
tween a propensity towards gun violence and
needing help to manage one’s VA benefits be-
cause of disability. Opponents of the bill re-
port that the most common disabilities
among veterans assigned a fiduciary are
post-traumatic stress disorder, traumatic
brain injury, schizophrenia, bipolar disorder,
and dementia. But these conditions are not
evidence of dangerousness to self or others,
and they should not be used as the sole basis
for denying veterans a constitutional right.

The few research studies cited to support
the placement of veterans with fiduciaries
on NICS are too speculative to support wide-
spread curtailment of rights. Indeed, one
study acknowledges that previous studies on
this issue did not examine veterans with fi-
duciaries and did not directly assess the
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issue in question: the risk that a veteran
with a fiduciary would misuse a firearm.

Instead of acknowledging this lack of evi-
dence, some have concluded that the fidu-
ciary process serves as an adequate proxy for
a determination of dangerousness. We
strongly disagree and urge you to reject this
assertion. It is discriminatory to assume
that veterans with mental illness or other
disabilities who need help managing their
benefits are a danger to themselves and oth-
ers. Every veteran has the right to be judged
on her individual capabilities, not the char-
acteristics and capabilities that are some-
times attributed (often mistakenly) to any
group or class to which they belong. A dis-
ability must not constitute grounds for the
automatic per se denial of any right or privi-
lege, including gun ownership.

Additionally, relying on assumptions root-
ed in harmful stereotypes does not advance
the safety goals—for veterans themselves,
their loved ones, and the general public—we
all share. Indeed, it is possible that a sub-
stantial number of veterans who were not as-
signed a fiduciary are a danger to themselves
or others and those who do have a fiduciary
are, in fact, not a danger to themselves or
others.

We recognize the grave concerns members
of Congress, and many others, have ex-
pressed about both the impact of gun vio-
lence in our communities and the imperative
to reduce access to some firearms. But the
policy at issue here is the wrong approach. It
scapegoats and stereotypes veterans with
disabilities who need help with their VA ben-
efits without evidence that they are a danger
to themselves or others. Gun violence pre-
vention should not be advanced by perpet-
uating discrimination against people with
disabilities.

There are few, if any, issues with more uni-
versal support than providing our veterans
with the tools and resources they need to
minimize the risk of self-harm and prevent
suicide. Their courage and sacrifice deserve
nothing less. Congress should continue its
attention to that urgent task, but with tai-
lored solutions that directly address the
problem rather than discriminatory proxies.

We urge Members to vote for this legisla-
tion.

Sincerely,
MIKE ZAMORE,
National Director of
Policy & Govern-
ment Affairs.
VANIA LEVIELLE,
Senior Legislative
Counsel.

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, my message
to all Members is really clear: Support
this bill. Support the constitutional
rights of those people who fought for
those constitutional rights for you.

As 1 said, this has gone on long
enough. I think that a person who
knows and understands this issue will
stand up for their veterans and support
this bill.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS). All time for debate has
expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 1300,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

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

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

Ms. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I have
a motion to recommit at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Morrison of Minnesota moves to re-
commit the bill H.R. 1041 to the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. MORRISON is as follows:

Ms. Morrison moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 1041 to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith, with the fol-
lowing amendment:

Add at the end (before the long title
amendment) the following:

SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Section 5501B of title 38, United States
Code, as added by section 2, section 5501C of
such title, as added by section 3, and section
5501D of such title, as added by section 4,
shall take effect on the date on which the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs submits to the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives certifi-
cation in writing that the implementation of
such sections will not lead an increase in the
rate of death by suicide using a firearm
among beneficiaries for whom the Secretary
pays benefits to a fiduciary for the use and
benefit of the beneficiary under section 5502
of title 38, United States Code.

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

The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

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

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand 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 are post-
poned.

———

SMITHSONIAN AMERICAN
WOMEN’S HISTORY MUSEUM ACT

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
House Resolution 1300, I call up the bill
(H.R. 1329) to permit the Smithsonian
American Women’s History Museum to
be located within the Reserve of the
National Mall, and for other purposes,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1300, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on House Administration, print-
ed in this bill, modified by the amend-
ment printed in part B of House Report
119-653, is adopted and the bill, as
amended, is considered read.

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

H.R. 1329

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 ‘‘Smithsonian

American Women’s History Museum Act’’.
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SEC. 2. SITE OF SMITHSONIAN AMERICAN WOM-
EN’S HISTORY MUSEUM.

(a) AUTHORIZING SITE WITHIN RESERVE OF NA4-
TIONAL MALL.—Section 107(d) of division T of
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021 (20
U.S.C. 80t-5(d)) is amended by striking ‘, except
that” and all that follows and inserting a pe-
riod.

(b) SITE DESIGNATION.—Section 107(a) of divi-
sion T of the Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2021 (20 U.S.C. 80t-5(a)) is amended to read as
follows:

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The site for the Museum is
hereby designated as the South Monument site,
located on the National Mall, bordered by 14th
Street Southwest, Jefferson Drive Southwest,
Raoul Wallenberg Place Southwest, and Inde-
pendence Avenue Southwest, except that the
President may designate an alternative site for
the Museum within 180 days of the date of the
enactment of this subsection.”’.

(c) USE OF SITE.—

(1) TRANSFER.—Section 107(b) of division T of
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021 (20
U.S.C. 80t-5(b)) is amended to read as follows:

‘““(b) TRANSFER OF SITE.—AS soon as prac-
ticable after the date of the enactment of this
subsection, the head of the Federal agency or
entity shall transfer to the Smithsonian Institu-
tion its administrative jurisdiction over the land
described in subsection (a).”’.

(2) BUILDING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 107(c)
of division T of the Consolidated Appropriations
Act, 2021 (20 U.S.C. 80t-5(c)) is amended to read
as follows:

““(c) BUILDING.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Board of Regents, in
consultation with the head of the Federal agen-
cy or entity and the council established under
section 104 and with the approval of the Com-
mission of Fine Arts, National Capital Planning
Commission, the National Capital Memorial Ad-
visory Commission, and the head of the Federal
agency or entity, may plan, design, and con-
struct a building for the Museum, which shall
be located at the site described in subsection (a).

““(2) CRITERIA.—In considering site and design
proposals, the Commission of Fine Arts, the Na-
tional Capital Planning Commission, the Na-
tional Capital Memorial Advisory Commission,
and the head of the Federal agency or entity
shall be guided by, but not limited to the fol-
lowing criteria:

“(A) The Museum shall be located so that to
the maximum extent practicable, it protects the
open space, existing public use, and cultural
and natural resources.

