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SEC. 8. CONFLICT OF INTEREST PROCEDURES. 

The Federal Acquisition Regulatory Coun-
cil and the Administrator shall update the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation as necessary 
to provide additional guidance to executive 
agencies to address personal and organiza-
tional conflicts of interest involving mem-
bers of the acquisition workforce. 
SEC. 9. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDING. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated for the purpose of carrying out 
this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. BURLISON) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SUBRAMANYAM) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam 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 this measure. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of my bill, the FIT Procurement 
Act. 

Hardworking taxpayers expect the 
Federal Government to be a respon-
sible steward of their hard-earned dol-
lars. They make tough financial deci-
sions every day, and they rightly ex-
pect Washington to exercise the same 
discipline and restraint. 

Too often, however, our Federal pro-
curement system does the opposite. It 
rewards inefficiency, layers on unnec-
essary administrative burdens, and 
slows down agency operations, all at 
the expense of the taxpayer. These in-
efficiencies drive up costs and limit 
agencies in their ability to deliver 
timely and effective results. 

My bill, the FIT Procurement Act, 
addresses these challenges through tar-
geted, commonsense reforms in the 
Federal procurement process. The leg-
islation focuses on reducing unneces-
sary administrative burdens, improv-
ing coordination across agencies, and 
strengthening the acquisition work-
force through better training and 
clearer guidance. 

To improve workforce capability, the 
bill requires the Director of Federal 
Acquisition Institute to develop and 
implement cross-functional informa-
tion and communications technology 
training for acquisition professionals. 
This ensures those responsible for pur-
chasing information and communica-
tion technology have the tools and 
knowledge needed to make smart, cost- 
effective decisions. 

The FIT Procurement Act also in-
creases efficiency by expanding the use 
of simplified, commercial-style pur-
chasing. It raises the micro-purchase 
threshold from $10,000 to $25,000 and the 

simplified acquisition threshold from 
$250,000 to $500,000. 

Purchases under the micro-purchase 
threshold require no contracting offi-
cer involvement and significantly re-
duce the administrative overhead. 
Raising this threshold alone is esti-
mated to save more than $40 million 
annually while allowing contracting 
officers to focus on larger, higher-risk 
acquisitions where oversight matters 
the most. 

Increasing the simplified acquisition 
threshold further reduces administra-
tive costs and improves economic effi-
ciency for small businesses that are 
competing for Federal contracts. 

In addition, the FIT Procurement 
Act authorizes advanced payments for 
cloud computing services, allowing 
Federal agencies to access the same 
upfront payment discounts that are 
commonly available in the private sec-
tor, delivering additional savings to 
our taxpayers. 

Taken together, these reforms 
streamline procurement, reduce waste-
ful spending, and improve account-
ability without expanding government 
or creating new bureaucracy, ulti-
mately leading to disciplined acquisi-
tion practices and real savings for the 
American taxpayer. 

I thank Chairman COMER for his lead-
ership and commitment to advancing 
this legislation. I urge my colleagues 
to support it, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

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

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 4123, the Federal Improvement in 
Technology Procurement Act of 2025. I 
am proud to be co-leading this legisla-
tion with the gentleman, and I thank 
him for his leadership. I am glad this 
bill is bipartisan. 

Madam Speaker, one of the things we 
focused on in the Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform Committee is improv-
ing government efficiency and mod-
ernization, and the FIT Procurement 
Act delivers on that goal. It raises the 
micro-purchasing threshold and the 
simplified acquisition threshold. 

These thresholds have not been up-
dated in a very long time. They don’t 
reflect how much things cost these 
days, and these changes will finally 
allow agencies to move faster to pur-
chase innovative technologies. 

The bill also allows Federal agencies 
to prepay for information technology 
subscriptions, including cloud com-
puting. Prepaying for IT subscriptions 
will make a huge difference in govern-
ment access to cutting-edge tools. 

The bill will also open the door for 
more small businesses to participate in 
Federal contracting, and, most impor-
tantly, it is estimated to save tax-
payers millions and millions of dollars. 