“(B) The Museum shall be constructed of du-
rable material suitable to the outdoor environ-
ment.

“(C) Landscape features of the Museum shall
be compatible with the climate.

‘(D) The National Capital Planning Commis-
sion and the Commission of Fine Arts may de-
velop such criteria or guidelines specific to each
site that are mutually agreed upon to ensure
that the design of the Museum carries out the
purposes of this section.”’.

(3) EXPENSES.—Section 107 of division T of the
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021 (20
U.S.C. 80t-5) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“(f) EXPENSES.—The Smithsonian Institution
shall reimburse within 60 days any and all costs
incurred by the head of the Federal agency or
entity for implementation of any recommenda-
tions resulting from the approval process de-
scribed in subsection (c).”’.

(d) MUSEUM PURPOSE.—Section 103 of division
T of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021
(20 U.S.C. 80t-1) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“(c) SCOPE OF MISSION.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Museum shall be dedi-
cated to preserving, researching, and presenting
the history, achievements, and lived experiences
of biological women in the United States.

‘““(2) PROHIBITION.—The Museum may not
identify, present, describe, or otherwise depict
any biological male as a female.””.
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(e) ENSURING A RANGE OF POLITICAL VIEW-
POINTS AND AUTHENTIC EXPERIENCES.—Section
104(b)(4) of division T of the Consolidated Ap-
propriations Act, 2021 (20 U.S.C. 80t-2(b)(4)) is
amended to read as follows:

““(4) ENSURING A RANGE OF POLITICAL VIEW-
POINTS AND AUTHENTIC EXPERIENCES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Council shall ensure
that the exhibits and programs of the Museum
reflect, to the extent practicable, an equal rep-
resentation of a range of the political viewpoints
and authentic experiences held by women in the
United States, accurately and comprehensively
representing the wvaried cultures, histories,
events, and values held by such women.

“(B) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying
out its duties, the Council shall ensure that it
seeks and utilizes to its maximum ability guid-
ance from a broad array of knowledgeable and
respected sources reflecting a range of the polit-
ical viewpoints and authentic experiences held
by women in the United States, and shall seek
such guidance for both the creation and sub-
stantial revision of exhibits and programs.

““(C) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph—

“(i) the term ‘broad array’ means a range of
experts and publications that represent the
broad spectrum of communities of women, to in-
clude varied viewpoints, political ideologies, cul-
tures, and lived experiences in the United
States; and

“(ii) the term ‘knowledgeable and respected
source’ means an individual who has gained
through education, publication, or witnessing
an important or historical event, the ability to
advise on at least one unique viewpoint or expe-
rience of a particular community of women in
the United States, and whose knowledge has
been relied upon by a notable segment of that
community for education, heritage preservation,
or historical purposes, and includes the work of
such an individual which reflects such ability
and knowledge.’’.

(f) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this Act
and every 2 years thereafter, the Secretary of
the Smithsonian shall submit to the Committee
on Natural Resources of the House of Represent-
atives, the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate, the Committee on
House Administration of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration of the Senate, the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House
of Representatives, the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives, and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate a re-
port on actions taken by the Director of the
Smithsonian American Women’s History Mu-
seum and the Council of the Museum to comply
with the requirements of the amendments made
by subsection (f), including a description of ac-
tions taken with respect to substantial revisions
of current exhibits and programs as well the
planning of future exhibits and programs.

(9) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect as if included in the enactment of title I of
division T of the Consolidated Appropriations
Act, 2021 (20 U.S.C. 80t et seq.).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debated for 1
hour, equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on House Admin-
istration, or their respective designees.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL).
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GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
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have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this 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 H.R.
1329, the Smithsonian American Wom-
en’s History Museum Act, introduced
by my colleague, Representative
MALLIOTAKIS, from New York.

This year, our Nation marks its 250th
birthday. It has been 250 years since we
declared independence. As we celebrate
this milestone, I think it is all the
more worthy that we pass this bill and
begin construction of the museum dedi-
cated to the history of American
women.

Throughout our history, women have
played a pivotal role in so many of our
Nation’s most celebrated achievements
and innovations. In my home State of
Wisconsin, three women participated in
the famous 1854 meeting at the Ripon
schoolhouse, where the Republican
Party was born.

Mr. Speaker, I was proud to support
previous legislation authorizing the
creation of this museum. Today’s bill
takes the important next step by desig-
nating an exact location on The Na-
tional Mall. Additionally, it creates
guardrails to ensure this museum does
not represent history in a partisan
way.

I thank Representative MALLIOTAKIS
for her work on this bill and her con-
tinued support to get this to the floor.
She has been tenacious in a great way
to get us to this spot. I thank her for
her hard work.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I have said it before,
and I will say it again: The Smithso-
nian American Women’s History Mu-
seum is long overdue, and it deserves a
place on The National Mall, period, end
of sentence.

The National Mall is America’s front
yard. It is the place we welcome visi-
tors from all over the world. The
Smithsonian is where we gather the
stories, ideas, inventions, and memo-
ries that make us who we are. It is
where we keep what matters to our
large and, yes, very diverse American
family. It is where our Nation tells its
story, and American women have
shaped every chapter of that story.

This is why I enthusiastically sup-
ported the bipartisan version of H.R.
1329, produced by my Republican col-
league and friend from New York, Rep-
resentative NICOLE MALLIOTAKIS, along
with her companion bill, H.R. 1330, re-
lated to the National Museum of the
American Latino.

Together, those bills would resolve a
statutory anomaly that has stalled
both museums and allow them to move
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forward on The Mall as Congress in-
tended.

The bipartisan legislation is a sim-
ple, straightforward fix with 231 co-
sponsors in this House, including over
100 Members from each side of the
aisle.

For some reason, that is not the bill
we are debating. I am saddened and dis-
appointed that the Republican major-
ity has needlessly politicized what has
for years been a bipartisan priority.

The hyperpartisan museum bill we
are debating right now differs from the
original legislation in four primary and
important ways.

First, it omits the National Museum
of the American Latino, which has
been paired with the women’s history
museum since they were both author-
ized together in 2020.

Second, for reasons that pass all un-
derstanding, it grants the President of
the United States unprecedented, uni-
lateral, and unchecked authority to
disregard the Smithsonian’s rec-
ommended site and the Congress’ rec-
ommended site for any reason, or for
no reason at all, and pick his own.

Third, it hands control over design
and construction to boards stacked
with political loyalists who have al-
ready shown they will rubberstamp
whatever the President wants. To see
evidence of that, look no further than
the pile of rubble that used to be the
White House East Wing.

Fourth, it inserts an ideological poi-
son pill intended to dictate what the
museum can and cannot say about
women'’s history.

Mr. Speaker, we deal with a lot of
complicated issues around here that re-
quire complex solutions. This is not
one of them. There is a Republican-led
bipartisan bill just sitting here with
231 cosponsors, including 104 Repub-
lican Members. We could pass that bill
on suspension right now.

The American people will be baffled,
as I am, that my Republican colleagues
have chosen this route instead, espe-
cially since, in 2019, Democrats accept-
ed a Republican amendment requiring
the museum to reflect ‘‘the diversity of
the political viewpoints held by women
of the United States.”

Virtually identical language appears
in this bill—ironically, right next to
the provision that explicitly excludes
political viewpoints held by women of
the United States. I guess it should
have explicitly read: the diversity of
political viewpoints held by Repub-
licans alone.

If the goal were actually to move this
museum forward, we would not be
abandoning the yearslong bipartisan
process that has brought us to the
brink of construction. We would not be
considering a bill with a cynical, ideo-
logical poison pill. We would not ex-
clude the Latino museum. We would
not allow boards filled with Trump loy-
alists to have final say on the muse-
um’s design and construction. We
would certainly not be giving President
Donald Trump, of all people, un-
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checked authority to pick a location
for the women’s history museum. We
would not be spending time debating a
bill destined to fail.

Ask yourselves: Who should decide
what appears in a Smithsonian mu-
seum, where it goes, and what it looks
like? Should it be historians, scholars,
and curators who, for 180 years, have
made the Smithsonian the premier mu-
seum complex in the world, hosting 15
million visitors per year? Is that who it
should be? Or a politician who com-
plains publicly that the Smithsonian
focuses too much on ‘‘“how bad slavery
was’® and who has taken a literal
wrecking ball to some of our most dig-
nified and important landmarks in this
country, a politician who uses our cul-
tural institutions to rewrite history
and hand out no-bid government con-
tracts to his friends? That is the ques-
tion before us.

If House Republicans want the mu-
seum to succeed, the path ahead is
straightforward and easy. Bring the
clean bipartisan fix with its 231 cospon-
sors to the floor, pair it with the
Latino museum as we have done for
years, and let the historians and ex-
perts do the work of telling the full and
complex story of American women.

This legislation does the exact oppo-
site. It takes a bill, the narrow purpose
of which is to specify a museum loca-
tion, and throws even more uncer-
tainty into that very question. It
makes literally no sense.

Mr. Speaker, I will conclude where I
began: The National Mall is where we
welcome visitors from around the
world, of all types. Everyone comes
here. The Smithsonian is where we
mark what makes us who we are. They
belong to the American people, and the
American people deserve both the
women’s history museum and the Na-
tional Museum of the American Latino
on The National Mall that tells their
stories without political interference.

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this bill, and I urge
the majority to bring the bipartisan
bill that 104 Members of their Con-
ference have cosponsored to the floor.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I remind my colleague
that Democratic leadership had the full
opportunity in the 117th Congress to
bring forward this legislation. They
chose not to. They used their time to
do things like rename the Cannon Cau-
cus Room after the current Speaker in
the 117th Congress. That is just a re-
minder of the importance that this bill
has on our side.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. MALLIOTAKIS) to speak
on the bill.

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Chairman STEIL for helping us
advance this bill to the floor. He knows
very well the role that his State of
Wisconsin played in being the first to
ratify the 19th Amendment.
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We are here today because we are
voting on a very simple bill. It is a bill
to transfer land on The National Mall
for the Smithsonian American Wom-
en’s History Museum, which was al-
ready authorized by Congress, over-
whelmingly bipartisan, in 2020, and
signed by President Donald J. Trump.

O 1330

Mr. Speaker, this bill, as my col-
league has mentioned, had over 230
sponsors. It is very bipartisan, and I
think we all agree that it is long past
time that the women of this country,
who make up more than half of the
population, deserve to have a museum
that tells their stories and shares their
contributions to our great country.

Women like Rosie the Riveter and
the millions of women who stepped
onto our factory floors during World
War II; the more than 10,000 code girls
of Arlington Hall, who were secretly
recruited by the U.S. Army and Navy
during World War II to serve as code
breakers; the 8565 women of the Six Tri-
ple Eight, the only all-Black, all-fe-
male battalion deployed overseas dur-
ing World War II; the Black Angels of
my district, who were courageous
nurses who, at the height of segrega-
tion, worked toward and did find the
cure for tuberculosis; the first female
Member of Congress, Jeannette
Rankin; Susan B. Anthony and the suf-
fragists, the great role that they
played in our Nation’s history, they are
who we are here to honor today.

Yes, we have more than enough
women to display in this museum that
we shouldn’t be fighting over the need
to have nonbiological individuals in
there.

I don’t understand why we are pull-
ing bipartisan support from legislation
to establish this museum. As a matter
of fact, let me read it so that every-
body at home knows exactly what this
debate is over. It is over one sentence:
“The Museum shall be dedicated to
preserving, researching, and presenting
the history, achievements, and lived
experiences of biological women in the
United States.”

That is what the disagreement is
about. That is what the big con-
troversy is about.

I hate to alert my friends on the
other side of the aisle, but a museum
dedicated to women’s history should
have women in it. That is it. That is
simple. That was just something that,
through this process, regular order,
going through the committee process,
a Member put forward an amendment.
It was adopted by the majority of the
members on the committee, and it
added that simple provision.

The idea that President Trump—by
the way because Democrats are saying
that the National Planning Commis-
sion is now a Trump commission. This
is a commission that was established
by Congress over 100 years ago. It is
not a new commission. In fact, the
President only has three appointees to
that 12-person commission. To say that
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he has complete control is just simply
not true.

I really hope that some of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
will join us on this because it would be
sad to see that all of the Democrats
would vote down this important bill.

Yet, I will say that it was a Repub-
lican Senator who introduced the 19th
Amendment, which gave women the
right to vote.

It was a Republican Congress that
passed the 19th Amendment to give
women the right to vote.