This is common sense, and everyone 
wins. I urge my colleagues to join me 
and Representative BURLISON in sup-
porting this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
couldn’t have said it better than my 
colleague Representative 
SUBRAMANYAM. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
long-overdue governmentwide procure-
ment reform bill that will help the 
Federal Government to more effi-
ciently obtain the systems and services 
that it needs to support our critical 
missions, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam 
Speaker, I also urge my colleagues to 
join me and Representative BURLISON 
in supporting this bill, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
BURLISON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4123, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1700 

FEDERAL RELOCATION PAYMENT 
IMPROVEMENT ACT 

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 6330) to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for lump-sum 
relocation payments for Federal em-
ployees relocated in the interest of the 
Government, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

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

H.R. 6330 

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 ‘‘Federal Re-
location Payment Improvement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. LUMP-SUM RELOCATION PAYMENTS FOR 

RELOCATED FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 

57 of title 5, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 5739a. Authority for lump sum payment for 
relocation 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of this subchapter, when the 
head of the agency concerned (or a designee) 
authorizes or approves, an agency, through 
the proper disbursing official, may pay to an 
employee who relocates in the interest of the 
Government, a one-time lump sum payment 
in lieu of any payment otherwise authorized 
or required under this subchapter. 

‘‘(b) REGULATIONS.—Under section 5738 of 
this title, the Administrator of General 
Services shall prescribe regulations nec-
essary for the implementation and adminis-
tration of this section, including— 

‘‘(1) when agencies may authorize a one- 
time lump sum payment under this section 
or the payments otherwise authorized or re-
quired under this subchapter; 

‘‘(2) how agencies will calculate the lump 
sum amount; and 

‘‘(3) the process for employees to dispute a 
relocation expenses claim with their agency, 
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notice of the employee’s right to appeal the 
agency decision to the Civilian Board of Con-
tract Appeals, and citation to the Board’s 
procedures governing the appeals process. 

‘‘(c) REPORTING.— 
‘‘(1) AGENCY SUBMISSION.—Not later than 3 

years following the date of enactment of the 
Federal Relocation Payment Improvement 
Act, the head of each agency shall submit to 
the Administrator of General Services the 
following: 

‘‘(A) Data on the number of employees au-
thorized a one-time lump sum payment. 

‘‘(B) The number of employee challenges to 
agency disallowance of claims pursuant to 
this section. 

‘‘(C) Data on cost savings achieved by the 
Federal Relocation Payment Improvement 
Act. 

‘‘(D) A summary of recommendations to 
improve the Federal Relocation Payment 
Improvement Act. 

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATOR SUBMISSION.—Not later 
than 90 days after receipt of the data sub-
mitted pursuant to paragraph (1), the Ad-
ministrator of General Services shall submit 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate 
an analysis of the data submitted pursuant 
to paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for such subchapter is amended by 
adding after the item relating to section 5739 
the following: 
‘‘5739a. Authority for lump sum payment for 

relocation.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. BURLISON) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SUBRAMANYAM) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam 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 this measure. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, relocating Federal 
employees who receive assignments to 
change official duty stations is a costly 
and bureaucratic process. According to 
the General Services Administration, 
which manages such relocations, in fis-
cal year 2024, the cost for employee re-
location across agencies ranged from 
$11,000 to a staggering $143,000 per em-
ployee. 

This high cost contrasts with the pri-
vate sector, where relocation costs are 
considerably less. In fact, current law 
and regulations require seven cat-
egories of mandatory relocation enti-
tlements and another six discretionary. 

This complexity diverts Federal 
agency resources that could otherwise 
be available for other mission-focused 
priorities. It also comes at the expense 
of Federal employee satisfaction, as 
those relocating are forced to navigate 

a prolonged bureaucratic maze of docu-
ment filings and payment processes. 

Fortunately, there is a tested alter-
native to the current system, as dem-
onstrated by agencies such as the Fish 
and Wildlife Service and Customs and 
Border Protection in a recent pilot pro-
gram. 

Those agencies have utilized this 
pilot program to provide negotiated, 
lump-sum payments to relocating em-
ployees who are then responsible for 
moving themselves. The simplified 
lump-sum payments and processes have 
already been demonstrated to reduce 
agency costs while boosting employee 
satisfaction. 

This bill would expand and codify the 
successful pilot program to allow all 
agencies to provide these lump-sum 
payments to relocating employees 
when such alternative is the most cost- 
effective option. 

Furthermore, the Congressional 
Budget Office estimates that enacting 
H.R. 6330 would save the government 
$306 million over 5 years. 

Madam Speaker, I thank my col-
league for offering this legislation, and 
I urge my colleagues to vote in favor. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

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

I rise regarding H.R. 6330, the Federal 
Relocation Payment Improvement Act. 
As mentioned, the bill would allow 
Federal agencies to pay for employee 
relocation costs through a simple 
lump-sum payment. It also directs the 
government to establish an appeals 
process for employees to dispute reim-
bursement decisions. 

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

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JACK). 