It was a majority of GOP States that
gave women the right to vote when
they ratified that amendment.

It was a GOP President who gave us
Title IX, which prohibited sex-based
discrimination in the educational pro-
grams.

And, yes, it was President Donald
Trump, a Republican, who authorized
this museum in 2020.

If Republicans have to carry the
water again to deliver for the women of
America, we will do so, but I really
hope that this can remain a bipartisan
measure.

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

Mr. Speaker, I certainly appreciate
my colleague and friend, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, and her comments.

But the truth is, I don’t, first of all,
think anyone who lives in Rochester,
New York, the home of Susan B. An-
thony, just to the west of Seneca Falls,
needs to be told about the history of
the women’s suffrage movement in the
United States or the fact that Susan B.
Anthony was arrested in 1872 for voting
in a Presidential election.

We are well-steeped in it, and we
think this ought to be a museum that
is curated by scholars and by women
and those groups.

The location of this, which was iden-
tified in a bipartisan bill—and the sug-
gestion that somehow we now are not
supporting or withholding our support
for a bipartisan bill is simply wrong.

Actually, that would be the simple
thing to do, to put the bipartisan bill
on the floor. I don’t know what the ob-
jection to it is, except that it doesn’t
have the following language, and this
is really what it is all about, and I will
read from the bill:

“The site for the Museum is hereby
designated as the South Monument
site, located on The National Mall, bor-
dered by 14th Street Southwest, Jeffer-
son Drive, Southwest, Raoul
Wallenberg Place Southwest, and Inde-
pendence Avenue Southwest, except
that the President may designate an
alternative site for the Museum within
180 days of the date of the enactment of
this subsection.”

The extraneous portion that was
added basically takes away everything
the previous sentence said. Everything
the bipartisan bill was intended to do
is identify this location. But for rea-
sons, as I said earlier, that surpass all
understanding, we are now going to
give the President of the United States
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complete, unilateral, unchecked power
to make this decision.

It makes no sense. It is not a bipar-
tisan bill. In fact, if you want to have
this resolved, you could eliminate that
portion of the bill, and we could just do
the simple sentence under the bipar-
tisan bill, which has 104 Republican
sponsors of it. We could do that. We
could do that right now.

That bill is already in print. Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS is actually the sponsor of
that bill, so I would be happy to sup-
port that bill of hers. But don’t suggest
for a minute that this is a bipartisan
bill because it is not. It is actually the
most hyperpartisan of bills, all in-
tended to make sure that the President
is happy with the location of the mu-
seum and give him the complete power
over Congress to make that decision.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO), my dear friend.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this amended bill. I was a
proud cosponsor of the bill, as intro-
duced. Yet, instead of moving the bi-
partisan text, Republicans have hi-
jacked this bill to give President
Trump complete and total authority
over the Smithsonian American Wom-
en’s History Museum’s location. Con-
trary to what Congresswoman
MALLIOTAKIS has asserted, he does have
loyalists who have power over the mu-
seum’s design. He does have loyalists
on the commission, which will deter-
mine the museum’s design.

The museum was supposed to be a
celebration of every American woman’s
contribution, but, of course, Repub-
licans couldn’t help themselves from
adding text that would prohibit trans
women from being included in the mu-
seum. This is really a harmful provi-
sion that will undoubtedly lead many
conservatives to challenge the inclu-
sion of any woman they deem not femi-
nine enough.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
reject this bill and pass the original bi-
partisan bill with the National Mu-
seum of the American Latino.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. LEE), also a member of the
House Administration Committee, to
speak on this bill.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today in support of the creation of
a Smithsonian museum dedicated to
the history of American women. I
thank Chairman STEIL and Representa-
tive MALLIOTAKIS for their leadership
in this important effort.

Before coming to Congress, I had the
privilege of serving as Florida’s Sec-
retary of State. In that role, I oversaw
our State’s museums, archives, and
historical resources, and I gained a
deep appreciation for the importance of
preserving our history carefully and
telling it well.

Museums are not simply collections
of artifacts. They are places where we
remember who we are, where we came
from, and the values that shaped this
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Nation. The story of America cannot
be fully told without the story of
American women.

From the earliest days of our coun-
try, women have helped to build fami-
lies, communities, and institutions.
They served in times of war, advanced
science and medicine, strengthened our
economy, and helped expand the prom-
ise of liberty for future generations.

Today, women serve in leadership
roles across every aspect of American
life, but much of that progress in
America is relatively recent. As some-
one who has spent much of my career
in fields historically dominated by
men, I know personally how meaning-
ful it is when young women can see the
stories of those who came before them.

As an example, since the founding of
our Nation, roughly 12,000 Americans
have served in the United States Con-
gress. Yet, only about 450 of them have
been women. Hearing and sharing the
stories of those women will no doubt
pave the path for the talented genera-
tion to come of women leaders in
America.
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Representation matters, and so does
remembrance. The stories we preserve
shape what the next generation be-
lieves is possible. This museum will
tell the story of countless women,
teachers, entrepreneurs, scientists, sol-
diers, mothers, and public servants
whose perseverance and courage helped
shape this Nation.

It is disappointing that some Demo-
crats are opposing this museum be-
cause it is dedicated to the history and
achievements of biological women
when we should be coming together to
honor the women who helped shape
this Nation.

As the mother of a daughter, I think
often about the examples that she sees
and the stories that she learns about
the women who helped shape this coun-
try. May she know us, may she and all
of the other young women like her see
what is possible, and may they go fur-
ther than we ever dreamed.

When young girls walk through the
Smithsonian and see the contributions
of women woven into the fabric of our
national history, they will understand
something important: that they, too,
are foundational to the American
story.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Florida.

Ms. LEE of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
look forward to the day when all Amer-
icans can visit a museum that honors
the remarkable legacy of women in the
United States. For these reasons, I sup-
port this effort, and I encourage my
colleagues to do the same.

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

Mr. Speaker, I will say I find it rath-
er astonishing that we feel the need
here to give a lot of advice and counsel
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to the Smithsonian Institution about
how to appropriately build and operate
a museum, to curate a museum—I
don’t know if anybody has been—and,
by the way, they do museums really
well. We are supposed to pass legisla-
tion, which we don’t even do that well,
and now we are going to tell them how
to run museums.

I would just encourage my friends, if
you haven’t, the Smithsonian runs a
number of museums in town—one on
American history, one on African
Americans, one on American Indians,
one on natural history, one on air and
space. Fifteen million people come to
them.