Mr. JACK. Madam Speaker, I thank 
Representative BURLISON for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of my bill, H.R. 6330, the Federal 
Relocation Payment Improvement Act. 

I am grateful for the overwhelming 
bipartisan support this legislation re-
ceived in committee, and I am grateful 
for the opportunity to present it before 
the House of Representatives for con-
sideration today. 

Madam Speaker, our Republican ma-
jority was elected on a promise to 
make the Federal Government more ef-
ficient, reduce bureaucracy, and ensure 
taxpayer dollars are spent responsibly. 
My bill fulfills that pledge by stream-
lining the Federal employee relocation 
process, reducing administrative bur-
dens, lowering costs for American tax-
payers, and modernizing an outdated 
system. 

To understand why this reform is 
necessary, let us review how the cur-
rent process operates. Each year, ap-
proximately 33,000 Federal employees 
relocate across the country to meet the 
operational needs of their agencies, at 
a cost of nearly $1.5 billion to the tax-
payer. 

Under current law, a Federal em-
ployee who is directed to relocate pays 
relocation expenses out of pocket, re-
tains documentation for each of those 
expenses, submits detailed reimburse-
ment requests, and then waits some-
times more than 2 years to be fully re-
imbursed. 

Meanwhile, the agencies tasked with 
administering these relocation reim-
bursements dedicate significant time 
and resources to reviewing, processing, 
and reconciling each claim. In some 
cases, a single relocation can generate 
more than $140,000 in administrative 
costs. 

The result is a process that is bur-
densome for employees, costly for 
agencies, and inefficient for taxpayers. 
Fortunately, Madam Speaker, there is 
a better way. Federal agencies, includ-
ing the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, have participated in pilot pro-
grams that provide employees with a 
single, upfront, lump-sum relocation 
payment instead of requiring reim-
bursement for each individual expense. 

When given the option, Federal em-
ployees have overwhelmingly chosen 
this streamlined approach. For in-
stance, U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection reported nearly $1 million in 
administrative savings. The GSA esti-
mates expanding this authority across 
the Federal Government could save 
taxpayers between $300 million and $500 
million annually. 

Madam Speaker, that is the purpose 
of my legislation, H.R. 6330. My bill 
makes this successful authority perma-
nent and available to every Federal 
agency. My bill preserves agency flexi-
bility by keeping participation op-
tional. My bill requires agencies to re-
port to Congress on the savings 
achieved, ensuring continuing account-
ability to Congress and the American 
taxpayer. 

For Federal employees, this means a 
simpler and more predictable reloca-
tion process. For Federal agencies, it 
means fewer administrative burdens 
and a more efficient use of administra-
tive resources. For American tax-
payers, it means an estimated $300 mil-
lion to $500 million in annual savings. 

I thank our chairman, Representa-
tive JAMES COMER, for his leadership in 
advancing commonsense government 
reforms. I thank my colleague Rep-
resentative BURLISON, who has distin-
guished himself as one of the greatest 
defenders of liberty in Congress. I 
thank the members of the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform 
for their thoughtful consideration of 
my legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support my bill, H.R. 6330. 

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

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
urge my colleagues to support this im-
portant governmentwide reform bill 
that will save hundreds of millions of 
dollars while improving the lives of the 
Federal workforce. 
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Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
BURLISON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6330, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BILLION DOLLAR BOONDOGGLE 
ACT 

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1722) to require an annual re-
port of taxpayer-funded projects that 
are over budget and behind schedule, as 
amended. 

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

H.R. 1722 
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 ‘‘Billion Dol-
lar Boondoggle Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ANNUAL REPORT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘covered agency’’ means— 
(A) an Executive agency, as defined in sec-

tion 105 of title 5, United States Code; and 
(B) an independent regulatory agency, as 

defined in section 3502 of title 44, United 
States Code; 

(2) the term ‘‘covered project’’ means a 
project funded by a covered agency— 

(A) that is more than 5 years behind sched-
ule, as measured against the original ex-
pected date for completion; or 

(B) for which the amount spent on the 
project is not less than $1,000,000,000 more 
than the original cost estimate for the 
project; 

(3) the term ‘‘Director’’ means the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget; and 

(4) the term ‘‘project’’ means a major ac-
quisition, a major defense acquisition pro-
gram (as defined in section 4201 of title 10, 
United States Code), a procurement, a con-
struction project, a remediation or clean-up 
effort, or any other time-limited endeavor, 
that is not funded through direct spending 
(as defined in section 250(c) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 900(c))). 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall issue guidance requiring covered 
agencies to, on an annual basis, submit to 
the Director information relating to each 
covered project of the covered agency, which 
shall include— 