In the 8 years I have been privileged
to be a Member of Congress, I have
never once had a constituent or any-
body else stop me and say, you know, 1
really have some advice to give to the
Smithsonian Institution about how to
run museums. I think they do it excep-
tionally well.

In fact, I would argue that the
Smithsonian Institution is the greatest
museum complex anywhere in the
world. It is an extraordinary place, free
to Americans and others who come
from other places to see the American
experience. I don’t think they need,
really, a whole lot of help from Mem-
bers of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives on how to run museums.
Let’s let them do that. Let’s let acad-
emicians, scholars, historians, and mu-
seum curators do that.

All we are supposed to do here is say
where the location of the museum is to
be located. That is the one issue in
front of us. Talk about making com-
plex a simple issue. People will be baf-
fled and scratching their heads to
watch this debate should they ever
watch this debate because this is a sim-
ple, simple matter, and we should not
complicate this. Let’s identify the lo-
cation, and let’s let the Smithsonian
Institution do what they do better than
any other organization in the world.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Washington (Ms.
RANDALL), my dear friend and col-
league.

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the Smithsonian
American Women’s History Museum
Act, as amended. Frankly, that is dis-
appointing because this bill used to be
a bipartisan success story.

Democrats and Republicans came to-
gether to support creating both the
American Women’s History Museum
and the National Museum of the Amer-
ican Latino on The National Mall, but
instead of building on that bipartisan
agreement, this bill was turned into
another political power grab with a
last-minute partisan amendment in
committee.

Republicans inserted culture war lan-
guage limiting the museum to biologi-
cal women. That language was not
added to improve the museum. It was
added to erase trans women from
American history.

Whether my Republican colleagues
want to acknowledge it or not, trans
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women are just as much a part of this
country’s history as anyone else. Muse-
ums are supposed to expand our under-
standing, preserve truth, and reflect
the full complexity of this country.

They went even a step further to cor-
rupt this bill, handing President
Trump extraordinary control over mu-
seum design and planning. Congress
should not hand any President unilat-
eral power over how American history
is told, especially after we have seen
this administration pressure institu-
tions and whitewash history.

This legislation also leaves behind
the National Museum of the American
Latino, even though Congress estab-
lished both museums together under
the same law. Let’s be honest about
why. We are watching a systematic ef-
fort by Republicans and this adminis-
tration to strip out wuncomfortable
truths and erase marginalized commu-
nities.

“But Latino history is American his-
tory’’; ““‘Pero la historia de los Latinos
es la historia americana.”

It is not secondary. It is not optional.

For all these reasons, at the appro-
priate time, I will offer a motion to re-
commit this bill back to committee.

If the House rules permitted, I would
have offered the motion with an impor-
tant amendment to this bill.

My amendment would have stripped
out the exclusionary language tar-
geting trans women, moved the Wom-
en’s History Museum and the National
Museum of the American Latino for-
ward together, as Congress originally
intended, and block this dangerous
power grab that hands President
Trump unilateral control.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of this amend-
ment into the RECORD immediately
prior to the vote on the motion to re-
commit.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I hope
my colleagues will join me in voting
for the motion to recommit.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK), the mother of
Augusta, to speak on the bill.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate my colleague from the great
State of Wisconsin for his leadership on
this issue.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
1329, the Smithsonian American Wom-
en’s History Museum Act, and I want
to start by recognizing my colleague
NICOLE MALLIOTAKIS for her tenacity
and her leadership in bringing this leg-
islation to the floor. I thank Nicole for
never backing down or giving up.

As you can see, I have my daughter,
Augusta Dair, here with me today be-
cause I wanted her to be a witness to
this incredible moment in our Nation’s
history where we stood up for all of the
women who have helped build this
country and told their stories.
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That is what this museum is. It is
not a political statement. It is a prom-
ise, a promise that the women who
came before us will not be erased, will
not be minimized, and will not be for-
gotten.

We all know—or at least I thought
we knew—that women’s history is not
a partisan issue. It is American his-
tory, full stop. Now, the women whose
stories will be told in this museum, I
want you to think about what they
went through. It wasn’t that long ago—
1974—that a woman couldn’t open a
credit card in her own name without
her husband’s signature. Before that,
she couldn’t serve on a jury, and before
that, she couldn’t vote.

Yet, these women, extraordinary,
stubborn, gritty, American women,
they didn’t quit. They persevered. They
built something anyway. Now, if that
is not an American story, I don’t know
what is. Quite frankly, it is that story
that deserves to be told and have a
place on our National Mall.

As Chairwoman of the Republican
Women’s Caucus, I have had the honor
of standing alongside some of the most
incredible women who fight every sin-
gle day not for headlines but for the
next generation of girls who need them
to know that hard work, courage, and
grit will take them further than any-
one can ever tell them they couldn’t go
before.

We believe that these women deserve
to be honored, proudly, without polit-
ical manipulation, which is why I am
genuinely baffled that the Democratic
Women’s Caucus has chosen to oppose
this bill. Their reasoning for opposing
the bill is because we want biological
women’s stories to be told—that we
want a museum to be dedicated to
women, to celebrate women? That is
the controversy, Mr. Speaker?

Forgive me, but this issue should
never have become partisan. It is com-
mon sense. Biological women deserve
to have their stories told.

For those who say that this gives the
President too much say about what is
happening with this museum, that is
just nonsense. Representative
MALLIOTAKIS has already refuted the
claim that the President will have that
type of power. He cannot.

What this bill does is ensure account-
ability over a federally funded institu-
tion that will represent American his-
tory for generations. The Smithsonian
belongs to the American people, not to
political activists, not to ideological
agendas.

I know that millions of women
around the country right now are
standing with us, and they will not
apologize for standing up for women;
not today and not ever.
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I am here right now on the House
floor with my daughter, Augusta Dair,
and I can only do this because of the
women who came before me. It is those
women we strive to honor: the pio-
neers, the mothers, the scientists, the
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servicemembers, the entrepreneurs, the
educators, the ones who broke barriers
before it was fashionable, and the ones
who never got a thank-you. They de-
serve this. Every little girl in America
deserves this.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
reject the political noise around this
bill, pass this legislation, and ensure
that future generations like little Au-
gusta’s can walk through these Halls,
if she chooses to, and know without
question what American women are
made of.