(A) a brief description of the covered 
project, including— 

(i) the purpose of the covered project; 
(ii) each location in which the covered 

project is carried out; 
(iii) the contract or award number of the 

covered project, where applicable; 
(iv) the year in which the covered project 

was initiated; 
(v) the Federal share of the total cost of 

the covered project; and 
(vi) each primary contractor, subcon-

tractor, grant recipient, and subgrantee re-
cipient of the covered project; 

(B) an explanation of any change to the 
original scope of the covered project, includ-
ing by the addition or narrowing of the ini-
tial requirements of the covered project; 

(C) the original expected date for comple-
tion of the covered project; 

(D) the current expected date for comple-
tion of the covered project; 

(E) the original cost estimate for the cov-
ered project, as adjusted to reflect increases 
in the Consumer Price Index for All Urban 
Consumers, as published by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics; 

(F) the current cost estimate for the cov-
ered project, as adjusted to reflect increases 
in the Consumer Price Index for All Urban 
Consumers, as published by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics; 

(G) an explanation for a delay in comple-
tion or an increase in the original cost esti-
mate for the covered project, including, 
where applicable, any impact of insufficient 
or delayed appropriations; and 

(H) the amount of and rationale for any 
award, incentive fee, or other type of bonus, 
if any, awarded for the covered project. 

(2) REPORT.—The Director shall submit to 
Congress and post on the website of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget an annual 
report containing the information submitted 
under paragraph (1) for the relevant year. 

(3) FORM.—The report required under para-
graph (2) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. BURLISON) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SUBRAMANYAM) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam 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 this measure. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, Congress cannot sit 
on the sidelines while government 
projects continue to soar above cost 
projections and run behind schedule. 

Each year, the Government Account-
ability Office reports on such projects, 
including Federal information tech-
nology programs and National Nuclear 
Security Administration projects. 
However, there are likely additional 
government boondoggles flying under 
the radar, falling years behind sched-
ule, or running billions of dollars over 
budget. 

The Billion Dollar Boondoggle Act 
will keep policymakers and the public 
better informed about government- 
funded projects that are significantly 
behind schedule or over budget. 

We cannot fix what we do not know is 
broken. This bill directs agencies to re-
port on projects that are more than 5 
years behind schedule or have expendi-
tures that are at least $1 billion more 
than the original cost estimate. The 

Office of Management and Budget is 
then required to submit an annual re-
port to Congress summarizing these 
troubled Federal projects. 

Congress has a duty to oversee the 
Federal Government for inefficiency 
and waste. This bill informs policy-
makers and allows Congress to address 
failing government projects before fur-
ther taxpayer dollars are misused. 

A similar bill passed the House in the 
118th Congress as S. 1258, and the iden-
tical bill, S. 766, sponsored by Senator 
JONI ERNST, passed the Senate in De-
cember 2025. 

I thank Representatives 
MARIANNETTE MILLER-MEEKS and 
YASSAMIN ANSARI for their work on the 
House companion bill. It is time to get 
this bill sent to the President’s desk. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this commonsense 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1710 
Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Madam 

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

Madam Speaker, I, too, rise in sup-
port of H.R. 1722, the Billion Dollar 
Boondoggle Act of 2025. 

Congress has a duty to ensure tax-
payer dollars are spent efficiently, 
transparently, and with real account-
ability for results, but Federal pro-
grams often fall behind schedule or go 
way over budget without Congress’ 
knowledge. 

This bill would require that Congress 
be notified of any project that is more 
than 5 years behind schedule or $1 bil-
lion over budget. The report would in-
clude explanations of any changes to 
the project scope, cost estimate, or 
completion date. 

This will help Congress perform crit-
ical oversight on behalf of the Amer-
ican people. It will also keep projects 
on time and on budget. This is a bipar-
tisan fix to increase fiscal responsi-
bility. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting the bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BURLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS). 

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Madam 
Speaker, I thank Representative 
BURLISON for yielding me time and for 
his support of this important legisla-
tion, H.R. 1722, the Billion Dollar Boon-
doggle Act. 

I also offer special thanks to my fel-
low Iowan, Senator JONI ERNST, who is 
leading this bill in the Senate. She has 
been a true champion when it comes to 
exposing Washington’s waste and pro-
tecting the hard-earned dollars of the 
American people. 

Madam Speaker, Washington’s worst- 
kept secret is its prolific spending 
problem. Families in Iowa and all 
across this country have to balance 
their checkbooks every single month. 
They budget. They plan, and when 
money is tight, they make it work or 
they do without. 
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