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

To quote Mrs. CAMMACK, whom I have
great respect for, women’s history ‘is
American history, full stop.” I com-
pletely agree, and I am delighted to see
her and her daughter in her maiden
speech in front of the House talk about
the importance of women in American
history. I completely agree with that,
as well.

What I find perplexing is that the
construction of this museum has been
held up now for several years since its
authorization, because Congress could
not reconcile the fact that we hadn’t
fully identified a location for the mu-
seum. That is the only thing that pre-
vents the construction of this museum
from moving forward. We have a bipar-
tisan solution to address just that, the
exact location of where this museum
should be built.

I think the question that needs to be
answered in this moment is why we are
not doing that bill. It has 231 cospon-
sors, a majority of this House, and over
100 Members on both sides of the aisle.
It is simple and straightforward.

Why aren’t we doing that? Why are
we here? Why do we have to debate for
the balance of an hour a bill that is so
simple to pass and has broad support?

It is because this bill was rewritten
by the White House. This bill was re-
written so that not a woman but a
man, and, frankly, a man with some-
thing of a questionable history toward
women, would have the final say.

By the way, if he didn’t like the loca-
tion that we have identified in this bill,
he has a way to raise his objections
called veto the bill. He could veto it if
he didn’t like the location, and then we
would negotiate.

The Article I prerogative of the Con-
gress is to pass laws. That is what we
should be doing, but what we have done
is, we have managed to twist ourselves
into a pretzel just to satisfy the Presi-
dent so that the President can look at
the location that Congress by, law
would, like to make clear and say: I
don’t like that after all. Sorry, Con-
gress. Thank you for your input, but go
away. I, Donald Trump, will decide uni-
laterally where the women’s history
museum will go. Forget about the 435
Members of the House. Forget about
the 100 Members of the Senate. We ap-
preciate your input, like little chil-
dren. Now, go away. I will make the de-
cision.

That is what is going to happen. That
is what this bill is. If that is not the
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case, I would love to hear a single word
of explanation about why we are not
doing the bill that has broad bipartisan
support that specifically says where
this museum will be located on The Na-
tional Mall, on America’s front yard.

Why is that not the case? Why are we
here? We can dance around it. We can
talk about the contributions of women.
Certainly, no one on this side of the
aisle would ever, ever spend any time
disputing that. We are in complete
agreement, which is why we have over
100 sponsors for the bill on our side of
the aisle, as well.

The question is, and the question
that people watching will want an-
swered, is: Why aren’t you doing that
bill?

I will be eagerly listening for an ex-
planation as to why the bipartisan bill
with 231 cosponsors, which specifically
says where this museum should be, the
exact location, and why we are not
doing that bill.

I will sit quietly and listen. Maybe
not so quietly, but I will sit and listen.
I am looking for one word of expla-
nation about why that is not the case.
Until that time, I will reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. DE LA CRUZ)
to speak on the bill.

Ms. De La CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague for yielding, and I
thank Congresswoman NICOLE
MALLIOTAKIS for working so hard to get
this piece of legislation on the floor
today.

I stand proudly to support H.R. 1329,
the bipartisan Smithsonian American
Women’s History Museum Act, as an
original cosponsor.

For 30 years, lawmakers on both
sides of the aisle have worked together
to establish a space that carries on the
legacy of the American women who
fought tirelessly for our rights. It is
absolutely unacceptable that any Mem-
ber would oppose this bill because they
want a biological male, a man, to be
honored in the space designed for
women, biological women.

Any vote that opposes this legisla-
tion undermines every woman Wwho
fought for our right to vote, our right
to own a home, our right to attend col-
lege, and even our right to own our
paychecks.

Ultimately, I represent a community
that understands the difference be-
tween a man and a woman, a commu-
nity that respects women, a commu-
nity that will be proud that today and
always they can count on me to stand
up for biological women and stand up
for common sense.

Common sense, let’s think about
that. Let’s think about common sense,
which obviously my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle do not have and
lost along the way.

Today, I will ‘“‘with pride’’; ‘‘con
orgullo” vote ‘‘yes” on this bill. I will
vote ‘‘yes’” on this legislation. I will
vote ‘‘yes” for my ‘‘grandmother’’;
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“‘abuelita,” who is in Heaven smiling
down, and ‘‘for my mother”’; ‘“‘para mi
mama,’”’ who is watching right now on
C-SPAN ‘“‘with pride”’; ‘‘con orgullo,”
watching her daughter speak on behalf
of women here in America, to tell our
story, to share our history, women’s
history.

I will vote ‘‘yes” for this legislation.
I will vote ‘‘yes” for biological women.
Today, I will vote ‘“‘yes’ for common
sense.

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

I appreciate the gentlewoman’s com-
ments. It is interesting she began her
comments by citing the bipartisan bill
that isn’t before the House, the bipar-
tisan bill that I am urging us to pass,
the bipartisan bill that has over 100
sponsors on the Republican side of the
aisle and over 100 sponsors on the
Democratic side of the aisle.

She used that frame even though
that is not the bill before the House. Of
course, she could not offer an expla-
nation as to why the bill that she cited
actually isn’t before the House, and in-
stead, we have a hyperpartisan bill
that gives Donald Trump unilateral
power to decide where this museum is
going.

I would also note that among the
rights that she talked about for
women, the right to vote, et cetera, she
didn’t mention the right to control
their own bodies. You know why? Be-
cause we have taken that away from
women. This Supreme Court and this
President have taken away the right of
women so that my grandchildren, my
granddaughters, have fewer rights than
my mother did, than their grand-
mother and their great-grandmother
had. We didn’t talk about that if we are
going to talk about the rights of
women and how important it is to sup-
port women in this country. We didn’t
talk about why this bill is going to end
up with no museum being built because
we insist on giving unilateral power to
Donald Trump to decide all things that
the Congress should be deciding.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the

gentlewoman from California (Ms.
CHU).
Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in

strong opposition to Republicans’ par-
tisan version of my previously bipar-
tisan bill, the Smithsonian American
Women’s History Museum Act.

Today should have been a celebration
of success after years of bipartisan col-
laboration and good faith negotiations
on a bill that I was proud to be a leader
on, ensuring that women receive their
rightful recognition in our Nation’s
Capital.

Instead, Republicans threw all of
that away by unilaterally making ex-
tremist changes to our once bipartisan
bill, giving President Trump the power
to decide the location, the design, and
even the content of this museum.

This completely undermines our
bill’s original intent. This museum is
about honoring the prolific contribu-
tions that women have made to this
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country. Instead, Republicans have dis-
graced this process and, embarrass-
ingly, made it entirely about one man,
Donald Trump.

Mr. Speaker, women deserve better,
and I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.”
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Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire how much time is remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUEST). The gentleman from Wisconsin
has 13 minutes remaining.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS), who is the author of the
bill.

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to clarify some points and answer
some of the questions of my colleague.
This is like the good old times in the
New York State Assembly. Mr.
MORELLE and I had fun debating there,
as well.

First of all, let me say that this bill
is actually site-specific. It does include
the quadrants of the site that was se-
lected by the American Women’s His-
tory Museum Advisory Council. The
original version, which we have intro-
duced, did not have those specific quad-
rants. It did not specify a specific site.
It just allowed for a future selected site
to be transferred.

In that case, there was no clarity on
what the site was, so we amended the
bill to add the specific quadrants of the
south Capitol site on The National
Mall so it would be clear that it is the
selected site of the museum’s advisory
council.

Yes, it does give 180 days for the
President, if necessary, to alter. That
is because if, for some reason, there is
a problem with that site, and it turns
out we can’t build on it, if the engi-
neers come back and say that there is
a problem, that it can’t be built on,
then we don’t want to have to go
through this entire process and have to
pass another piece of legislation. We
would just all work together to select a
site that would be suitable.

In terms of specificity, this bill actu-
ally gives more clarity on the location
than the initial version.

That is the only thing that has
changed, that provision, as well as add-
ing the sentence about ensuring that it
is biological women. That was amended
in the committee process.

As I said, every piece of legislation is
introduced here. We garnered 230 co-
sponsors. It went to the committee.
The committee went through regular
order. Somebody had an amendment,
and the amendment passed. Therefore,
it was added. That was added as a re-
sult to ensure that there is clarity that
only biological women would be rep-
resented in a women’s museum.

I also want to address this issue
about the National Capital Planning
Commission. This is not President
Donald Trump’s commission. This was
a commission that was established over
100 years ago, in which the President
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gets only three appointees. The com-
mission is a 12-member Federal body.

Obviously, anything that is built as a
Capital project goes through this com-
mission. It is not as if it is a new com-
mission that was set up by this par-
ticular President. Both this commis-
sion and the Fine Arts Commission
were established well over a century
ago, and the 12-member makeup of this
is 3 appointees only by the President.
That is not a majority. That is not giv-
ing the President unanimous control.

The Mayor of Washington, D.C., gets
an appointment. The chair of the D.C.
Council gets an appointment. The
House and Senate committee chairs
with the D.C. jurisdiction, their com-
mittees get an appointment. The heads
of the DOD, Interior, and GSA get an
appointment. There are two mayoral
appointees. That is the makeup of this.

I know sometimes my colleagues on
the other side may have a little dif-
ficulty with math. We see that during
the budgeting, where they want to
spend more than we can afford. Three
is not the majority in a commission of
12.

Please stop lying and saying that the
commission is being controlled by one
particular man. That is simply not the
case.

I just wanted to give those clarifying
points.

Again, I want to reiterate that I am
very proud that it is the Republican
Party that is putting forward this leg-
islation. This was authorized, again, by
President Trump in 2020. President Joe
Biden had 4 years to move this ball for-
ward and to designate the land. He did
not do it, so we are here today with the
same President who authorized the
women’s museum, President Donald J.
Trump.

What I will say is that they claim,
the other side, to be the party of
women, yet it is the Republican Party
that introduced the 19th Amendment
and that passed the 19th Amendment.
It was majority Republican-led States
that ratified the 19th Amendment.

Title IX is so important to women in
our colleges, female athletes, and all
educational programs. That was signed
into law by a Republican President.

Yes, it is a Republican President
today who has authorized the women’s
history museum, and it will be a Re-
publican majority in Congress that
gets this done. That is because, for 4
years, the other side, when they had
control, failed to do so.

I still hope that this will be a bipar-
tisan vote. It really should be. There is
no reason for this not to come out of
this House today and to celebrate the
women of America.

We can all be proud of women who
have contributed from our respective
States to the building of this Nation.
As my colleague said, there have been
so many struggles over the years,
whether it be the right to vote or
whether it be to apply for a credit card
without needing a male cosigner.
Women weren’t allowed to be on a jury.
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They weren’t allowed to attend a mili-
tary academy. These are stories that
need to be told.

Sadly, the current generation and fu-
ture generations may take a lot for
granted. We don’t know the history of
the struggles that women have en-
dured.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we can come
out of this today with a bipartisan vote
in support. Let’s get this museum
done, and let’s do something that we
can all be proud of as Americans.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire how much time remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 9 minutes
remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, we could do this bill,
get this done, and make clear where
this museum is supposed to be. All we
have to do is pass the bipartisan bill.

If we want to amend it with this
exact location, if that is what Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS is suggesting, then I am
happy to do that, but there are so
many things that she said that I have
to respond to.

First of all, President Biden couldn’t
do this because Congress has created in
the authorizing legislation this anom-
aly, so we need Congress to be able to
specify the location, which is the point
of the bipartisan bill, which has over
230 sponsors on both sides of the aisle.
We could do that. This is simple, but
that is not what is here.

By the way, just to remind the gen-
tlewoman in case she is not clear, the
chairperson of the NCPC, which has re-
sponsibility here, the chair of that is
the current White House staff sec-
retary, William Scharf. It is the Presi-
dent’s employee who runs it.

By the way, anyone who believes
that the President has much regard for
the law or how these things should go
should just look at the pile of rubble
that is the East Wing of the White
House, where the President defied tra-
dition, common sense, and appropriate-
ness and just knocked down one of the
most historic sections of the most his-
toric building in the world and is build-
ing it without anyone’s contributions,
without any appropriate guardrails,
and without any appropriate oversight.
That is because, let’s face it, that is
what this President does.

Mr. Speaker, I do want to go back. I
am sorry. I thought I read this into the
RECORD, but just to be clear, if people
think this is an exact location, then
they should read it to the end. After we
identify the site, it says: ‘‘except that
the President may designate an alter-
native site for the museum within 180
days of the date of the enactment of
this subsection.”

That is a little like when I was in
high school, saying to my father: Can I
stay out late? He would say: Yes, un-
less I say you can’t. Does that mean I
can stay out late? It only means I can
stay out late if he gives me permission.

We are going to put it at this site. We
have it specifically here. Ms.
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MALLIOTAKIS is right. There is an exact
location, unless the President says
that is not where he wants it.

This is the Congress. Article I—when
I first came to Washington, Article I, it
must have been said 1,000 times in my
first few weeks—Article I prerogatives,
the Congress, Article I, the first sec-
tion of the Constitution, the legislative
responsibilities herein lie with the
Congress of the United States.

Yet, what are we doing, Mr. Speaker?
We are passing legislation, which the
President does have the right to sign or
veto, in which case, if he vetoes, it
comes back here for further action by
the Houses. He gets one bite at the
apple, but we are not content with
that. We have to then give him unilat-
eral power over what we have just
passed to do whatever he wants. It is
insanity.

There is no explanation for why we
are not doing the original bill—None. I
am still listening, and I still haven’t
heard it.

I will continue to listen for the expla-
nation. Perhaps in the close by my col-
leagues and friends, we will hear why,
finally, there is something wrong with
passing the original bill.

By the way, this isn’t going to clear
it up because this bill is not going to
become law. I will tell you what, Mr.
Speaker, in a new Congress, when there
is a new majority, we will put the ac-
tual location. We will put it in law. We
will send it to the President, and we
will see whether or not he insists on
not only a bill that has a location, but
insists more on the power to unilater-
ally do whatever he wants.

The only way this majority is willing
to do anything in this House seems to
be to ultimately give the power, com-
plete power, to the President to do
what he chooses to do without our
input.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, do you want to know
why I think so many Americans have
given up on this institution? Think
about what we are doing right now.
Think about this debate. I hope people
see it.

We were handed something extremely
rare in this building nowadays, a fin-
ished, bipartisan bill sponsored by
more than half the Members with over
100 Members on both sides agreeing to
it, and we lit it on fire. We have basi-
cally thrown it out and put it in a
dumpster.

And for what: to stroke the Presi-
dent’s ego, to bully a vulnerable group
of people who make up less than 1 per-
cent of the population?

The worst part is that we are doing it
at a museum that is intended to honor
women and the enormous contributions
of women to this country who suc-
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ceeded despite a government that
failed them at times. They overcame
great obstacles. We manufactured ours.
They had every excuse to fail and made
history anyway. They overcame those
obstacles. We have no excuses. Yet,
here we are on the verge of failing
them, once again.

They deserved better then and they
deserve better now.

Mr. Speaker, I implore my colleagues
one last time: Stop with the games.
Bring the bipartisan version of this bill
to the floor, along with the Latino mu-
seum build so we can finally get shov-
els in the ground on The National Mall
for these critically important museums
and honor the amazing people in this
country who have written the chapter
of American history that we all stand
on the shoulders of and whose legacy
we enjoy.

Mr. Speaker, I urge defeat of this
bill. Bring back the bipartisan bill. We
will enthusiastically build it. We will
put shovels in the ground and we will
build these national museums as they
should be.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1329, the
Smithsonian American Women’s His-
tory Museum Act, as introduced by my
colleague Representative MALLIOTAKIS
from New York.

As we know, this year is the Nation’s
250th anniversary, and we have an op-
portunity to place the Women’s His-
tory Museum of the Smithsonian on
The National Mall. The bill designates
and takes an important step by desig-
nating the exact location of where that
museum would be on The Mall and pro-
vides guardrails regarding the content
of the museum.

Mr. Speaker, I thank, again, my col-
league Representative MALLIOTAKIS for
her hard work on this issue. I encour-
age my colleagues to support this bill.

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

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 1300,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of H.R. 1329 is postponed.

————

SHARRI BRILEY AND ERIC
EDMUNDSON VETERANS BENE-
FITS EXPANSION ACT OF 2026

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
House Resolution 1300, I call up the bill
(H.R. 6047) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to increase the dollar
amounts for the payment of certain
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disability compensation and depend-

ency and indemnity compensation

under the laws administered by the

Secretary, 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 1300, the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, printed in
the bill, modified by the amendment
printed in part A of House Report 119-
653, is adopted, and the bill, as amend-
ed, is considered read.

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

H.R. 6047

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 “‘Sharri Briley
and Eric Edmundson Veterans Benefits Expan-
sion Act of 2026”°.

SEC. 2. INCREASE IN RATES OF CERTAIN DIS-
ABILITY COMPENSATION AND DE-
PENDENCY AND INDEMNITY COM-
PENSATION UNDER LAWS ADMINIS-
TERED BY SECRETARY OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS.

(a) INCREASE TO RATES OF WARTIME DIs-
ABILITY COMPENSATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1114 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

‘“(u) In the case of a veteran eligible for a
monthly aid and attendance allowance under
subsection (r) or subsection (t) of this section,
the Secretary shall, in addition to the total
amount of compensation for which the veteran
is eligible under this section, pay the veteran a
supplemental monthly allowance at the rate of
3833.33.7°.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICABILITY.—Sub-
section (u) of such section (as added by para-
graph (1)) shall take effect on December 1, 2026,
and shall apply to months beginning on or after
such date.

(b) INCREASE TO RATES OF DEPENDENCY AND
INDEMNITY COMPENSATION.—Section 5312 of
such title is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘“(d)(1) Whenever there is an increase in ben-
efit amounts payable under title II of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 401 et seq.) as a result of
a determination made under section 215(i) of
such Act (42 U.S.C. 415(i)), the Secretary shall,
except as provided in paragraph (2), effective on
the date of such increase in benefit amounts, in-
crease the dollar amounts in effect for the pay-
ment of dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion by the Secretary under paragraph (1) and
paragraph (3) of section 1311(a) of this title, as
such amounts were in effect immediately before
the date of such increase in benefit amounts
payable under title II of the Social Security Act,
by a percentage equal to the sum of—

‘““(A) the percentage by which such benefit
amounts are increased; and

““(B) one percent.

““(2) After the first increase under paragraph
(1) to the dollar amounts in effect for the pay-
ment of dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion by the Secretary under paragraph (1) and
paragraph (3) of section 1311(a) of this title, the
Secretary shall carry out paragraph (1)(B) by
substituting ‘one half of one percent’ for ‘one
percent’.

‘“(3) Whenever there is an increase under
paragraph (1) in amounts in effect for the pay-
ment of dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion, the Secretary shall publish such amounts,
as increased pursuant to such paragraph, in the
Federal Register at the same time as the mate-
rial required by section 215(i)(2)(D) of the Social
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